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ONE CALL DOES IT ALL

Interior — PAINTING —

CARPENTRY — GUTTERS
ROOFING — SUSPENDED CFILINGS

All Work Guaranteed

AL POWERS

TV REPAIRS
* MISCELLANEOUS

623-7323

CAMBRIDGE (}1ASS.) CHRONICLE

RVICE
ECTORY

John Magoufis
Construction

Interior
Exterior
Painting
Gutters
Porches
Roofs

Exterior

Free Estimates

666-1664

T.). NAUGHTON

& SON
IvT. PAINTING ext.

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

625-4725

ROOF REPAIRS R
* DICK RABOIN » .
Slate-Flat-Shingles Window Washing . GENERAL
Chimneys-Skylights Painting  ~ ' CONTRACTOR
Gutters-Drainpij Exterior - Interi
OO | Jim Boutin REMODELING
267:1019 RENOVATIONS
686-3605 i REPAIRS
ReDIIONS
24 HR. ; FREE COMMERCIAL
SERVICE Chimneys Gutters ESTIMATES J. P. Puopolo, Inc.
643-5926

BOSTON, MASS.

East Coast Roofing

4989778

33 YEARS EXPERIENCE
LIC. - INSURED

Montvale Tile
438-2047

*WE SHOW UP
oWE CALL BACK
*WE FINISH THE JOB
*WE GUARANTEE
THE JOB
CERAMIC TILE
25 YEARS
EXPERIENCE

24 Hour Electric

Crowley Electric
ic. #E14563

e s 20 sl haigions, g for

. s, autets, s anges o

disposals. Lowest prices.

625-7905 .. 272-7034

Thomas

Daly
Painting

542-3717

Color Matching
Exteriors
NICK'S || oepmate
Floors Sanded, Residestial
Refinished &
Installed
Expert Quality Work

Service
DependaleSevice, 720 Vot Spcily
Y

SCELZI ELECTRIC SERVICE

132 Columbia ., Conbridge
354-2174
Interiors | [ MODERN EXTERIORS
Free Estimates Sgg’la‘l’igi'r-":'i‘n_
Mm"?s Roo!lng-Snding-Gufters
Commercial Call John 935-1089

Solar Installation

& Service
Call Tim 275-2866

Free Estimates & Fully Insured

628-6535

MORTGAGEE'S SALE OF REAL ESTATE
By virtue and in execution of the Power of
Sale contained in a certain mortgage given by
David Andrew Hoicka fo the Commonwealth
Mortgage Company, Inc. dated Jly 10, 1984
and recorded with Middiesex County, Southern
District Registry of Deeds, Book 15680 Page
423 of which mortgage the undersigned is the
present holder for breach of the conditions of
s mortoge and for the purpose of foreclosing
o willbe sod at Public Aucton ot 10:00
AM m-m.- 215t day of August A.B_ 1986 o the
mortgaged premises hereinafter described all
and singular the premises described in'said mor-
tgage, 1o wi
A certain parcel of land with the buildings
thereon now numbered 10-12 Lopez Street in the
City of Cambridge, Middlesex County, aforesaid
being shown as Lot B on “Sub-division of Lond in
Combridge”, March 30, 1948, Edword F.
Carney, Reg. Engineer, 8'St. Mary Road, Cam-
bridge, which plan is recorded with Middlesex
South Distit Regisry of Deeds on lune 26,
1948, as No. 864 of 1948 in Book 7301, Page
368 ad bounded ond descibed o= follows:
easterly by land of owners unknowr;
Mty one and 50/100 (51.50) fe
Southwesterly by land of owners S

1y (50) feet;

Northwesterly by lond of ownefs unknown;
fany -two and 10/100 (42.10) fee

y lot A shown on said plan;

1wnmy»nne and 15/100 (21.15) feet;
terly ogain by scid lot A, nine and
10/100 (‘7 40] feet;

Northeas! again by said lot A, twenty-
eight and 85”00 (28.85) feet.

Containing 2,376 square feet.

Subject to and together with the benefit of the
Rights of Way shown on said plan to be used in
common by the owners of said Lots A and B.

Belw the same premises conveyed fo this
mortgagor by deed of Fay M. Fogelman dated
February 27, 1978 and recorded with Middlesex
Somh Registry of Deeds in Book 13510, Page

erms of Sale: Said premlses will be sold sub-

1o ony u unpaid taxes and

2 Ies, fax fitles dnd other

mumclpol liens nnd water liens, if any there are.

A deposit of Five Thousand Dollars in cash, cer-

tified check or bank check will be required to b-
paid by the purchaser ot the time and place

sale, with the balance of the purchase price to be

paid within twenty (20) days thereafter.
Other terms to be announced at the sale.

Federal National Mortgage Association

resent Holder of the Mortgage

By: JohnS. Greccn for Commonwealth Mortgage

mpany, Inc. servicing agent for

edurol Nannnul Mortgage Assaciation

Dated: July 15,

ject

Richard Forman, Esg.

160 State St.

Boston, MA 02109
(C)July24,31,Aug.7

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
L COURT

HAL COUI
‘THE PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division Docket No. 86P35056M

GUIIDIA!‘SNIP-MINOI-WITHOI" SURETIES

To oll persons m'lres?ed in Jose Rafael
Marcon-Pena of Cambridge in said County, o
minor.

A petition has been presented in the above-
captioned_matter praying that Jose Francisco
Pinto of Cambridge in the County of Middlesex
be appointed his guardian, with custody, without
giving surety on i k

If you desire fo object to the allowance of said
petition, you or your attorney must file a written
appearance in said court at Cambridge on or
before September 17, 1986.

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Justice of said Court of Cambridge, the second
day of July, in the year of our Lord one thousand
nine hundred and eighty-six.

Paul J. Cavanaugh
Register of Probate
(C)July24

M-l ou-w.. Neighborhood
District Commission
A puhhc hearing o will be neld Monday, August
4, 1986 at 5:30 PM on the third floor at the City
Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, on the following
opplication for a Certificate of Appropriateness,
in the Mid Cambridge Neighborhood Conservation

29: 378 Broadway. For construction of
vhm townhouse units.

Constance R. Hsia
Chairman
(€)uly24,31

Painting over 50

Homeowners
PAINTING riien

Home repairs
fully insured

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
LAND COURT DEPARTMENT
OF THE TRIAL COURT

(Seal) Case No. 120367
To Richard E. McKinnon, Qndlvldually and os
Trustee of the 55 Parkway Trust, of Cambridge,
Middlesex County, and said Commonwealth: and
to all persons entitled to the benefit of the
Soldiers” and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 as

Ragent Financil Cop...0 iy exising. cor-
poration- having-an uswai piace of business in
Boston, Suffolk County, and  said Com-

monwealth; claiming to be the holder of a mort-
gage covering real property in said Cambridge,
numbered 55 Fresh Pond Parkway, given by
Richard E. McKinnon, Individually and as Trustee
of 55 Parkway Trust to plaintiff, dated April 11,
1985, recorded with Middlesex County (Southern
District) Registry of Deeds, Book 16104, Page
108, has filed with said court a complaint for
authority to foreclose said mortgage in the man-
ner following: by entry and possession and exer-
cise of power of sale.

If you are enfitled to the benefits of the
Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Civil Relief Act of 1940 as
‘omended and you object to such foreclosure you
or your attorney should file a written appearance
and answer in said court at Boston on or before
the first day of September 1986, or you may be
forever barred from c!mmmg that such
foreclosure is invalid under said o

Witness, Marilyn M. Sullivan, Chlei Justice of
said Court this fenth day of July 1986.

‘Charles W, Trombly, Jr.
Recorder
(C)July24

N TH! SllFElIOI COURT

e

aviL Aclloll no 86-4932-7
SUMMONS
Shirley Rahm Irovm, Plaintiff,

George Wilmot lfnwn,DeVendum
T0: George Wilmot Brown, Defendant Named

ove
You are hereby notified that the above-styled
action seeking revival of judgment was_filed
against you in said Court on June 24th, 1986,
and that by reason of an order for service of
summons by publication enfered by the Court on
June 24th, 1986, you are hereby commanded
and requlrud o file with the Clerk of said Court
and serve upon Robert N. Elkins, of the law firm
of Fortson, Bentley and Griffin, P.A., Plaintiff's
attorney, whose address is 440 Caklege Avenue
North, Suite 220, Post Office Box 1744, Athens,
Georgia 30613, an answer 1o the Scire Facias
within sixty (60) duys of ‘the date of the order
for service by publicat
Wl'ness me Honornble s Hilton Fuller, Judge
of said Cour
This the Zé'h day of June, 1986.
Whitfield C. Smith
Clerk, Superior Court
Dekalb County, Georgia
(C)July24,31Avg.7,14

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACNUS!"S
Middlesex,ss. 'robate Court
Nn. 190576
NOTICE OF FIDUCIARY'S ACCOUNT

To all persons interested in the estate of Alice
Thacher Channing (late) of Cambridge, in said
County, deceased.

You are hereby nofified pursuant to Mass.
R.Civ.P. Rule 72 that the 18th thru 21st ac-
counts of State Street Bank and Trust Company
as Trustee (the fiduciary) under the will of said
deceased for the benefit of Alice ning and
others have been presented to said Court for
allowance.

If you desire to preserve your right o file an
objection o said accounts, you or your attorney
must file a written appearance in said Court at
Cambridge on or before the 21st day of August,
1986, the return day of this cifation. You may
upon written request by registered or certified
mail to the fiduciary, or to the attorney for the
fiduciary, obtain without cost a copy of said ac-
counts. If you desire to object to any item of said
accounts, you must, in addifion to filing o writ-
ten appearance as aforesaid, file within thirty
days after said return day or within such other
time as the Court upon motion may order a writ-
ten statement of each such item together with
the grounds for each objection thereto, a copy to
be served upon the fiduciary pursuant to
Mass.R.Civ.P. Rule 5

Witness, Sheila E. “McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court, this 10th day of July, 1986.

Paul J. Cavanaugh
Register

(C)July24

S EENEEEEEEEAEER:
! ASPHALT PAVING = '-

DRIVEWAYS-PARKING LOTS
RESIDENTIAL-COMMERCIAL

PRIVATE ROADS
SPECIAL

9x25 *285

PLUMBING

648-52:
Rw&mul Commercial

« FREE ESTIMATES|
+FULLY INSURED)

923-8871

HOUSE REPAIRS

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

THURSDAY, JULY 24, 1986

PLUMBING - HEATING
GENERAL CONTRACTOR
Cambridge & Vicinity

Kitchen & Bath Repair-Remodeling
Hot Water Tanks & Boilers - Installed-Repaired
House Drains & Sewers Cleaned

L
VISA
TS

Master License 6228
For all your plumbing needs call

64-2
207 Prospect St., Cambridge
Robert L. Pann Co., Inc.

COMPANY

Wterior & Exterior
Carpentry-Roofing
Complete
Insurance
Coverage
Free Estimates

776-5561

Exnen 4]

REPLACEMENT
WINDOWS

i sl | ey ey 864-2550
sash ilt in — easy 643-1677

cleaning. All types,

T S
1 &M EXPERT
s ey | RATHROON
PoRCHES, || REMODELING
DECKS, BY LICENSED PLUMBER
\| Plumbing — Hoating
s @B muien || SERE.
LIC. NO. 3980 Mugter Plambers Lic. No. 7392
Call Mike at “;‘I‘L?R‘s“:- :'ru
625-9539 HEATING JOBS
GAS FITTINGS

(B SR e sy iy
Murphy Electric Co.
Industrial, Commercial
& Residential Wiring

ALEWIFE CO. INC.

vinyl & alum
Custom made & in-
sulated.

Somenville Window Co. |
Charles Di Domenico

776-0556

CARROLL  SONS ROOFER INC.
COMPLETE ROOFING SERVICE

Specializing
Aluminum Gutter Installtions
Chimney Work
‘Vinyl Replacement Windows

60-64 MEDFORD ST., SOMERVILLE

Leaky Rools Repaired

625-8334

Including labor & material
For free estimate

Call 646-9225

. Complete Kitchen &
Bathroom Renovation.

Free Estimates
76-8963

DAVE GONICK

ARCO TV CO.

We st W e nd Vs
Save $5 with this ad & 1st call.
Color TV Reg, $24.95 Save $5.00

NOW $19.95

FREE EST. OF BURGLAR

ALARM INSTALLATIONS.
“Expert repairs on Video

Recorders, Inhome Computers
and Microwave Ovens.”

Master Electrician

NH. MA Lic. 27785

», i 4
RICK COOPER % Gouveia Electric —t=g=y
m643.8740 6485533 I ESSEX PAINTING Electrical Contractor
ENEEEEEEEENEER & Residential Commercialindustril
3 Pa,"tc,;'g R:Of’"g “Electricity A World Ahead” Tel. 273-1975
* rpentry
o Kl i
L 2 Excellent References H.F. FENOCHETTI
i i " ( F. 'S G ;
ddl?sex Serv ce % Licensed & Insured Carpenter Contractor Rubbish RemovalYards &
LEAN OUT ticahded ellars Cleaned. Demoli-
CELLAR'S — ATTICS — GARAGES — YARDS . 596 0565 fiomercli g Foming. Pahes. s
Call JOE - e DUMP TRUCK RENTAL
389-8867 4 646-8356  646-8356 231-1427
7
- coMPLETE LANRSGAPE seRvice ELELCEER,C T - |
Design Installation - Rehabilitation of Existing Master License A11329 Carpentry * Porches Custom Designs ADS GET RESULTS!!
Landscapes All Types Painting Free Consultation CALL 628-1800!
FULLY INSURED of Wiring Replacement Windows Portfolio & References
354-1661 Call 6252089 6284490 or TIEI%3T Tyra Maness 8766917
COIN OPERATED COPIER " COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS COMMONWEALTH OF MASSAC
_Sealed h /ed by the Mid: ity h HUSETTS X 'COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS
et Chpfwv ng'émlss'ﬂmrﬁ dh he “I" THE PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEpARTMENT MEdessnsstc o couny | “TOSTeR  Middleser s e aTE
"ﬂ Urc asing Office, Superior Court stu PROBATE or WILL WITH SURETIES To Ste 1. Davis, also kr st NOTICE OF CITATION
Ma. unfil 1:00 P.M. Tuesday, mmlmnE Docket ? B6PISSAE Duvis ond Staven n:,i,', Troctes of Stoal n.::m Estate of Margaret M. Buckley

Augus' , 1986, Proposals will be opened for
in 0y Caper for the Middesex Couty
O Cambridge, MA at 3:00 P.M.
Tuesday, August 5, 1986, in the Ctisient
Hearing Room, level 3, Superior Courthouse, E.
Cambridge, Ma. The said Commissioners reserve
the right to reject any or all bids or part thereof
and waive any informalities they may deem in
the best mverm of Middlesex Caunty, o accept
any bid or they may deem in the
bestferest of Middlesex County. Specifietlons
may be obtained ot the Central Purchasing Of-
fice, 3rd floor, Superior Court House, 40 Thorn-
dike St., E. Cambridge, Ma. (494-4106).
Middlesex County
Commissioners

(C)July24

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
PURCHASING DEPARTMENT

Sealed proposals will be received ot the Office
of the Purchasing Agent, Room 303. City Hall,
Cambridge, Mass., until 11:00 o'clock A.M.
Thursday, ‘August 7, 1986, at which time and
place they will be publicly opened and read for
furnishing the following to the City of Com-

bridge.
Construction Materials

Volume Ventilators

Library Book Binding

See proposal for bid deposit.

The City of Combridge reserves the right to
waive any informalities of fo reject any or all
proposals.

Specifications may.be obtained at the Office
of the. Purchusmg Agent, Room 303, City Nall
Cambridge, Mos:

Exch Beoporal Tkt bo o WHAWNABe
plainly marked ““Proposal for ‘Designate Item”"”
and addresed 1o Barbara L. Dufty, Puthosing
Agent, City Hall, Cambridge, Massachusetts.

Barbara L Duffy
Purchasing Agent
(C)uly24,31

PUBLIC ADMINISTRATION
COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS

THE TRIAL COURT
THE PROBATE AND FAMILY COURT DEPARTMENT
Middlesex Division ocket No. 86P3483A

Estate of Marjorie Cross
late of G
in the County of Middlesex

NOTICE

A petifion has been presented in the above-
captioned matter praying . Nissen-
baum of Somerville in the County of Middlesex
Public Administrator be appointed administrator
of said estate.

1f you desire o object 1o the allowonce of said
petition, you or your attorney must file a written
appearance in said Court ot Cambridge on o
before 10:00 in the forenoon on August 21,

1986,
Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First &

Justice of said Court at Cambridge, the first day
of July in the year of our Lord one thousand nine.
hundred and eighty-six.

(C)July24
OFFICE OF THE
SCHOOL COMMITTEE
456 Broadway
Cambridge, Ma. 02141
Sealed proposals will be received at the Offi
of the Manager of Procurement, 159 Thorndi

St., Cambridge, Ma. 02141, until Wednesday,

August 6, 1986 at 11:00 A.M. at which time
they il e pibicy opened ond rea fo R
Athletic E and Training Su

Spodfcitle s K ot proposals will b >

available at the Office of the Manager of Pro-
curement on ond after Friday, July 18, 1986.
Attention is called fo requirements for equal
opportunity employment on part of vendors. The
Department encourages participation in this bid
of minority and women owned bu sinesses.
Robert . Peterkin
Superintendent of Schools
(C)uly17,24

Paul J. Covanaugh >
Register of Probate

A petifion has been presented in the above-
coptioned matter praying that o certain instru-
ment purporting to be the last will of said
decausad | may be proved and allowed and that

len of Boston in the County of Suf-
folk be uppolmed executor without giving surety
on his bond.

Il V“U desire to object to the allowance of said
petition, you or your attorney must file a written
appearcnce in said Court at Combridge on or
before 10:00 in the forenoon on September 10,
1986.

In addition you must file a written affidavit of
objections fo the pefition, stating the specific
facts and grounds upon which the objection is
based, within (30) days after the return doy (or
such other time as the Court, on motion with
notice to the petitioner, may allow) in accor-
dance with Probate Rule 2A.

Witness, Sheilo E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Justice of said Court ot Cambridge, the fifteenth
doy of July in the year of our.Lord one thousand
fine hundred and eighty-six.

Paul J. Cavanaugh
Register of Probate
(C)July24

Trust an absentee whose last known address was
3 Langdon Court, Cambridge, Massachusetts
having property in the County of Middlesex, to
the Treasurer and Receiver General of said Com-
monwealth, to all persons claiming an interest in
the property hereinafter described and to all
whom it may concern.

A petition MS been pusemed 10 said Court,
praying that Han of Nashua in the
State of New Hampshme nr some other suitable
person, be appointed receiver of the property of
said absentee, os follows: Residential Con-
dominium Unit, Unit 21, 149 Mik Street,
Westborough, Mossachusetts- $77,000-
Residental Condominium Um! Unit 307, 50-56
Broadlawn ewton
Mnssachvso"s $77, 000 Apﬂnmem Hulldmg,
Wigglesworth ree
Mnssuchuse"s $100, 000 Cur ‘1980 Saab, Hud-
son, Massachusett:

If you desire to oh|ec' Yhere'o You or your at-
torney should file a written appearance in soid
Court ot Cambridge before ten o'clock-in the
forenoon on the twenty-first doy of August
1986, the return day of this :l'annn

Witness, Sheila E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Judge of said Court this third duy of July 1986.

PaulJ. Cavanaugh

(C)uly17,24,Auq.7

late of Cambridge
in the County of Middlesex

NoTi
A petifion has been presented in the above-
captioned matter praying that a certain instru-
ment purporting fo be the last will of said
deceased may be proved and allowed and that
Jerome E. Buckley Jr., of Needham and James F.
Buckley, Jr. of San Francisco, California be ap-
pointed executors without giving surety on their
bone
If vnu desire to object to the allowance of said
pniﬁon You or your atforney must file a written
rance in sid Court at Cambridge on or
hefnre 10:00 in the forenoon on August 21,
986.

In oddition you must file a written affidavit of
objections to the petition, stating the specific
facts and grounds upon which the obijection is
based, within (30) days after the refurn day (or
such other time as the Court, on motion with
notice to the pefitioner, may allow) in accor-
dance with Probate Rule 2A.

itness, Sheilo E. McGovern, Esquire, First
Justice of said Court af Combridge, the fenth day
of July in the year of our Lord one thousand nine
hundred and eighty-six.
Paul J. Cavanaugh
Register of Probate
(C)uly24

, SRR 5oy

In amendment to an ordinance entitled “'The General Ordmonces of the
City of Cambridge"* s revised in 1972 and now designated as ““The Code of

Ihe City of Cambridge"".

Be i ordaned by the Cty Covncl o the Ciy of Cambridge ot follows:
(dministration’” is hereby
Ting the following subsecion af he e of Suction 2146 ennes “Misere

That Chapter Two entitled

Districts Estbished”:

. That Oid Cambridge Histaric District, established by vote of the City
ouncil on Deceltber1 3519761 i hereby extendod pursuantio proyisions
L. Ch. 40C, By the addition thereto of ~ ATTEST:

¥f the Historic Districts Act, M

AN ORDINANCE

FIRST ICATION NO. 2318. CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Six

cord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and portions of said streets
bounded as shown on the map entitled “‘Old Cumhndge Historic District Ex-

tension 1986" attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extend-

y amended by inser-
Section 2146,

passing 10 be ordoined.

draparties looted on Arsena Suare, Berk-ley e Gty o

e
(Ciulyz4

ed, the Old Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect and such ex-
tended district shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and

Possed 10 o second reading as amended at the City Council meeting held
on June 30, 1986 and on or after August 4, 1986 the question comes on

Joseph E. Connorton
Acting City Clerk.

OLD CANERIDGE RISTORIC DISTRICT EXTENSION

1986

e Extsting Lt
st oles bt

\ \emeesproposed extension 7
existing Sos uAc:®s.
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MORE for your dollar

OCEAN FRESH

FEATURE ITEMS AVAILABLE NOW THRU SATURDAY

r 99|
2 SCrOd Cod Fillets 1 NN
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MORE for
your dollar

%Wmﬁne Tuna % 69

[ Save 40° |

(Comliesst BAKED PEA :
§c B M Beans - 69

,_ “ DUNCAN HINES Al Varieties [Save 30°]

§Cake Mix - 69

OCEAN FRESH : QQ IMITATION CRABMEAT 99 ™ Gl
Haddock Fillets £ '« Seafood Legs o ROEERg ALLVARIETIES7UPor  ECTZXTH

IARBECUE SPECIALS
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Capn Crunch 1
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Flnal Report on the Proposed

- Berkeley Street and Follen Street ‘Extensions

to the Old Cambrldge Hlstorlc District

S Cambrldge ‘Historical Commission

January 15, 1986



S i
RS

1l

oy,

W rm—

January 15, 1986

t
|

Tb”the anOrablejﬁthe Ccity Council:

. The Cambrldge Hlstorlcal Commission respectfully submits its
- final report on the proposed extension to the 0ld Cambridge
' Historic District, pursuant to Chapter 40C of the ,

Massachusetts General Laws and the Cambridge Historical
Commission: ordlnance. ' :

.jf}The Commlss1on ‘has drafted this proposal with the
'jencouragement and cooperation of neighborhood residents, and

believes it is generally supported by the property owners
who would be affected by it. Extension of the Historic
District is seen as a means of countering inappropriate

:d.development in one of . Cambrldge s most historic yet

vulnerable nelghborhoods. It is a tool that has proven its

‘effectiveness in the more than twenty years since the

establishment of the flrst historic dlstrlct in Cambridge.

- An amendment to the CltY Code that would establish the
extens1on 1s ‘attached for your consideration.

W%%t{

Robert G. Neile
Chairman



SUMMARY

i

Proposed Berkeley Street and Follen Street Extensions

to the 01ld Cambrldqe Historic District

The'Cambrldge Historical Commission proposes the extension
of the ex1st1ng 0l1ld Cambridge Historic District to include
propertles on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley

Street, Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street,
‘Hastlngs,Avenue,_and St. John's Road.

'ZThe'Existi g-Historic“District

'fnghe Old Cambrldge Hlstorlc District was established in 1976
. in'a consolidation of four historic districts enacted in
' 1963. The district presently includes the 0ld Yard of Har-

wvard College, Cambridge Common and its surroundings,
Longfellow Park, and both sides of Brattle Street and Elm-

»wood Avenue ‘as far as Fresh Pond Parkway.

L*ObJectlves

,P_The objectlve of the extension is to protect the special en-
1;*v1ronments of Arsenal Square, Berkeley Street and Follen

. 'Street from inappropriate change and overdevelopment. Berke-
ley Street and Follen Street have exceptional architectural

qualltles and historical associations, while Arsenal Square
still retains much of its 19th century residential quali-

~ .ties. ‘Because of the large yards and open spaces in these
 neighborhoods, they are susceptible to overbuilding and in-
_approprlate convers1on of existing houses.

Protectlon

{rn an hlstorlc dlstrlct establlshed under Chapter 40C of the
. General Laws’ all new constructlon, demolition, or alteration
of an ex1st1ng structure in a manner visible from a public

way requires approval from the Historical Commission. The

" criterion followed by the Commission is that the proposed

change must be* approprlate for its context. All applications
are Judged 1nd1v1dually ‘on their merits, and only those that

A are determlned to be 1ncongruous are denied.

"1Proposed Boundarles

;The present hlstorlc dlStrlCt includes portions of all prop-

erties surrounding Cambridge Common or fronting on Mason and
Brattle Streets:. Two separate extensions are proposed. One

.includes all properties on both sides of Follen Street, the

houses at 7. ‘and 9 Concord Avenue and 1 Arsenal Square, and
Arsenal Square Park. The second includes all properties on
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Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street, Hastings Avenue, and the

\.*l}south 31de of Cralgle Street west of Berkeley Street.

‘ Procedures and Authorlty

"'nThe Commlss1on proposes that the same procedures and author-

ity now in effect in the existing district apply in the pro-
posed extension. The provisions of state and local legisla-
tion and the record of the Commission in administering the

hlstorlc dlstrlct are reviewed in this report.

b‘ffvEstabllshlng the DlStrlCt

' The steps for establlshlng an historic district are pre-

scribed by Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The Commission

‘must prepare a preliminary report; allow a sixty day period

for review ‘and comment; hold a public hearing to which all

5-,property owners are 1nv1ted and submit a final report and
" the proposed ordinance to the City Council, where it re-

quires a two-thlrds‘majorlty to be enacted.

J‘COﬁmunity'Consultation

'The Comm1s51on has undertaken the proposed extension in re-

sponse to petitions by residents of the affected areas. Nu-

. merous neighborhood meetings were held, and all institu-
tional and commercial property owners that might have been

affected were consulted. The Commission is confident that a

vstrong consensus exists for the extension of the district.

-Proposed-Amendment to the City Code

Chapter Two entltled "Administration" of the Code of the

f'Clty of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-
ing subsection at the end of Section 2- 146 entitled
s "Hlstorlc DlStrlCtS Establlshed"-

a. The Old Cambrldge ‘Historic District, established by

' vote of the City Council on .December 13, 1976 is hereby ex-
tended pursuant to prov1s;ons of the Hlstorlc Districts Act,

M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,

'_Concord ‘Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-
. enue, and St. John's Road, and portions of sald streets
- .._bounded- as shown on the map entitled"0ld Cambridge Historic
'_;Dlstrlct Extens1on 1986" attached to and made a part of this
_p::ordlnance. As:so extended, the 0Old Cambridge Historic Dis-
. trict remains in full effect and such extended district
‘'shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
Sectlon 2-146." ,
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:'graph;c'nature; In.1978, and again in 1983,

d~~solldat;on of four=d;str1cts designated in 1963.

_ Pond Parkway on the west

' I. THE PROPOSED EXPANSION OF THE OLD CAMBRIDGE DISTRICT

The proposed extens1on of the 0l1d Cambridge Historic

3 DlStrlCt w1ll protect addltlonal re51dent1al areas that are

closely assoclated w1th the district and that are subject to

”'1ncreas1ng pressure for change. These areas - Arsenal Square

" and Follen Street to the north of Concord Avenue, and Berke-

’ley Street Berkeley Place, St. John's Road, and the east

51de of Cralgle Street south of Concord Avenue - are linked

L to the protected precrncts of the 0ld Cambridge Historic

S Dlstrlct by strong ass001atlons of a hlstorlcal and geo-

residents re-

_quested that theY~be included in the Historic District, and

- this report has been prepared so that the City Council can

cons1der the Hlstorlcal Comm1ss1on s proposal in this mat-

. A. 'The'Existing District

“.; The Old Cambrldge Historic District was established

'3:tby vote of the Clty Counc1l in 1976 as an expansion and con- .

It extends

from the 01d Yard of'Harvard College on the east to Fresh

" and includes the surroundings of

;fJCambrldge Common, the Old Burylng Ground and Longfellow



' N Park and both s1des of Mason- and Brattle Streets and Elmwood
\ w; j;ﬂ Avenue. The Dlstrlct protects significant buildings and fea-
E ftf- tures of the seventeenth century Watertown Path, eighteenth

century Tory Row, and nineteenth and twentieth century 01d

’\ F . cambrldge'

L, y;;f' 't; A unlfylng feature of the District is the Watertown

.,j”Path' an,anc1ent way which predates the founding of Newtowne

”_1n 1630 and is sald to -have followed an earlier Indian

| ;r» ,rf trall The path connected the settlements of Charlestown,

s :“ Cambrldge and Watertown along what is now Kirkland Street,
’ . L Mason Street Brattle Street and Elmwood Avenue ‘

- ;5iff}fl Along that portlon of the path now ' known as Brattle
ﬁ : Street promlnent Loyallsts acquired extensive properties
VEF; ‘5§,and bullt flne man51ons in the middle years of the eigh-
ﬂ;;: y; teenth century, so that the street was nicknamed "Tory Row".

the To-

rles fled to Boston and - thelr houses were used by the Conti-

S . At the outbreak of the Amerlcan Revolution in 1774,

L nental Army for hospltals and offlcers' quarters, with Gen-

I—— R}

1_‘eral Washlngton quartered at the Vassall Cralgle Longfellow
éf:house..Durlng the 81ege of Boston (1775-76), the Americans
‘were encamped on Cambrldge Common and in the Harvard build-
1ngs ‘now 1ncluded 1n the Historic District.
- Slnce the Revolutlon and down to the present day, the
?fold houses and many newer ones around the Common and along
:ATory Row have been occupled by nationally famous people -
Vice Pre51dent Elbr;dge_Gerry and James Russell Lowell at

'Elmwood, Andrew'Craigie and Henry Wadsworth Longfellow at
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105 Brattle Street and Oliver Wendell Holmes on Cambridge

JfgfyCommon.‘The Dlstrlct includes the houses of Charles W.

kif_'Ellot Pres1dent of Harvard John Bartlett of Bartlett's

VW; Quotatlons, Joseph Worcester of Worcester's Dictionary, ar-

pchltect Henry Van Brunt, Dr.- Benjamln Waterhouse, Governor
Tv:W1lllam Russell lawyer and telephone pioneer Gardiner
"7:Greene Hubbard Judge Robert Walcott ornithologist William
'H‘Brewster, hlstorlan John Flske, and numerous Harvard profes-

‘ﬂjisors and other dlstlngulshed New Englanders.

!

Durlng the nlneteenth century, several churches and

o Harvard bulldlngs were constructed around the Common, and
e the Eplscopal Theologlcal'School and Radcliffe College were
'establlshed along Mason and Brattle Streets. The early
-'lbulldlngs of the Theologlcal School were designed by the
; flrm of Ware & Van Brunt archltects of Memorlal Hall, and
E:are hlghly dlstlngulshed examples of 19th century Gothic ar-

'chltecture. Radcllffe College soon outgrew its quarters in

hlstorlc Fay House and constructed three academic buildings

,5;on Mason and James Streets to establish Radcliffe Yard at

tthe turn of the century.

Before 1900 most of the frontage along Mason and

Brattle Streets had ‘been developed with large houses, usu-

'ally set well back from the winding road. Since that time
v there has‘been much subd1v1sron of the older lots, but the

.new constructlon ;nrmany architectural styles was almost al-

.

' ways ofﬁsuchﬂhigh quality that the houses fit harmoniously

. ‘into thedstreetscape. Among the major architects of the
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nlneteenth and twentleth centurles whose work is represented
here are Henry Greenough H. H. Rlchardson, Henry Van Brunt,
Wllllam R. Emerson, Ralph Adams Cram, Alexander Wadsworth
Longfellow, John WOrthlngton Ames, Arthur Little, Charles

Follen McKlm, and L01s Lilly Howe.

»Theltwen;reth,century saw the first and only apart-

. ment house in the area displace an old dwelling at 83 Brat-

tle to 8 WillarduStreet. Other non-residential buildings of
:,this oenturyyhave/included three churches - the Mormon
Aéhnrohland:fhe’énaker mee;ing house on Longfellow Park and
theyArmenian_Churchaat Brattle and Sparks Streets - and sev-
; eral Haryard5bui1dings‘such as Phillips Brooks House, Li-
onel Mower, and Lehman Halls, and thtauer Center.
o From the p01nt of view of architectural history, a

bas1c reason for comblnlng the four original districts into

o an Old Cambrldge Hlstorlc DlStrlCt was the totality and
R unlqueness of the environment that has been created along

. the length'of Brattle and Mason Streets. Although there are

many archltectural landmarks, many of the houses are ample,

"”’comfortable homes of no partlcular significance. Each pre-

sents, however,va distinctly individual architectural char-

acter,~enhanced»by_varied siting, attractive fences and

.walls, and handsomeé trees. The grounds of the houses along

%j,Brattie Stréet combine to convey a rich residential atmo-

sphere 1n whlch the houses form the points of interest.

Whlle a Federal or Greek Revival house may stand amld open

.'lawns.and'elm or,oaks, a Tudor-style house may be nearly
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"’f~fehgulfed by a thick stand of tamarack or spruce. Despite this

 ;considerab1é7variety, the visual continuity of the streetscape

is maintained by the rhythm of masses and open space. The

'Qlfémarkabie'visual and atmospheric unity along this ancient

 *way°and on surrounding streets gives the 0ld Cambridge His-

toric District special distinction beyond the history and

i.aréhitecture of its individual structures.

'B§ 'The‘Expanded 0l1d Cambridge Historic District

~ The streets proposed for inclusion in an expanded 01d

bf;CaﬁbfidéégﬁiStbric District have several characteristics in

:QOmmonjwith areas that are already protected. They are pre-

‘7} abﬁiﬁantly rééidéntial in character, although several houses
‘ have”beéﬁ;turned to institutional use; they are characterized

bywdiStinguished houses on exceptionally large lots; and they

haVé‘strong historical associations with the histories of Cam-

-bridgé and Harvard University. Because of the many large lots,
r1gpropertigs7on»these streets are increasingly subject to in-
”fx:approptiate devel6pment. This development pressure is prob-

J‘ably°intensified by the strong protection afforded by the 01d

Cambridge Historic District and the Half Crown Neighborhood

'Consérvation District, which buffer residential neighborhoods

. closer to Harvard Square.

-vThe'Study Area as originally proposed by the petition-

ers and later extended by vote of the Historical Commission

7ffsurround5‘Arsenal‘Square, the intersection of Concord Avenue
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*sffand'Gardeantreet, and includes Craigie Street on the northwest,

‘f5Chauncyfand'Fbllen Street on the northeast, and Berkeley Street

on the southeast. The neighborhood is bordered on two sides

o by;the”did'Cambridge Historic District, the boundary of which

'7,;;runs West from the intersection of Berkeley Street and Phillips

Place to the intersection of Craigie and Buckingham Streets and

northeast_between Waterhouse and Follen Streets. Arsenal Square

‘uf itse1ftis.the small triangular city park at the intersection
”dfiGarden Street and Concord Avenue, adjacent to the site of

'the old State Arsenal.

The study area is best characterized by its diversity

'”f?of nlneteenth century suburban houses of superior vernacular
S quallty..;The more heavily trafficked streets have suffered
"u,_‘;fremfintensive apartment development, this being particularly
ntrue:at Arsenal Square itself and on Concord Avenue, but the
’nineteenth century suburban character survives on the interior
'uystreetStandncul-de-sacs. The area is noteworthy for the

 character of its streets more than for specific landmarks.

Like most of 0ld Cambridge, the street pattern in the

- Arsenal Square neighborhood evolved from the topography of
ithe land‘and the resultant development of main routes of trans-

tfportatlon.u“Also influential were the original boundaries from

the time the land was first conveyed to private ownership. The

result is an irregular street pattern which enhances the vari-

:f:ety and 1nd1v1dua11ty of the neighborhood but also contributes

to 1ts harmonlous character.
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“5:{;'32 Berke1ey Street is perhaps the most notable street
architecturally. The street was not developed by a single
"éntrepreneur, but still displays a remarkable sense of unity.

:;fih’RQPOrt Four: 01d Cambridge of the Survey of Architectural

' ;finst6rY'ithambridge, Berkeley Street was cited as the best

»concentration of Bracketed and Mansard houses in the city. Of

~ the 18 houses on the street, 12 were built between 1852 and

2-1;1873- A few Queen Anne style houses were built later in the

large side yards of earlier houses, maintaining the mass and
l:siting,bf the houses already there. Running off Berkeley

iivstreeﬁ'is Berkeley Place, a cul-de-sac laid out in 1890 and

fQ 1bﬁi1g:pp from 1892 to 1940. The Survey states that "these

3“£W6'streets should unquestionably be constituted an historic
T - Craigie Street also possesses a notable architectural
 .character; Laid out in 1851, Craigie Street was largely built
; ﬁpiby21873_with mostly Mansard and a few Italianate houses.
1 Thé€Eu¢kingham School Kindergarten, built in 1967 at 19 Craigie
'v;étféet;{is éompatible in scale and well landscaped to prevent
intrusion on the surrounding nineteenth century residential

‘buildings. It was stated in Report Four that the preservation

“rﬁof‘Craigie Street is almost as important as that of Berkeley
Street. .
Also in the study area are the Episcopal Divinity

_,Schoolﬂ(EDS) properties on Saint John's Road. EDS extended
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‘*Séint J6Hn's Road in the early 1950's and built two faculty

houses at 8 and 10. Several years later four old houses which

lbhad’been displaced by Harvard-Radcliffe expansion were moved
  to:Saint‘John's Road for additional EDS faculty housing. Two

':EbsfreSidéhtial buildings at 2 and 4 Saint John's Road effect

an~appropriate transition from the academic precinct to the

.}re51dent1al neighborhood to the north.

Arsenal Square itself is crowded with large apartments

 that have dlmlnlshed but not destroyed the suburban feeling of

_ the surroundlng,nlneteenth century houses. The most prominent

structure in the square is the house at 1 Arsenal Square,

“ i€which}ch6ugh‘not distinguished architecturally, is important
  because vaiﬁs‘Critical location at the point of the intersec-
ftibh éhdiits relationship to the other surviving nineteenth
_{éehﬁﬁry houses; The most distinguished building on Arsenal
'Squafe is the Richardsonian style Longy School of Music at
5_41'Foll§n_sﬁreet},built in 1889 as the home of Edward H. Abbot.
ﬁ 5fﬁevé¢hce;t hall and library addition of 1968 was designed in

a contemporary style but does not conflict with the earlier

building.

S Also'ovaritical importance are the five nineteenth

' 'f¢enturyfhous¢s on the west side of the square at 22, 24 and
N 26vGardeh'Street and 10 and 12 Concord Avenue, which provide
_a'welcome and important reminder of the nineteenth century

. streetscape. On the southeast corner of Follen Street and
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‘4.;Concord'Avenue are two more nineteenth century houses, 7 and

9 Concord Avenue, which provide a breathing space for the large

apartments closer to the Common. Northeast along Concord Avenue

- from the Common, the intrusions of massive apartment develop-
- ments increase. However, there are also smaller scale resi-

~“dential buildings at 17 and 27 Concord Avenue which defend the

character of the surrounding streets.

1. Historical Significance

The study area was included in the West End allot-

ment of farmland and homesites in 1634. Nicholas Wyeth, a

”féevéntéenth century mason, bought land and a house near the

”'preseht corner of Garden and Berkeley Streets in 1645. By

:”;théﬂend,of the century, his son John, also a mason, had ex-
‘panded'the Wyeth family estate westward following present day

. Garden Street on the north and a line below Berkeley Street

on the south, to Craigie Street on the west. 1In 1774, a strip

at the west was sold to John Vassall, and in 1797 five more
- acres were sold to Andrew Craigie, who had purchased the

‘Vassall mansion on Brattle Street.

Around 1830, the Wyeth homestead descended to Jonas

jWyethfII. In the late 1830's, Wyeth began to build houses

likefthat at 22 Garden Street (1836) for income property. In

1851, he‘collaborated with adjacent landowners -- the Worces-

 ters and the Hill heirs -- in establishing Berkeley Street

‘:fand Phillips Place. Then he began to sell both lots on the
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i new streets and the houses he had built. In 1858 he built a

.new mansion for himself at 60 Raymond Street, continuing to
sell lots on the old homestead after he moved. When he died
'1,ih 1868;>ho’part of the original Wyeth homestead remained in
:”nyéfh.ownérShip.

‘During the development of the Wyeth estate, other Cam-
bridge*landowners were making an impact in the area. The
gﬁyéth-land which was sold to John Vassall in the eighteenth
cehtury became part of the extensive Vassall estate, later

.‘;oid”to Ahdrew Craigie. The Vassall-Craigie estate included

‘substantial holdings in the block of land bounded by Mason,
a; B£é££lé}-Craigie and Berkeley Streets and Phillips Place.
’E.This part of the estate remained virtually intact from 1747
‘ﬁﬁﬁilwl843 when Craigie's widow sold the remaining land in
thfeé large>pércels, including 37 acres sold to Joseph Wor-
cester. In 1851, Worcester laid out Craigie Street and the

vwesterh~end of Berkeley Street. Jonas Wyeth II laid out the

' ’fféentra1,par£‘of Berkeley Street and Willard Phillips laid out

the eastern end and Phillips Place.

- Also important is the history of ownership of the
'._ﬁortheasﬁ.side of Arsenal Square. The land running along the
~ea$£ISide of Garden Street, from Chauncy Street to below Follen
Stfeet,‘Was;originally part of the Cambridge Common. It was

ldivided into parcels in 1724 by the town proprietors and re-

..~ mained pastures, orchards and gardens for several generations,
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‘éithﬁugh some7of the fields were consolidated into larger

farms,-the'boundaries of which are reflected in the current

_ street pattern.» A strip of Garden Street north of Waterhouse
Sfréét wés bought by the Commonwealth of Massachusetts in

lfi796 ;é>£he,site for a State Arsenal.

A brick arsenal was erected there in 1816. In 1848

';the'parcel at the southeast corner of Garden and Follen Streets

‘J”waS1éxchanged with the wife of Dr. Benjamin Waterhouse for an

L-shaped parcel at the corner of Chauncy and Garden, running

'south towards the Common at the eastern edge of the original
'arsehélférbperty. This allowed Mrs. Waterhouse to have Follen

l~S£féét”eXtended through to Garden Street. Following the ex-
, chahge;‘the Commonwealth built three smaller brick buildings

‘around the arsenal on the northeast corner of Garden and

Fdllen:' a superintendant's house (1848), a keeper's house

(1853), and a machine shop (1864). The group stood on the

;sipeﬁoflthe Continental Hotel, but was demolished in 1887
vahéh'thevland was bought by Edward Abbot for his house, now

- the Longy>School of Music.

The historical significance of the study area is

derived not only from the real estate activities of Cambridge

ﬁfaﬁilies like the Wyeths, Vassalls, Craigies, Hills and Water-

hquSeSj*but also from associations with other Cambridge citi-

zens who resided there over the years. John Fiske, the noted

- historian and son of Mrs. Edwin Stoughton for whom H. H. Rich-

farasoh,designed the Stoughton House at 90 Brattle Street, lived
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‘rifét 22'Berke1ey Street. Professor Joseph Worcester, who laid
foﬁt Craigie Street and the western end of Berkeley Street, was
Za noted lexicographer. The house at 22 Craigie Street was the

' fﬁﬁéﬁé'df Harvard professor and mathematician George D. Birkhoff,

" and is a National Historic Landmark. Of somewhat notorious

import was the tenant in the house at 22 Garden Street, which

-was owned by Jonas Wyeth II. 1In 1850, while he was living in
"«this house, Harvard Professor John White Webster was tried and

convicted of the murder of Dr. George Parkman, another Harvard

professor.

2. Architectural Significance

The architectural significance of the study area

 ‘ is‘derived mostly from the composite value of streets lined

i with nirneteenth century suburban houses of excellent vernacu-

lar quality. Among those houses are several designed by well-

known local architects and housewrights as well as numerous

i’[ékamplés of well-executed stylistic renditions by little-known

designers.

Perhaps the most architecturally significant building

- in the area is the Longy School of Music, which faces Arsenal
f%Séua;evfrom the northeast corner of Garden and Follen Streets.
 'Tﬁié*building was erected on the site of the old State Arsenal
’and wés originélly the home of Edward Abbot, a lawyer and
-president.of the Wisconsin Central Railroad who moved to Cam-

 ibridge from Milwaukee, Wisconsin. The house was designed in



18

mLf1889kbj'Longfellow, Alden & Harlow, the architects who de-
signed Cambridge City Hall in 1888. The building was bought
 by the Longy School of Music in 1937. The concert hall and
 1ii£ra£yfaddition of 1968, which was designed by the architec-
"3£ﬁféi firm of Huygens & Tappe in a clearly contemporary style
”which maintains its own dignity without interfering with the
-z'éharactér,of the older structure, has received several archi-
%’§7£é¢£ﬁral“awards.
| The Shingle style house at 11 Berkeley Street was de-
#—'fiﬂ ff:-  Signed'ihv1886 by William R. Emerson, another noted local
| -4af¢hi£eét. The work of several local housewrights of the
-,fﬁiiﬂ‘ifi;fﬁiﬁéteéhth century is also represented. Oliver Hastings de-
2 ;signed aﬁd built the transitional Bracketed/Mansard house at
— ,71¥;iEEfﬁ23.Cfaigie Street in 1855 and the Mansard house at 8 Berkeley
: o ‘Street in 1860. wWilliam Saunders built two houses which were
later moved to Saint John's Road by EDS, the late Georgian/
}{f3  Exilx_éréek”kevival house of 1834 at 11 Saint John's Road (formerly
4  fi?ff‘  .ét 62,Brattle Street) and the Greek Revival house of 1845 at
| . 9 saint John's Road (formerly at 5 Hilliard Street). Other
1‘,'  L houses of architectural distinction but not associated with

,3,_We;1-kn§wn,designers are 4, 5, 20 and 22 Berkeley Street,

' ' ,14{715;’25} and 26 Craigie Street, and 22 and 33 Garden Street.
Importéht contemporary designs in the area include the 1968
addition. to the Longy School, the house at 11 Berkeley Place

 de§igned by Géorge B. Hill in association with his classmate
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' - I,fM..Pei, and the houses at 8 and 10 Saint John's Road

deéigned'by Hugh Stubbins for the EDS.

3. Need for Protection

Currently, the only constraints on development in

the study area are the zoning code and the demolition review

ordinance. For any given zone, minimum standards are desig-

_;nated for lot size, width, area per dwelling unit, open space,
 ‘ahd front and side setbacks in order to regulate building

~density. Under the demolition review ordinance, all applica-

tions to demolish buildings over fifty years old are reviewed

5ﬂbyﬁthg5Historical Commission. Demolition can be delayed for

up to six months, if a building is found significant and

'ﬁpreferably preserved", in the terms of the ordinance. Dur-

ﬁing this period, threatened buildings can be designed as

protected landmarks by the City Council.

- In the study area, the vernacular houses along Berkeley

‘and Craigie Streets and the nineteenth century scale of the

Square itself are of greatest importance. Berkeley Street is

the finest concentration of high quality vernacular houses in

Cambridge, while the north side of Craigie Street runs a close

»lseCOnd. ~Arsenal Square is one of the major intersections of
the city, and although there has been much intense development

‘along Concord Avenue the essential character of the Square

still exists. Arsenal Square has been the focus of various
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dévelopment proposals which would have destroyed the remaining
houséé on the west side of the Square and the houses on the

~ gore between Concord Avenue and Garden Street.

i Two incidents illustrate the development p?essure
“'which the area is experiencing. In 1974, plans were circu-
lated for the demolition of the houses at 22, 24 and 26 Garden
Street to make way for a large apartment development; fortun-
ately this did not occur.

A more recent episode was the demolition of the houses
at 42 Garden Street and 21 Concord Avenue. The large side
‘yards of both these buildings extended towards the critically
;iséated»house at 1 Arsenal Square and provided an important
neighborhqod amenity. Despite intensive neighborhood opposi-
“ltion and a temporary stay of demolition, the houses were re-
mOQed and for a time were to be replaced by a residential
vCOmplex-to be affiliated with the Institute for Contemporary
- Science. These plans are in abeyance and the lots have been
vacant since 1978. If any new structure is modest in scale
1and maintains an adequate amount of open space, the impact

| may be less intrusive than the intensive development which

-~ was permitted by zoning on nearby sites on both streets.

In 1974, the Arsenal Square neighborhood was downzoned
by the city in response to neighborhood concern that the zoning
. ‘allowances in the area far exceeded the bulk, dimensions and

density of most of the existing buildings, and therefore



21

H.thréatenéd‘their replacement with more intensive development.
The five nineteenth century buildings which survive on the
west'Side of>Arsenal Square are still threatened by the Resi-

jdehCegC-l zoning classification there, which, although not

x‘walloWihg.any greater height than more restrictive zones (35'),

does allow multi-family densities. Further downzoning in the

'  area mighf negatively impact the neighborhood by forcing ex-

"~ tensive low-rise development spread out on more property in

the evént(of major institutional expansion by the Institute
.'for COntemporary-Science, EDS or Harvard. In the case of the

:f;recént.demolitidn of 42 Garden Street and 21 Concord Avenue

‘7‘by3£he11nétitute for Contemporary Science, the Residence B
”ééning classification (two-family, 35' height) was not adequate
 §rote¢tion.

Zoning in the study area allows only residential uses,

‘but there is great latitude in the type of residential use

- vAnd perﬁittgd;density. Five types of residential districts

are ihciuded in this area: A-1l and A-2 (single family),

T B (two—family or townhouses), C-1 (multi-family, townhouses,
:apartﬁents and dormitories), and C-2 (also multi-family).
';_Bohnda:ies,qf these districts are shown in Map #2. Some of
' £he Zéningvregulationsiwhich apply to the districts are sum-

marizédvin Table 1.
o For most of the area, construction is limited to

~dwelling units of three stories or less, on relatively large
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glqts. Follen Street, however, is an island of low density
surrounded by districts where greater densities and greater
‘heights are permissible. To tne west of Follen Street, dwell-
}:ingvunits may not exceed 35', but greater densities are per-
?imiftea. . To the north, east and south, substantially greater
heights as well as densities are permissible.‘

| Throughout much of the study area surrounding Follen

"15_Streét proper, apartment buildings significantly exceed the

niallowable Floor Area Ratio (FAR) (see Map #3). Such struc-
v:‘tures are not likely to be demolished because, under existing
fzoning} new buildings constructed on the same site would have
';fqube.émaller and, therefore, would not generate as much
“incomeias existing buildings.
s In other parts of the study area existing buildings
.arevwell'below allowable FAR. This is true of Follen Street
itself, but present A-2 zoning would allow the construction
,;only of even larger single family houses, which is unlikely.
~The twn.vacant lots behind 5 and 25 Follen Street are an ex-
v ¢éption. Either lot could have a single family dwelling built
‘ upon'it;}increasing the density and altering the architectural
»\character of Follen Street.
3 To the west of Follen Street lies Arsenal Square.
Segéral'of the properties surrounding it, zoned multi-family
and tothouse; or two-family and townhouse, are susceptible

(to.further development. Nos. 10 and 12 Concord Avenue and
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number 28 Garden Street, zoned multi-family or townhouse, face
each other across a narrow right-of-way. Their present FAR's
are only 56%, 60% and 72%, respectively, of the allowable FAR.

 ~nBy’demolishing them as many as 19 new dwelling units could

" be built as a matter of right.

Nos. 19-21 Concord Avenue and 42 Garden Street, zoned
‘ftwoffamilonr townhouse, abut each other. Both lots are va-
. ['danﬁﬂi_Undervpresent zoning, nine units could be built upon
~ “them. Aéross the street, nos. 33 and 39 Garden Street have
fﬁAR's'which are two-thirds or less of allowable FAR. Zoning,
aé it>stands, would allow the construction of nine new units
u’ithhéSe houses were demolished.
| The existing zohing in the study area is an adequate
 controi on .development only in a general sense. It ensures
:thét‘ihe afea will remain primarily residential and it places
‘some 1iﬁits, through height‘restrictions and limited FAR's,
'foh~thé séalé of the neighborhood.
- Cuffent zoning in the Arsenal Square area has two
principal limitations that the proposal for a Neighborhood
.CdnSQrvation District seeks to correct. First, it allows in-

\_qreased densities under the townhouse amendment, which applies

" “to the B and C-1 districts around Arsenal Square; second, like

all zoning, it cannot address the architectural character of
permitted structures and alterations in any significant way.
";The inability of zoning alone to preserve the existing

" character of a neighborhood is a primary impetus for the
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'w‘pfdpo3ed neighborhood conservation district. Within the

minimum and maximum requirements set by zoning, it is possible

to construct bulldlngs which are in no way compatible with

'ffﬂ the1r surroundlngs. The only requirement is a set ratio of

' yard to structure and a set amount of yard between the street,

the abutters, and the new building. Nothing indicates how

uﬁ_ that‘§pace should be arranged beyond the minimum requirements
  6f;Wid£h,,nor is there a requirement that such factors, or
Vﬁheir_effeéts on the area and buildings surrounding the new
gjétructure,vneed even be considered unless a special permit

Lf. 1s requlred

Slmllarly, there is nothing that guarantees considera-

‘tioanf‘the effect of a variance that allows alterations to

'/Véh:ékiSting building. If the zoning requirements are met,

significant alterations which disrupt the streetscape can be

1undertaken as a matter of right. Distinctive features can be
gcompieteiy’removed if desired, and inappropriate alterations

to facades and roof line which can adversely affect surround-

ing property values are given free rein.

.Considerafion for the way in which physical changes

. affect the general atmosphere and character of the area is a

*necessary requlrement for preserving it as a neighborhood.

Without some effort to conserve the principal factors which

‘determine its character, the physical qualities which define

_5the}aﬁea as a distinctive and unique neighborhood will be lost
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’du‘e[_'ﬁtoﬂ' the pressures of urban growth. At the present time,
-no. adequate means exist for insuring that physical change is
‘,'manaéed to alleviate its effects on the neighborhood as a

 vhole.
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‘Summary of Cambridge Zoning Regulations

Minimum Maximum
Lot Area Dwelling
Allowable Maximum Per Dwell- Units
FAR¥* Height ing Unit Per Acre
A-1 Residence
‘ Single
. family 0.5 35° 6000 sq.ft. 7
: AFZIRésidence
Single
family 0.5 35" 4500 sqg.ft. 9
- B . Residence
S g
~family 0.5 35! 2500 sqg.ft. 17
C-1 Residence
- Multi-
- family,
- apts.,
dorms 0.75 35! 1200 sg.ft. 36
- C-2 Residence
- Multi-=-
- family 1.75 85" 600 sg.ft. 72
'C?3AReéidence
' Multi- - _
- family 3.0 none 300 sg.ft. 145

# of sq. feet of a building _
# of sq. feet of building lot

- *FAR = Floor Area Ratio; i.e.,

Forfékample, a FAR of .75 means that the total floor area of
the building is 3/4 of the total land area of the building lot.
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| II. THE NATURE OF HISTORIC DISTRICT PROTECTION

The objective of the Cambridge Historical Commission
'fin p£osting Historic District status for the study area is
 to‘érovide protection against inappropriate change in one of
1¢£hérci£y1s most significant historic areas. Historic District
  i§t£tus provides this protection by giving the Historical Com-
"missibn,thé"éuthority to review all new construction, addi-

lfions;‘and alterations to structures within the District and

visible from a public way. This authority is derived from

: ”. Chapﬁerf40C of the General Laws of the Commonwealth, and has

' been exercised by the Historical Commission in four districts

 ~f'inkCambfidgevsince 1963. Since the passage of the enabling

legis1ation in 1960, ninety Districts have been estab-
- lished in .as many Massachusetts communities.

;JuSt as zoning is intended to protect property owners

‘.[ againét inappropriate uses or bulk of buildings next door or

‘ in:the immediate neighborhood, so inclusion in an Historic
  ?bis£rict is intended to prevent incongruous changes or de-
*Qéibpﬁéhts.in.the District which might hurt or destroy the
 ¢haré¢tér‘and setting of structures with historical signi-
ficance.
| ‘5 '"Thus, when a property owner proposes alterations or
‘féﬂahgés, the neighbors in the Historic District will be in-
-fbrmed ahd_givén a public hearing before a building permit

' will be iSsued. fUnder the Historic Districts Act, the
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‘Historical Commission provides that notice and hearing, and
then iésues one of three certificates: (1) Certificate of
'{ApproPriateness; (2) Certificate of Hardship; or (3) Certi-

ificate of Non-applicability.

'7A; Objectives
| The purpose of Historic Districting is stated in the
ehabling legislation, Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The
| Act is intended "to promote the educational, cultural, eco-

nomic and general welfare of the public through the preser-

'fi‘y%tion and protection of the distinctive characteristics of

ifbuildings and places significant in the history of the Com-
'.monWealth and its cities and towns or their architecture,
 'and through the maintenance and improvement of settings for
such.buii&ings and places and the encouragement of design
‘:_COmpatibie therewith."

The first Massachusetts Historic Districts, on Beacon

:]'ﬁill and in Nantucket, were established by'special Acts in

’,151955 following an opinion of the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial

‘Court that such legislation was a constitutional use of the
State's power to promote the public welfare. The Massachu-
setts Court cited a United States Supreme Court decision in

~ the case of Berman vs. Parker (1954).

:vahe concept of the public welfare is broad and inclusive
.« « « « The values it represents are spiritual as well
‘as physical, aesthetic as well as monetarv. It is within
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. the power of the legislature to determine that the
" . community should be beautiful as well as healthy,
spacious as well as clean, well balanced as well as
- carefully patrolled.l

“More recently, the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial

1'Cqu:t has ruled, in connection with the right of a munici-

“ pality to prohibit billboards, that "aesthetics alone may
vjuétify the exercise of the police power," and quoted Article
 92 of the Amendments to the Massachusetts Constitution, which

_established as state policy the right of the people to "the

natural,,scenic, historic, and aesthetic qualities of their
| 2

' The courts have also upheld historic districts on

fthe,grounds of their contribution to the economic well-being
~ of a community. The Supreme Judicial Court in the Nantucket
‘bpinion noted that "the erection of a few wholly incongruous

fstructures'might destroy one of the principal assets of the

3

5_  t¢wn}“ The courts have noted that these benefits may accrue
"to the individual property owner as well as to the community
’Lvat large, but have considered that public purposes are served

. if the public good, measured in terms of increased property

value or business volume, outweighs private costs.4

- (1975).

1348 u.s. 25 (1954).

2John Donnelly & Sons vs. Outdoor Advertising Board

3333 Mass. 773, 780 (1955).

4T J. Reed, Land Use Controls in Historic Areas,

44 Notre Dame Lawyer 3, 387.
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It has been judicially determined that historic

district legislation does not constitute a taking of private

'i,'pfbperty without compensation, and it has been noted that
 mahy zoning ordinances are as demanding in their application.5

  f“6ﬁceiagain, the public benefit is held superior to a reason-
'iabieQdegree of private sacrifice, a principle that was upheld
' by the Appellate Division of the Néw York Supreme Court in

‘confirming the landmark designation of Grand Central Terminal.

- Power to establish historic districts is not given

. lightly.’ Chapter 40C requires a thorough survey and report
8 jfon'thé‘areas proposed for protection, review and comment by
:”if6;héf:pdblic agencies, a public hearing with notification of

all affected property owners, and passage of the Historic Dis-

trict ordinance by the City Council by a two-thirds majority.

 0nce a District has been established, the Historical Commis-
"sioh ho1dé the power to review all construction and altera-
‘7 £16ns of structures that will be visible from a public street,
“ ff §iaewélk, or park. This authority cannot be arbitrarily exer-
W €éi§ed, however; the legislation requires that a Commission
U"Shaii»not make any recommendations or requirement except for
‘the purpose of preventing developments incongruous to the

ffrhistoric aspects or architectural features of the . . .

district." The Supreme Judicial Court, in reviewing the

533 Mass. 773, 778 (1955).



31

:]1ﬁahtﬁcket ordinance in 1955, warned that enforcement actions
 would need to be carefully circumscribed, since in some in-

.fsténces decisions of an Historical Commission might give rise
- to "peculiar hardship and remoteness from the legitimate pur-

ﬁ Q,onse;of the act" which would amount to unconstitutional appli-

':5¢ations of it. Accordingly, the legislation establishes a

\:timé limit requiring a Commission to act on a petition within

a given period, and provides for appeal of Commission decisions.

B. Administration of Historic Districts

The administration of Historic Districts is guided in

  ?ﬁevéry respect by the provisions of Chapter 40C, except as es-
~ fpe¢ia11y provided for in the local ordinance creating the

~ district, or as established as a policy by an Historical

Commission.

All buildings of whatever size or function, as well

;aé'all,structures, including signs, fences, walks, terraces,
 iLfdfiVéwéys, walls, light fixtures, or the like, which are "open
. to view from a public street, public way, public park or pub-
:"Vfii¢-body»of water", fall within the review of the Commission. .

"Building projects which must be reviewed include construction,

reconstruction, erection, demolition, removal, and changes in

Jﬂricolor.as they affect exterior features of a structure visible
 from a public street, way, or park. Such features include,
- but are not limited to, the kind, color, and texture of ex-

_terior building materials, the color of paint or materials
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‘uéédgongéxterior surfaces, and the type and style of windows,
jdoOrs;-lights, signs, and other fixtures.
Aithough the legislation provides for Commission re-

view of every exterior architectural feature visible from a

 €_qublic way, certain items may be excluded from control when

| "fthe_ordinance is drafted. These may include terraces, walk-

“waYS},drivewdys, and sidewalks; walls and fences; temporary
Esigns'and sfructures; storm doors and windows, air conditioners,
'-lighting fixtures, antennae and the like; and color of paint
ﬂand'roofs.  An Historical Commission may also impose dimen-

:,iéional and setback requirements more stringent than required

. by the zoning code. However, a Commission may make no condi-

>£ibhs "except for the purpose of preventing development in-
congruousvto the historic aspects or architectural character-
istics . . . of the historic district.”

ks The Commission issues three types of certificates as

’T 7thezbasic administrative method by which proposed alterations

if f;éte_reviewed,’and no building or demolition permit for work

2 in a District can be issued by the City until a certificate
‘has' been issued.

Each type of certificate is issued after evaluation

t3'jf.of‘thé circumstances. A Certificate of Appropriateness will

"‘befissued.when the Commission has determined that a project
is not incongruous with the preservation of the historic

- district; this is the most common Certificate issued by most
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*Commissions. A Certificate of Nonapplicability is issued for

- a project which the Commission determines does not involve an

exterior feature, or one not visible from a public way.

Finally, a Certificate of Hardship may be.issued when refusal

.to;issue a Certificate of Appropriateness or Non-applicability

vﬁould cause the applicant substantial hardship, financial or

otherwise, as long as there is no substantial detriment to

: the aistrict.

Application for a Certificate is made by submitting

_afdesqription of the proposed alteration along with plans or
‘l';ph¢tog;§phs sufficient for the Commission to judge the effect
 %6? thé;proposed alteration. The Commission must determine
:‘wiﬁhin fqurteen days of an application, whether a Certificate

is required.

In passing on applications for Certificates, a Com-

~ mission is required to consider, among other things, the

'vﬁfhistoric‘ahd architectural values and significance of the
S isiﬁe, building, or structure, the general design, arrangement,
'f:f[ £§xture,lmateria1 and color of the features involved, and the

'frelatidnship of these features to similar features of build-

ings in the surrounding area. In the case of new construction

~ or additions to existing buildings, the Commission must con-
“j-sider the size and shape of the building, in relation to both
-ité*site and surrounding buildings, and can establish a policy

" to exclude such features from control after the Historic District
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is-estabiished.‘ The Commission can also establish appropriate
' désign$ or’lists of paint colors, roofing materials, or the
Jlike‘for thé.guidance of property owners.

A Commission cannot review alterations to interiors
'”{éf.strucﬁures, nor alterations which are not visible from a
°~:§ﬁﬁli¢ Wéy,Aeven though such alterations may still be within

a district. Furthermore, landscaping with plants, trees or
shrubs is specifically excluded from review, and the Commis-
sion_is not concerned with ordinary maintenance, repair, or

. replacements that do not involve a change in exterior appear-

.+ "ance. Enactment of an Historic District in no way requires

2 6wnéré to alter their properties, nor requires restoration
 of a‘structure to any set historical period. Work must be

- reviewed only if it involves a change from that which exists

on enactment of the ordinance; maintenance or replacement of

1[ah architectural feature incongruous with the historic or

 Vg?architectural qualities of the District may take place with-

'?6ut_a'Certificate as long as there is no change in exterior
alappéérance.
If a Commission deems the alteration to require a

Certificate, it may take action either through a public hear-

‘ fving or by simple vote after notice to surrounding property

- owners. A public hearing is held in the event that the al-
.tetations are deemed substantial; surrounding property owners

‘are given two weeks' notice, and the application is given
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‘  cohsideration in terms of the criteria listed above. However,

Vif_thé,épplication involves an alteration which is considered

insubstantial in its éffect, the Commission may simply vote

on the matter after allowing ten days for comment by surround-

<‘ing'property'owners.

el l If the Commission disapproves the application for a

'Certificate, it must give its reasons to the applicant in

f3€writing. ’waever, the Commission is specifically authorized
‘;to maké,fecommendations for changes.which would make the appli-

_cationvacceptable. If the applicant modified the application

i*;thf¢0nform to the Commission's suggestions, a Certificate

_An applicant aggrieved by a decision of the Commis-
sion may appeal to the Superior Court sitting in equity for

that Cdunty; costs are not assessed against the person appeal-

'-bing‘unless the court finds that action was taken in bad faith.

“'fﬁ;Siﬁilafly, the Superior Court may enforce the provisions of

*23; the_Historic District legislation through injunction, court

. order, and fine.

C. Establishment of an Historic District

Procedures for the organization of an Historic Dis-
 ££1¢£ éré established by the Massachusetts Historical Commis-
'°sibnjﬁnderlthe provisions of Chapter 40C. An existing Histori-

cal Commission is empowered under the legislation to initiate
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conéideratiOn of possible historic districts, and must conduct

a survey as the basis for its decisions. In the course of

"::fprépafing'thé required Preliminary Report, the Commission must

con51der the options set forth in the legislation for exemp-

7{j‘t10n of certaln architectural features from review, outline

fthe exactAboundarles of the area to be included in the His-
'torié District, present a full architectural and historical
gjustificatiOn for the area, and draft an ordinance implementing
v‘ the‘district.
' The Preliminary Report must be submitted to the
.iﬁﬁflnnningfénéfd‘and the Massachusetté Historical Commission,
’nand:diétributed to affected property owners as well. A pub-
iié hearing, for which all affected property owners must be
given two weeks written nétice, must be held no less than
sixﬁy days after the report has been released. The object

 of the public hearing is to allow comments to be officially

" recorded.

- After the public hearing, the Historical Commission

n»Dprepares a Final Report which takes into account the comments

vrecelved at the public hearing and the recommendations of the
Planning Board and the Massachusetts Historical Commission.
The Report may then be submitted to the City Council, where
aa two-thlrds majority vote is required for the ordinance to
-be adopted. The District finally goes into effect when an
official map showing the boundaries of the District is filed

with thé‘Registry of Deeds.
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 III. ADMINISTRATION OF HISTORIC DISTRICTS IN CAMBRIDGE

‘The Cambridge Historical Commission was established
‘in’1963 td administer four Historic Districts around Cambridge
 Common and along Brattle Street, to conduct a survey of Cam-
‘bbfidgg-architecture, and to engage in other duties concerned
 TWi£h,thé protection and improvement of architecturally and
v hiStorically important buildings and sites.

The four original Historic Districts were established

.to protect a number of individually important sites and open

.v_yspaces.' The Cambridge Common District was intended to pro-

“iﬁéétlfhéiCQﬁmon and its surroundings, and did so by establish-
.jihésa&perimeter boundary line running 100 to 200 feet beyond

thé"opposite curb of the surrounding streets. Two other major
features, the complex of buildings making up the oldest struc-

v'_tufes in Harvard Yard and the 0ld Burying Ground, were also

_ included, as were a number of modern structures which fell

‘;within:the'perimeter. The other Districts were established

'”7lﬂﬁain1ykto,protect a number of residential properties asso-

”H,éiatéd with-the Tory estates and the Revolution, although
many significant later structures were included as well. The

'Téombined and expanded District had additional objectives,

' _fambng them the protection of Mason and Brattle Streets and

 Eimw6od Avenue as Tory Row and the Historic Path to Watertown.
This added area also includes many buildings of historic and

'~ architectural significance.
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While buildings on the Common are primarily institu-
Ii[{ti¢na1; the other Districts are almost completely residential,
V‘With;large,rsingle—family houses predominating. Of the ap-

proximately_185 buildings within the District, most are large

”'_f_gingle—family homes, or were originally designed as such, and

A'°fdrty~six-are devoted to institutional uses of various sorts.

A:handful of'commercial buildings are also included. The Dis-

’.ﬁﬁtiict'also contains a National Historic Site operated by the

National Park Service, the Longfellow House, and all or por-

,'fions of four public parks.

. A. jDeSign Objectives

Many Historical Commissions have attempted to es-
"tablish‘a single architectural style as the only acceptable
~one fdf new construction or alterations in historic districts,
‘ahd:this has been a legitimate cause of concern among property
¥f6Wnér§gand*architects. The Cambridge Historical Commission

xhaS’técognized that no single style is "correct”, and that a

 :315 largevmeasure of the architectural and historical value of

i»,théfpropOsed District stems from the diversity of periods and
architectural styles represented there. Brattle Street is

“an exceptional example of an urban neighborhood which has

" never fallen on hard times, and which possesses houses of

- Léxcepﬁional_quality in almost every American architectural

style.  In the case of 133 Brattle Street, the Commission
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ekplicitly accepted an uncompromisingly modern design. His-

. toric district review is necessary in such areas as Brattle
Sﬁreé£ to protect against developments which are incompatible
in scale, size, or degree of intrusion, not to guard against
fiﬁcursidns of modern architecture. Follen and Berkeley Streets
and éhé other areas proposed for the new Historic District
’-have“fortuitously come down to the present almost intact, and
if_isfnecessary'to protect them now against inappropriafe

change or development.

' B. Case Review Procedures
" In the twenty-one years since the Districts were
:éétabliéhéd there have been 210 applications for Certificates;
only three have been denied.l Relatively few involved major
V‘new construction. Three involved demolition of existing
-strﬁctures;‘two, the construction of a single new house, 133
» ¥Bfé£t1é_Street; and two, parking lots. 1In addition, there
i_IWere three applications for major public construction projects:
'thg_éonsﬁruction of the underpass, the reconstruction of the
 :C6ﬁmoﬁ; and the construction of the Dawes Comﬁon. City
"agencies.will continue to be subject to the rules of the
’Historid'District.
The majority of the applications were for additions

',;otgaiterations of relatively minor features, although many of

1See Appendix D for abstract of cases.
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these‘have-involved important issues of historical appropriate-
ness:ahd‘architectural design. In this category have been
'numeféus cases involving fences, storm windows on structures
nqt falling within the Commission's storm window policy, color

,ﬁofipaint; and lights. Almost all applicants have received a
:  Céftificate of Appropriateness, although not always without
substantial changes in the submitted application.

The Commission has evolved some practices for deal-
: ing'witﬁ applications for Certificates which are not required
;by thejstétute.A On receipt of an application, the three ar-

f"éhiteéﬁ_ﬁembéré of the Commission are consulted for their
':initial~response to the proposal and to advise whether a
public héaring or the ten-day notice procedure is to be fol-
lowed.v'In either case, one or more of the architect members
- usually view the site with the applicant and the applicant's
-architéct, if one has been retained. This visit involves a
a :thbfoﬁ§h teview of the applicant's proposal, generally with
suggestions from the Commission representatives aimed at im-
‘pfoving.the'acéeptability of the design. These consultations
hévé,hiﬁ'ﬁhe recent past, often amounted to several hours of
proféssional advice, and sometimes have resulted in thorough
‘f.fevisibns which have improved the acceptability of the
:}fiprbjécf to the applicant as well as to the Commission.
e Determination of whether a hearing is required is

'méde on the basis of the legislation; that is, if the alteration
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 ihv61Ved is considered substantial in its effect on the His-
_ tdrié District. A public hearing is held after a notice has
 b¢en placed in the newspaper and all surrounding or otherwise
affeéted property owners have been notified by mail, and a
'~fihding_is reached within forty-five days of the submission
2 df'ﬁhe application. If the alteration is considered insub-
“étantial in its effect, as many have been in the past, a Cer-
.tificéte is granted after surrounding property owners have
:beeh éiVen ﬁhe opportunity to object or to comment on the

_impending decision through a ten-day notice procedure. In

' ,»thé‘recent'pas£, Certificates of Appropriateness have been

vfgﬁanted~following the tén-day notice procedure in cases in-
vélving'fences, storm windows on institutional buildings,
and construction of pathways and paved areas.

The Commission has also adopted two policies to
_;simplify administration of the Districts. One, adopted in

‘ji1967,‘pérmits the erection of temporary signs advertising

 '_charitable'events.V A second, adopted in 1970. permits the

 instal1ation of screens, storm windows, and storm doors on
residential'ptoperties without a Certificate of Appropriate-
nesé as long as the shapé'of the screen, door or window is
" rétained, crossbars are made to coincide, and the color matches
‘that of]the house. Policies covering other alterations are

' perﬁitted‘by statute, and may be adopted in the future.
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IV."iMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROPOSED EXTENSION

The Commission was first approached concerning a
pOSSibie extension of the Historic District by residents of
,Berkeiey Street in 1978, at a time when the four original
' ai§tfi§ts‘were being extended and consolidated. No action
~wés‘taken.at that time, the Commission being unwilling to
-expand its already heavy agenda. A petition was received
'frbm ten residents of Follen Street on May 27, 1983, at which
time'the Commission voted to assume the responsibilities of a
fi s£udy1committee under Chapter 40C and directed the Executive
\ $Siféctor to prepare the required preliminary report. A second
:'peﬁitidn'Was received from residents of Berkeley Street on

~-June 4,'1984, and the Commission voted to combine the study

areas and include Arsenal Square as well.

.A. 'The Public Response

The proposal was developed by the staff of the His-

 torical Commission under the supervision of the Executive

' Director, with those who had organized the petitions from

Berkeley Street and Follen Street acting as an informal ad-

visory committee. Neighborhood meetings were held in Follen

V.f;Street in March, 1984, and in May, 1985, and in Berkeley

E’Streét in January and May, 1985. All residential property
 owhefs were invited to each meeting, at which the substance

of .the proposal was discussed and participation solicited.
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'Meetings-were also held with the major property owners in-
~c1udingvthé board of the Longy School, the owners of the Com-

i mander Hotel and several other properties, and the Episcopal

Divinity School.
- Response to the proposal at the conclusion of the

public @eétings was almost uniformly supportive. The peti-

{2ti6nets had assisted the Commission staff by contacting every
' re§idéntia1.property owner and, in the case of Follen Street,
:securing written expressions of support from a majority of
‘v £hem; :As‘far as could be determined at the end of the
ﬁf}féiahﬁing Stages, no residential property owner opposed the
' ; br¢p§§éd extension. The majority of the substantive sugges-

tions involved expansion of the boundaries, some of which

were accommodated as described below.

The response among institutional and commercial

_propefty owners was more cautious. The Board of Trustees of

 »£ﬁe1L6h§y~S¢hool was consulted, and expressed concern about
:17 ;the_pressu:e to provide parking for staff and pupils and the
'f;fdifficulty of maintaining an historic property. The Board

- was informed that parking and maintenance were of critical

concern to the entire neighborhood and that the Commission

~could not withold careful consideration of the School's require-
1v ménts. The owners of the Commander Hotel were also concerned
- about parking, having just acquired four houses on the south

- side of Concord Avenue and Garden Street with the idea of
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~"pOSSibiy rézing them for a parking garage. Accordingly, they
 ,“strongly opposed including that area in the historic district,

"clalmlng that the difficulty of parking was a serious impedi-

' ment_to'the operations of the hotel. The boundaries of the
A"ffﬁ?dpésed ektension were adjusted to ensure the success of the

= propdsal.>'Finally, the Episcopal Divinity School expressed

cdncern about the proposal to include St. John's Road, a

fvbprivateistreet with no structures visible from any public way.
It waé sﬁated in response that the Commission could not fail
vgtojisSue a'Certificate of Non-applicability to any project
Hsfffnot v151ble from a public way, in this case meaning Brattle,
‘ik*Berkeley, or Craigie Streets, and that to exclude St. John's

'Road at present could prevent future consideration of a pos-

sib1e high-rise structure there that might be both visible

.and intrusive.

.:BQ‘”Proposed Boundaries

The study area boundary initially proposed was ad-

" justed in several respects to accommodate changing circum-

stanceévandjrequests from property owners. Three properties

facing Massachusetts Avenue -- two apartment houses and the

'Ffancis-Allyn House property at 1564 -- were excluded from
v ¢6nsidefation after the demolition of the latter structure.

”'Thévfprmer Continental Hotel property of Harvard University

was éxcluded on the grounds that the structure was already
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 .noh—conforming under present zoning and no forseeable change
- could make it less acceptable to the neighborhood. The
' prcpertieS'between Concord Avenue and Garden Street, except

A»for 1 Arsenal Square, were excluded as being properly the

". concern of the adjacent neighborhoods, and the properties on

: ’the south-west side of Arsenal Square were omitted at the
request of the owners.

| In the Berkeley Street area, neighborhood sentiment
'Sﬁfohgly favored inclusion of St. John's Road, Berkeley Place,
and Craigie Street. Berkeley Place was included at the re-

’¥fquest~of many of its owners despite its status as a private

’*f;way;fit was considered that inclusion of the south side of

"‘Craigié Street would provide further protection, and the

 Berkeley activists'thereupon persuaded their neighbors there
~td_agree to be included. A proposal to include the north
: side of Craigie Street was rejected because of the inappro-
‘F p£iatéfﬁix7of uses and building types.
e The boundaries of the proposed extension define areas
L;thé£ arefsimilar to the existing historic district in charac-
‘.téf andrsignificance. Protection of these areas is as neces-

‘sary to protect the neighborhoods themselves as it is to pro-

B Lteét the existing historic district from inappropriate change

J”and development.
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w,C;fAmehdment to the Cambridge Historical Commission
~Ordinance

The exten51on of the 0l1d Cambridge Historic District

"can be effected by inserting the following subsection at the

Aend of-Sectlon 2-146 of Chapter Two of the City Code:

g ”a The 0ld Cambridge Historic District, established by

"Jvote of the City Council on December 13, 1976 is hereby ex-

tended pursuant to provisions of the Hlstoric Districts Act,

. M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
- cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,

Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-

“enue, and St. John's Road, and portions ‘of sald streets
- pounded as shown on the map entitled "Old Cambridge Historic
District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this
.jeordlnance. As so extended, the Old Cambridge Historic Dis-
- trict remains in full effect and such extended district
. shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
‘f”_Sectlon 2 1l46.

ThlS amendment will require a two-thirds majority

'vote of the city Council.
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Sk - : "Appendix A"

bl .. HISTORIC DISTRICTS ACT, CHAPTER 40 C, GENERAL LAWS _
- Established by Chapter 373, Acts of 1960, as most recently amended by Chapter 359, Acts of 1971,

. Section 1. This chapter shall be known and may.be cited as the Historic Districts Act.
v ‘Section 2. The purpose of this chapter is to promote the educational, cultural, economic and general
‘welfare of the public through the preservation and protection of the distinctive characteristics of
buildings and places significant in the history of the commonwealth and its cities and towns or their ar-
- chitecture, and through the maintenance and improvement of settings for such buildings and places and
. the encouragement of design compatible therewith.
* Section 3. A city or town may, by ordinance or by-law adopted by two thirds vote of the city council
in a city or by a two thirds vote of a town meeting in a town, establish historic districts subject to the
. following provisions: — Prior to the establishment of any historic district in a city or town an investigation
. .and report on the historical and architectural significance of the buildings, structures or sites ta be in-
. -cluded in the proposed historic district or districts shall be made by an historic district study committee or .
by an historit district commission, as provided in this section and in section four, who shall transmit
* copies of the report to the planning board, if any, of the city or town, and to the Massachusetts historical
commission for their respective consideration and recommendations. The Massachusetts historical
commission may consult with the commissioner of commerce and development, the commissioner of
.. community affairs and the commissioner of natural resources with respect to such reports, and may make
-guidelines for such reports, and, after public hearing establish rules as to their form and manner of _
tranmission. Not less than sixty days after such transmittal the study committee shall hold a public hearing
on the report after due notice given at least fourteen days prior to the date thereof, which shall include a
written notice mailed postage prepaid, to the owners as they appear on the most recent real estate tax list
“of the board of assessors of all properties to be included in such district or districts. The committee shall
. submit a final report with its recommendations, a map of the proposed district or districts and a draft of a
- proposed ordinance or by-law, to the city council or town meeting.
D An historic district may be enlarged or reduced or an additional historic district in a city or town
- created in the manner provided for creation of the initial district, except that (a) in the case of the
_ enlargement or reduction of an existing historic district the investigation, report and hearing shall be by
the historic district commission having jurisdiction over such historic district instead of by a study
committee; (b) in the case of creation of an additional historic district the investigation, report and
_ hearing shall be by the historic district commission of the city or town, or by the historic district com-
missions acting jointly if there be more than one, instead of by a study committee unless the commission
-or commissions recommend otherwise; and (c) if the district is to be reduced written notice as above
provided of the commission’s hearing on the proposal shall be given to said owners of each property in the
. district.
- . Any ordinance or by-law creating an historic district may, from time to time, be amended in any
_-manner not inconsistent with the provisions of this chapter by a two thirds vote of the city council in a city
- or by a two thirds vote of a town meeting in a town, provided that the substance of such amendment has
first been submitted to the historic district commission having jurisdiction over such district for its
" recommendation and its recommendation has been received or sixty days have elapsed without such
' recommendation. S
‘No ordinance or by-law creating an historic district, or changing the boundaries of an historic
district, shall become effective until a map or maps setting forth the boundaries of the historic district, or
the change in the boundaries thereof, has been filed with the city clerk or town clerk and has been
~ recorded in the registry of deeds for the county or district in which the city or town is located, and the
provisions of section thirteen A of chapter thirty-six shall not apply.
.. Section 4. An historic district study committee may be established in any city or town by vote of the
- city council or board of selectmen for the purpose of making an investigation of the desirability of
- establishing an historic district or districts therein. The study committee shall consist of not less than
three nor more than seven members appointed in a city by the mayor, subject to confirmation by the city
council, or in a town by the board of selectmen, including one member from two nominees submitted by
 the local historical society or, in the absence thereof by the Society for the Preservation of New England
Antiquities, one member from two nominees submitted by the chapter of the American Institute of
Architects covering the area, and one member from two nominees of the board of realtors, if any,

23



"i,:ébx{ering the area. If within thirty days after submission of a written request for nominees to any of the

RS ' organizations herein named no such nominations have been made the appointing body may proceed to
. appoint the study committee without nominations by such organization.

Whenever an historic district is established as provided in section three an historic district com-

" mission shall be established which shall consist of not léss than three nor more than seven members. An
_ historic district commission shall be appointed in a city by the mayor, subject to confirmation by the city
council, or in a town by the board of selectmen, in the same manner as an historic district study com-

‘mittee unless (a) the report recommending its establishment recommends alternate or additional
organizations to submit nominees for membership and states reasons why such alternate or additional

- organizations would be appropriate or more appropriate for the particular city or town, the
* Massachusetts historical commission does not-recommend otherwise prior to the public hearing on the
. establishment of the district, and the ordinance or by-law so provides; or (b) there is an existing historic

5 .' . -district commission in the city or town which the report recommends should administer the new district,
" 'and the ordinance or by-law so provides. Unless the report recommends otherwise on account of the

- small number of residents or individual property owners, and the ordinance or by-law so provides, the
members of the historic district commission shall include one or more residents of or owners of property

in an historic district to be administered by the commission. If within thirty days after submission of a
written request for nominees to an organization entitled to submit nominations for membership on the

‘commission no such nominations have been made the appointing body may proceed to make the ap-
- pointment to the commission without nomination by such organization. The appointments to mem-

_ bership in the commission shall be so arranged that the term of at least one member will expire each year,
_and their successors shall be appointed in the same manner as the original appointment for terms of three
years. Vacancies shall be filled in the same manner as the original appointment for the unexpired term.

- Ordinances or by-laws adopted hereunder. may provide for the appointment of alternate members not

.~ .exceeding in number the principal members who need not be from nominees of organizations entitled to
. nominate members. In case of the absence, inability to act or unwillingness to act because of self-interest
. onthe part of a member of the commission, his place shall be taken by an alternate member designated by
. the chairman. Each member and alternate shall continue in office after expiration of his term until his
" ‘successor is duly appointed and qualified. All members shall serve without compensation. The com-

_ mission shall elect annually a chairman and vice-chairman from its own number and a secretary from

~ within or without its number. .
" Section 5. As used in this chapter the word “altered” includes the words “rebuilt”, “reconstructed”,
. “restored”, “removed” and “demolished” and the phrase “changed in exterior color”; the word “building”
*means a combination of materials forming a shelter for persons, animals or property; the word “com-
mission” means the commission acting as the historic district commiission; the word “constructed” in-
~cludes the words “built”; “erected”, “installed”, “enlarged” and “moved”; the words “exterior ar-

" . chitectural feature” mean such portion of the exterior of a building or structure as is open to view from a

public street, public way, public park or public body of water, including but not limited to the ar-
“chitectural style and general arrangement and setting thereof, the kind, color and texture of exterior
* building materials, the color of paint or other materials applied to exterior surfaces and the type and style

o oof windows, doors, lights, signs and other appurtenant exterior fixtures; and the word “structure” means a
 combination of materials other than a building, including a sign, fence, wall, terrace, walk or driveway.

. Section 6. Except as the ordinance or by-law may otherwise provide in accordance with section eight
or said section eight or nine, no building or structure within an historic district shall be constructed or
~ altered in any way that affects exterior architectural features unless the commission shall first have issued
~ acertificate of appropriateness, a certificate of nonapplicability or a certificate of hardship with respect
to such construction or alteration.
 Any person who desires to obtain a certificate from the commission shall file with the commission an-
 application for a certificate of appropriateness, a certificate of nonapplicability or a certificate of hard--
ship, as the case may be, in such form as the commission may reasonably determine, together with such
plans, elevations, specifications, material and other information, including in the case of demolition or
removal a statement of the proposed condition and appearance of the property thereafter, as may be
" reasonably deemed necessary by the commission to enable it to make a determination on the application.
g No building permit for construction of a building or structure or for alteration of an exterior ar-
~ chitectural feature within an historic district and no demolition permit for demolition or removal of a
 building or structure within an historic district shall be issued by a city or town or any department thereof
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‘until the certificate required by this section has been issued by the commission.
. Section 7. In passing upon matters before it the commission shall consider, among other things, the
" historic and architectural value and significance of the site, building or structure, the general design,
) arrangement, _'teiturc,‘v material and color of the features involved, and the relation of such features to

similar features of buildings and structures in the surrounding area. In the case of new construction or

E additions to existing buildings or structures the commission shall consider the appropriateness of the size
" and shape of the building or structure both in relation to the land area upon which the building or

structure is situated and to buildings and structures in the vicinity, and the commission may in ap-
propriate cases impose dimensional and set-back requirements in addition to those required by applicable
ordinance or by-law. The commission shall not consider interior arrangements or architectural features

not subject to public view. -

" The commission shall not make any recommendation or requirement except for the purpose of

s preventing developments incongruous to the historic aspects or the architectural characteristics of the
surroundings and of the historic district.

Section 8. (a) Any city or town may provide in the ordinance or by-law establishing a district or in

o ‘any amendment thereof that the authority of the commi:sion shall not extend to the review of one or

more of the following categories of buildings or structures o exterior. architectural features in the historic
district and, in this event, the buildings or structures or exterior architectural features so excluded may be

" constructed or altered within the historic district without review by the commission:

- (1) Temporary structures or signs, subject, however, to such conditions as to duration of use, location

S lighting, removal and similar matters as the commission may reasonably-specify.

(2) Terraces, walks, driveways, sidewalks and similar structures, or any one or more of them,

“provided that any such structure is substantially at grade level.

(3) Walls and fences, or either of them.

- 7. (4) Storm doors and windows, screens, window air conditioners, lighting fixtures, antennae and
. ‘similar appurtenances, or any one or more of them.

- (5) The color of paint.

(6) The color of materials used on roofs.

~(7) Signs of not more than one square foot in area in connection with use of a residence for a

s .. customary home occupation or for professional purposes, provided only one such sign is displayed in

.

connection with each residence and if illuminated is illuminated only indirectly; and one sign in con-
nection with the nonresidential use of each building or structure which is not more than twelve square
feet in area, consist of letters painted on wood without symbol or trademark and if illuminated is
illuminated only indirectly; or either of them.

(8) The reconstruction, substantially similar in exterior design, of a building, structure or exterior

S Ahrchitec‘:tural feature damaged or destroyed by fire, storm or other disaster, provided such reconstruction
- is begun within one year thereafter and carried forward with due diligence.

(b) A commission may determine from time to time after public hearing that certain categories of
exterior architectmfal features, colors, structures or signs, including, without limitation, any of those
enumerated under paragraph (a), if the provisions of the ordinance or by-law do not limit the authority of

" the commission with respect thereto, may be constructed or altered without review by the commission
- - without causing substantial derogation from the intent and purposes of this chapter.

" (e) A'city or town may provide in its ordinance or by-law, or in any amendment thereof, that the

authority of the commission shall be limited to exterior architectural features within a district which are
‘subject to view from one or more designated public streets, public ways, public parks or public bodies of
~water, although other portions of buildings or structures within the district may be otherwise subject to
‘public view, and, in the absence of such provision of the ordinance or by-law, a commission may deter-
. mine from time to time after public hearing that the authority of the commission may be so limited
‘without substantial derogation from the intent and purposes of this chapter.

" (d). Upon request the commission shall issue a certificate of non-applicability with respect to con-

 struction or alteration in any category then not subject to review by the commission in accordance with

the"provisionsb of paragraph (a) (b) or (c).
" Section 9. Nothing in this chapter shall be construed to prevent the ordinary maintenance, repair or

‘replacement of any exterior.architectural feature within an historic district which does not involve a

'changg in design; material, color or the outward appearance thereof, nor to prevent landscaping with
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' plants, trees or shrubs, nor construed to prevent the ‘meeting of reqmrements certified by a duly

authorized public officer to be necessary for public safety because of an unsafe or dangcrous condition,

- nor construed to prevent any construction or alteration under a permit duly issued prior to the effective
‘date of the applicable historic district ordinance or by-law.

Section 10. The commission shall have the following additional powers, functions and duties: —
(a) If the commission determines that the construction or alteration for which an application for a

" certificate of appropriateness has been filed will be appropriate for or compatible with the preservation

or protection of the historic district, the commission shall cause a certificate of appropriateness to be

~issued to the applicant. In the case of a disapproval of an application for a certificate of appropriateness

the commission shall place upon its records the reasons for such determination and shall forthwith cause
a notice of its determination, accompanied by a copy of the reasons therefor as set forth in the records of
the commission, to be issued to the applicant, and the commission may make recommendations to the

- applicant with respect to appropriateness of des:gn, arrangement, texture, material and similar features.
© ' ‘Prior to the issuance of any disapproval the commission may notify the applicant of its proposed action
~ accompanied by recommendations of changes in the applicant’s proposal which, if made, would make the
. application acceptable to the commission. If within fourteen days of the receipt of such notice the ap-

phcant files a written modification of his application in conformity with the recommended changes of the
commission, the commission shall cause a certificate of appropriateness to be issued to the applicant.
~ (b) In the case of a determination by the commission that an application for a certificate of ap-

; propriateness or for a certificaté of nonapplicability does not involve any exterior architectural feature,

or involves an exterior architectural feature which is not then subject to review by the commission in
accordance with the provisions of section eight, the commission shall cause a cemficate of nonap-
plicability to be issued to the applicant.

(c) If the construction or alteration for which an apphcanon for a certificate of appropriateness has

- .been filed shall be determined to be inappropriate, or in the event of an application for a certificate of
*_ hardship, the commission shall determine whether, owing to conditions especially affecting the building

or structure involved, but not affecting the historic district generally, failure to approve an application

“will involve a substantial hardship, financial or otherwise, to the applicant and whether such application
" *may be approved without substantial detriment to the pubhc welfare and without substantial derogation

from the intent and purposes of this chapter. If the commission determines that owing to such conditions

 failure to approve an application will involve substantial hardship to the applicant and approval thereof

may be made without such substantial detriment or derogation, or, in the event of failure to make a
determination on an application within the time specified in section eleven, the commission shall cause a

_ certificate of hardship to be issued to the apphcant

(d) Each certificate issued by the commission shall be dated and slgned by its chairman, vice-

L .chamnan, secretary or such other person designated by the commission to sign such certificates on its
. behalf.

“(e) The commission. shall keep a permanent record of its resolutions, transactions and deter-
minations and of the vote of each member partlclpatmg therein, and may adopt and amend such rules and

' regulations not inconsistent with the provisions of this act and prescribe such forms as it shall deem
~ desirable and necessary for the regulation of its affairs and the conduct of its business. The commission
: ':shall file a copy of any such rules and regulations with the city or town clerk.

(f) The commission shall file with the city or town clerk and with any department of the city or town
havmg authority to issue building permits a copy or notice of all certificates and determinations of

. disapproval issued by it.

() A commission may after public hearing set forth in such manner as it may determine the various

- designs of certain appurtenances, such as light fixtures, which will meet the requirements of an historic
- district and a roster of certain colors of paint and roofing materials which will meet the requirements of
~ an historic district, but no such determination shall limit the right of an applicant to present other designs

- or colors to the commission for its approval.

(h) The commission may, subject to appropriation, employ clerical and technical assistants or

- consultants and incur other expenses appropriate to the carrying on of its work, and may accept money
-gifts and expend the same for such purposes. The commission may administer on behalf of the city or

_ town any properties or easements, restrictions or other interests in real property which the city or town

- may have or may accept as gifts or othemse and which the city or town may designate the commission as °

the admlmstrator thereof.
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.upon such application. v
..~ Section 12. Any applicant aggrieved by a determination of the commission may, within twenty days
- after the filing of the notice of such determination with the city or town clerk, appeal to the superior court

L (i);The' commission shall have, in addition to the powers, authority and duties granted' to it by this

- act, such other powers, authority and duties as may be delegated or assigned to it from time to time by
" vote of the city council or town meeting.

Section 11. Meetings of a commission shall be held at the call of the chairman and shall be called at
the request of two members of the commission and in such other manner as the commission shall
determine in its rules. A majority of the members of a commission shall constitute a quorum. The con-

~ curring vote of a majority of the members of the commission shall be necessary to issue a certificate of
-appropriateness, a certificate of nonapplicability or a certificate of hardship.

A commission shall determine promptly, and in all events within fourteen days after the filing of an

- -application for a certificate of appropriateness, a certificate of nonapplicability or a certificate of hard-

ship, as the case may be, whether the application involves any exterior architectural features which are
subject to approval by the commission. If a commission determines that such application involves any

~ such features which are subject to approval by the commission the commission shall hold a public hearing
~ on such application unless such hearing is dispensed with as hereinafter provided. .

The commission shall fix a reasonable time for the hearing on any application and shall give
public notice of the time, place and purposes thereof at least fourteen days before said hearing in such
manner as it may determine, and by mailing, postage prepaid, a copy of said notice to the applicant, to the
owners of all adjoining property and other property deemed by the commission to be materially affected
thereby as they appear on the most recent real estate tax list of the board of assessors, to the planning

‘board of the city or town, to any person filing written request for notice of hearings, such request to be
. renewed yearly in December, and to such other persons as the commission shall deem entitled to notice. .

As soon as convenient after such public hearing but in any event within sixty days after the filing of

 the application, or such lesser period as the ordinance or by-law may provide, or within such further time

_ as the applicant may allow in writing, the commission shall make a determination on the application. If

- the commission shall fail to make a determination within such period of time the commission shall
- thereupon issue a certificate of hardship. ’ :

A public hearing on an application need not be held if such hearing is waived in writing by all persons

" entitled to notice thereof. In addition, a public hearing on an application may be waived by the com-

mission if the commission determines that the exterior architectural feature involved or its category or

" color, as the case may be, is so insubstantial in its effect on the historic district that it may be reviewed by

the commission without public hearing on the application, provided, however, that if the commission
dispenses with a public hearing on an application notice of the application shall be given to the owners of
all adjoining property and other property deemed by the commission to be materially affected thereby as
above provided and ten days shall elapse after the mailing of such notice before the commission may act

sitting in equity for the county in which the city or town is situated. The court shall hear all pertinent

~ evidence and shall annul the determination of the commission if it finds the decision of the commission to

be unsupported by the evidence, or to exceed the authority of the commission, or may remand the case

- . for further action by the commission or make such other decree as justice and equity may require. The
- remedy provided by this section shall be exclusive; but the parties shall have all rights of appeal and

exception as in other equity cases. Costs shall not be allowed against the commission unless it shall appear
to the court that the commission acted with gross negligence, in bad faith or with malice in the matter
from which the appeal was taken. Costs shall not be allowed against the party appealing from such
determination of the commission unless it shall appear to the court that the appellant acted in bad faith or
with malice in making the appeal to the court.

_ Section 13. The superior court sitting in equity for the county in which the city or town is situated

shall have jurisdiction to enforce the provisions of this chapter and any ordinance or by-law enacted
_hereunder and the determinations, rulings and regulations issued pursuant thereto and may, upon.the

petition of the mayor or of the board of selectmen or of the commission, restrain by injunction violations
thereof; and, without limitation, such court may order the removal of any building, structure or exterior

- architectural feature constructed in -iolation thereof, or the substantial restoration of any building,
structure or exterior architectural feature altered or demolished in violation thereof, and may issue such

other orders for relief as may be equitable.
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Whoever violates any of the proviéions of this chapter shall be punished by a fine of not less than ten

_dollars nor more than five hundred dollars. Each day during any portion of which a violation continues to
" exist shall -constitute a separate offense.

" Section 14. If the city council or town meeting so votes a commission established hereunder shall
have the powers and duties of an historical commission as provided in section eight D of chapter forty
and. in this event, a commission may be entitled an historical commission.

Section 15. All ordinance or by-laws creating an historic district adopted by a city or town under
authority of this chapter and under authority of any special law, unless the special law shall otherwise
provide, amendments thereto, maps of historic districts created thereunder, and annual reports and other

_publications of commissions, and rosters of membership therein, shall be filed with the Massachusetts

historical commission. .
* Section 16. A city or town in which there is located an historic district established under a special

~law may, upon recommendation of the historic district commission having jurisdiction over such district,
. accept the provisions of this chapter with respect to such district by a two thirds vote of the city council in
" a city or by two thirds vote of a town meeting in a town, and thereafter such historic district shall be

subject to the provisions of this chapter notwithstanding the terms of any special act pursuant to which
such historic district was created. The provisions of this chapter shall not impair the validity of an historic
district established under any special act. : '

~ Section 17. The provisions of this chapter shall be deemed to be severable. If any of its provisions
shall be held to be invalid or unconstitutional by any court of competent jurisdiction the remaining
provisions shall continue in full force and effect. : )

~ Section 2. This act shall not affect the validity of any historic district, historic district commission or
historic district study committee established under. chapter forty C of the General Laws prior to the ef-

. fective date hereof or of certificates of appropriateness issued thereunder or the appointment of members

' of historic district commissions or historic district study committees made prior to the effective date

. hereof, and such members shall continue to serve under the provisions of this act, and all their acts done
' in'compliance with prior provisions of said chapter forty C shall constitute compliance with comparable
- provisions of this act.

Approved June 3, 1971.
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"Appendix B"

? Cambridge Historical Commission Ordinances

" Section 4.101. Commission Membership; Appointment; Terms.

The Cambridge Historical Commission established under the Historic

~ Districts Act, General Laws Chapter 40C, with all the powers and

duties. of an historic district commission, shall consist of seven
members to be appointed by the Manager with the approval of the:
Council, including one member from two nominees submitted by the

‘Cambridge Historical Society, one member from two nominees submitted

by the Chapter of the American Institute of Architects covering

Cambrldge,'one member from two nominees submitted by the Boston

’:.8001ety of Landscape Architects, and one member from two nominees

of the Board of Realtors covering Cambridge. One or more of the

.members so appointed shall be a resident of an Historic District
established in Cambridge pursuant to the Historic Districts Act,
- and at least one member shall be a lawyer. There shall also be
- three alternate members also appointed by the Manager with the

approval of the Council. The members and the alternate members
shall serve for terms of three (3) years and until their successors
are appointed and qualified. If within thirty days after sub-

,q':m1881on of a written request for nominees to any of the above named
* organizations no such nominations have been submitted, the Manager
- -may make such appointment without nomination by such organization.
- No alternate member need be a nominee of any of the above named

- organizations. To the extent a person meets more than one of the

foregoing spec1f1c membership requirements, then each such SDeplflC
membershlp requirement so met shall be satisfied by such person's
membership on the Commission. The Commission shall, in addition

to the powers and duties contained herein and under the Historic
Districts Act as in effect from time to time, also have all the
powers and duties of an Historical Commission as provided in sec-

. tion eight D of General Laws, Chapter 40 as in effect from time
- to time.

.A;Sectlon 4. 102. Historic Districts Established.

:*HThere is hereby established under the provisions of the Historic

Districts Act an 0ld Cambridge Historic District consisting of the

-areas heretofore known as the Cambridge Common Historic District,

the Longfellow Historic District, the Lowell Historic District,

and the Fayerweather-Lee Historic District and the other areas
. bounded as shown on the map entitled "0ld Cambridge Historiec District
- Map 1976" attached to and made a part of this ordinance.



- Section 4.103. Powers and Duties of Commission.

The Commission shall have in addition to the powers and duties of
an historic district commission and of an historical commission

:5i.the‘following further duties (and may in exercise of any of its

powers or duties accept money, gifts and expend the same, and .
subject to appropriation or receipt of such gifts, employ clerical

”; fap§ftqphnica1\assistants or consultants):

- (a) To éondﬁctAa survey of Cambridge buildings for the purpose of

determining those of historic significance architecturally or

- otherwise, and pértinent facts about them, acting in collaboration

with the Planning Board and the Redevelopment Authority to the ex-

~ tent either may from time to time be able to undertake such work,
'and to maintain and from time to time revise detailed listings of

historic sites and buildings in Cambridge, and data about them,

‘appropriately classified with respect to national, state, or local

significance, to period or field of.inferest, or otherwise;

-~ (b)) To propose from time to time as they deem appropriate, the
. establishment in accordance with the provisions of the Historic
- Districts Act of additional -historic districts and changes in
~ historic districts; ' :

’:.'(c)i'Toadetermine an appropriate system of markers for selected
~historic sites and buildings not already sufficiently marked, to
-arrange for preparation and installation of such markers, and to

arrange for care of historic markers;

(d) To arrange for preparation and publication of maps and bro-
. chures and descriptive material about Cambridge historic sites and
- buildings, arranged for convenient walks or tours, or otherwise;

(e) To arrange for construction and placing under appropriate

cover at a convenient place on or near the Cambridge Common of a

-~ model of Cambridge as it existed in the latter part of 1775;

() To cooperate with and advise the Planning Board, the Redevelop-

ment Authority, the Public Works Department, and other City agencies

in matters involving historic sites and buildings;

- (g) To cooperaté with and enlist assistance for Cambridge, from
. the National Park Service, the National Trust for Historic Preser-
- vation, the Society for the Preservation of New England Antiquities,

and other agencies, public and private, from time to time concerned

- with historic sites and buildings;



N

':.i(h) To advise owners of historic buildings in Cambridge on

problems of.preservation; and

- (i) To make recommendations with respect to any place determined
..by the Commission to be of historical or archaeological value to .
- the Massachusetts Historical Commission that such place be certi-
~ fied as an historical or archaeological landmark or nominated to
© . the National Register of Historic Places.

‘f::Section 4.104, Advisory Committee to Assist Commission.

_ {‘Thebemmission'may recommend to the Manager from time to time as
- needed appointment of advisory committees of historians and persons

experienced in architecture or other arts or in historic restora-
tion or preservation, to assist in manner comparable to the

  ? 5National1Park Service Advisory Board or Consulting Committee.

~9f 7Sé¢fi6n 4;105.' Rules and Regulations of Commission.

' The Commission shall adopt rules and regulations for the conduct
- of its business, not inconsistent with the provisions of the
“Historic Districts Act or this.ordinance.

f

X Section 4.106. Application for Certificate of Appropriateness;

~ Time Limit to Act.

 When taking action under the provisions of the second paragraph of

Section 7 of the Historiec Districts Act, the Commission shall make

. its determination within forty-five days after the filing of the
- application for a certificate of appropriateness, or such further
~ time as the applicant may in writing allow. :

- As eﬁactéd June 24, 1963, and amended December 13, 1976.



’of;:Appendlx C Proposed Amendment to the Cambridge Historical

.Commission Ordinance

v1‘ Chapter Two entltled "Administration" of the Code of the

Clty of Cambrldge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-

"'flng subsectlon at the end of Section 2-146 entitled

- "Hlstorlc Dlstrlcts Established":

’”~”a The old Cambridge Historic District, established by

" vote of. ‘the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
- _tended pursuant to provisions of the Hlstoric Districts Act,
- M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
- cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
‘,_;Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-
- .-enue, and St. John s Road, and portions of sald streets
' g“ﬂbounded as shown on the map entitled "Old Cambridge Historic
. District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this
 "ordinance. As so extended, the 0ld Cambridge Historic Dis-
. trict remains in full effect and such extended district
' .shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
~ . Section 2-146." .




"Appendix D"

’

. DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT
' TANDMARK, EASEMENT AND NEIGHBORHOOD
 CONSERVATION DISTRICT ADPEAL CASES, 1963-

- Key:
Designation: CC = Cambridge Common
LP = Longfellow
F-L = Fayerweather-Lee
- L = Lowell :
Sl e OC = 01d Cambridge (established December 13, _
P e : 1976, to include all
s ' previous districts)
FTW = Fort Washington
Procedure: 10-Day = Certificate issued after 10 days'

notice to surrounding owners,
without hearing.

Hearing = Duly advertised public hearing.
7{D15pbsition: C of A

C of N
C of H

Certificate of Appropriateness
Certificate of Nonapplicability
Certificate of Hardship

. Notes:

" (1) Not decided because of prior rejection by Board of Zoning
- Appeals.

(2)  The Watson House, 30 Elmwood Avenue, was administered

- .- as though it were in an historic district under a preser-
‘vation restriction held by the City until the establishment
~of the 0ld Cambridge Historic District.

"(3) The Ross Estate properties, including 24 and 26 Craigie
o ' Street and 133 Brattle Street, were administered as though
_they were in an historic district under a preservation re-
‘striction held by the City until the establishment of the
0ld Cambridge Historic District.

Cambridge Historical Commission
October 1, 1984



- DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963~

Case
Number

Date of

o
2

CS ) BN

10
11
12
13
14
15

16

Certificate

Dec. 3, 1963

Jan. 8, 1964

May 6, 1964

July 1, 1964

VOID

April 27, 1965
April 27, 1965
April 21, 1966
April 21, 1966
April 21, 1966

‘June 15, 1966

Aug. 11, 1966
Sept. 27, 1966
Dec. 27, 1966
April 25, 1967

May 23, 1967

District Address

‘Subjeéﬁt

Zi Pr6cedﬁre vDiépositidn
- cc ;20—22 Appian Waya-i"Demolition Hearinéj' véydf'A
cc 12 Garden Strée£ | 'Démoliﬁibn and lHeafingr | C of A
: parking lot
cC 9 Waterhouse Street Sign | Hearing C of A
Ccc 2 Garden Street | Demolition and - Hearing C of A
construction
addition
CcC 20-22 Appian Way Parking lot Hearing Cof A
CcC 3 Garden Street Fire escape Hearing Cof A
F-L 167 Brattle Street Fence Heariﬁg C of A
CC Harvard Yard Lights Hearing C of A
cc Cambridge Street Underpass Hearing C of A
LP 113 Brattle Street Addition Hearing (1)
LP 112 Brattle Street Addition Hearing C of A
ccC 1 Garden Street Fire escape Hearing C of A
LP 15 Hawthorne Street Aluminum Siding Hearing C of A
LP 7 Longfellow Park Fence Hearing C of A
LP 108 Brattle Street Fence Hearing C of A



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case

) Daterf'
Number Certificate
17 July 18, 1967
18  Nov. 1, 1967
19 March 26, 1968
- 20 March 26, 1968
21 May 27, 1969
22 May 27, 1969
23 ‘Nov. 20, 1969
24 May , 1970
25 Nov. 10, 1970
26 Dec. 9, 1971
27 Nov. 10, 1970
28 March 9, 1971
29 Dec. 16, 1971
30 May 4, 1972
31 May 4, 1972

Address

 Subject

"DiSPOSitionAt

'fDistricfl,

3P£océdure
LP ,B'Longfeilow Park Alterations - .Heafing C of A
P2 Longfeliow park - Fence  ; | ‘Hearihg‘ C of A
LP 6vLon§fellow Park Parking area Heariﬁg Cof A
éC Harvard Hall 'Renovations Hearing C of A
LP 40 Willard Street .Lighting Hearing C of A
Watson 30 Elmwood Avenue - Door and fence Hearing C of A
House (2)
cC Appian Way Yurt Hearing C of A
cC Harvard Science Construction Hearing C of A
Center fence
Ross (3) 24 Craigie Street Alterations Hearing C of A
Estate
LP 105 Brattle Street Fence paint Hearing Denied
Ross 133 Brattle Street New house Hearing C of A
Estate
Ross 24 Craigie Street Alterations Hearing C of A
Estate
LP Longfellow Park No Parking signs 10 day C of A
cc Commander Hotel Canopies Hearing C of A
cc First Church, Fence Hearing C of A

Congregational



DiSPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case - Date of

Number Certificate
32 May 4, 1972
33 May 8, 1972
34  June 16, 1972
35 Sept. 28, 1972
36 Dec. 19, 1972
37 Dec. 19, 1972
38 March 8, 1973
39 March , 1973
40 May 30, 1973
41 May 5, 1973
42 July 23, 1973
43 Aug. 30, 1973
44 Oct. 5, 1973
45 Feb. 25, 1974
46 June 12, 1974

" Subject

. Procedure

_Districtf>Address’f"

'Dispbsition-'

',_Rdss- 133 Brattie Stréet Alteratidné to Hearing, ,jCkof A
Estate ' i e new house design = e

LP 108 Brattle Street Chimney removal 10 day Cof A

F-L 151 Brattle'Street‘ Change color 10 day C of A

F-L 167 Brattle Street  Fence Hearing C of A

cC Harvard Science Path, Fence Hearing C of A

Center

cC 11 Garden Street Playground Hearing C of A
equipment

cc Massachusetts Hall  Windows Hearing Cof A

CC Common Landscaping and Hearing C of A
reconstruction

F-L 2 Appleton Street Alterations and 10 day C of A
fence

LP 6 Longfellow Park Fence 10 day C of A

CcC Byerly Hall Ramp 10 day C of A

cc Christian Science Change color 10 day C of A

Church

LP 94 Brattle Street Renovation Hearing C of A

LP 94 Brattle Street Renovation 10 day C of A

LP Longfellow Park Lighting Hearing C of A



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case
Number

Date of
Certificate

47
48
49
50

51
52
53

54
55

- 56

58

59

Feb. 25,.1974
April 26, 1974
Dec. 30, 1974
April 1, 1975

March 17, 1975
June 25, 1975
Oct. 8, 1975

Oct. 7, 1975

Feb. 17, 1976

~ Oct. 29, 1976

Dec. 23, 1976
May 6, 1976

May 6, 1976

Flagpole-

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
F-L 159 Brattle Street Change color 10 day C of A
cC Hastings Hall Storm windows 10 day C of A
CcC Gannett Housw Storm windows 10 day C of A
cc 3 Church Street ‘Security grill 10 day C of A
CC Dawes Memorial Landscaping and 10 day C of A
fence
cc Phillips Brooks Storm windows 10 day C of A
House , ’
Ross 26 Craigie Street Fence 10 day C of A
Estate ‘
cC Lionel, Mower, Storm windows Withdrawn
Hollis, Stoughton
Halls
Ross 133 Brattle Street Fence 10 day Cof A
Estate | .
cC Hemingway Gym Storm windows 10 day .C of A
Ross 26 Craigie Street ‘Fence 10 day . C of A
-Estate . : . ' o -
CF-L  151 Brattle Street Carriage house  Hearing Cof A
rehabilitation ‘ '
"3LP 2 Longfellow Park Hearing C of A



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case Date of

Number Certificate
60 May 6, 1976
61
62 June 3, 1976
63 Sept. 9, 1976
64 Sept. 24, 1976
65 Feb. 3, 1977
66 March 22, 1977
67
68 March 22, 1977
69 March 22, 1977
70  March 22, 1977
71 May 9, 1977
72 . vJuneIB(‘1977
73 _Jﬁne24,;1977 J  
74 Oct. é,f1977'

Oct. 6, 1977

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
LP 108 Brattle Street Additions Hearing C of A
F-L 151 Brattle Street Fence and driveway Hearing Withdrawn
Ross 133 Brattle Street Addition Hearing C of A
Estate
LP Longfellow Pérk Lights Hearing C of A
CcC 0l1d Burying Ground Fence 10 day Cof A
ocC 170 Brattle Street Garage Hearing C of A
ocC First Church, Iron grills on 10 day C of A
Congregational windows
ocC Radcliffe Yard Signs Withdrawn
oC Christ Church Restore door 10 day C of A
ocC 151 Brattle Street New door 10 day C of A
oc 2 Appleton Street  Fence 10 day Cof A
oc 128 ﬁrattle:Street Addition Heafing‘ Ci§f A
'; 0C éS:Bratﬁle Street Pave driVewéY 10 day v_bfof A
. 0C _Véfious locatioﬁs Blﬁe‘historicl ,viio day.;  vgéfof_h
R o o - . markers R e
- oc "f16aGarden_Street o Garégé,J - Heariﬁéf?_ 'égéf‘A
'QC" ‘ | Paintféolbr" . | ‘éﬁ;fjA'H:'

24 Craigie Street

(same color)



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case Date of
Number Certificate
76 April 26, 1978
77 Nov. 17, 1977
78 Dec. 14, 1977
May 23, 1978
(amendment)
79 "April 17, 1978
80 April 17, 1978
81 May 23, 1978
82 July 6, 1978
83 July 6, 1978
84 July 6, 1978
85 Sept. 7, 1978
86 Sept. 7, 1978
87 Sept. 7, 1978
88 Oct. 19, 1978
89  Oct. 24, 1978
90 oOct. 19, 1978

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
oC 23 Church Street New doors 10 day Cof A
ocC 33 Elmwood Avenue Storm windows 10 day C of A
ocC 170 Brattle Street Fence 10 day C of A
ocC Harvard Square History station 10 day C of A
ocC Longfellow Park Sign Hearing Cof A
oc 21-23 Church Street Canvas awning 10 day C of A
ocC Thayer Hall Ramp Hearing Cof A
ocC 28 Church Street Brick wall Hearing Cof A
(0]6: 14 Elmwood Avenue Solar panel Hearing C of A
oC 3 Church Street Walk and signs 10 day Cof A
ocC 16 Garden Street "Ramp and windows 10 day Cof A
ocC Austin Hall Elevator 10 day Cof A
ocC 88 Erattle Street sign 10 day - Cof A
oc llZ!Brattle Street  All alterationéi 10 day C{éf A
' R - and fence L e
oc ‘fSQ:Bfattle Street  Iron fence 10 day C of A



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case
Number

Date of
Certificate-

91

92
93
94
95
96
97

98
99
100
101

102

103
104
105

Nov. 2, 1978

Nov. 2, 1978

Dec. 4, 1978

Feb. 6, 1979

April 5, 1979

April 5, 1979
May 1, 1979
May 3, 1979
June 15, 1979

July 3, 1979

July 15, 1979
Sept. 14, 1979

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
ocC 35 Church Street One-story Hearing Withdrawn
structure

ocC 126 Brattle Street Fence Hearing Withdrawn
ocC Massachusetts Hall Walk replacement Hearing C of A
ocC 94 Brattle Street Wall removal 10 day C of A
ocC 25 Craigie Street  Paint
ocC Longfellow Park Ice sculpture Hearing C of A
ocC 0 Garden Street Building of Hearing Cof A

' garage
ocC 175 Brattle Street Fence Hearing C of A
ocC 40 Willard Street Light poles 10 day Cof A
oc Fay House Sign Hearing Cof A
ocC Alumni House Paint color Hearing Cof A
ocC 156 Brattle Street Driveway, fence, 10 day Cof A

: windows

oc  Appian Way Bollards 10 day Cof A
oc 6 Ash Street Ramp and louvres 10 day   Cofa
oc  Littauer and E

- Wadsworth House =

Storm windows

VWithdrawn



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case
Number

Date of
Certificate

106
107
108
109.
110
111
112

113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120

July 19, 1979
Sept. 27, 1979
Sept. 27, 1979
Sept. 27, 1979
Dec. 6, 1979
March 14, 1980
June 12, 1980

June 12, 1980
June 12, 1980

July 7, 1980
Sept. 4, 1980

Sept. 4, 1980

~ Oct. 17, 1980

 Jan. 5, 1981°

Oct. 2, 1980

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
ocC 85 Brattle Street Skylight 10 day C of A
ocC 0 Garden Séreet Window replacement 10 day C of A
ocC 168 Braftle Street Paint color 10 day C of A
ocC 35 Church Street New construction 10 day C of A
oc 9 Waterhouse Street Paint color 10 day C of A
oC 152 Brattle Street Alterations 10 day C of A
oc 2 Garden Street Alterations ' Hearing Cof A
ocC Phillips Brooks Handicapped Hearing Cof A

House - access
ocC Wadsworth House Pain? color and Hearing Cof A
repairs
- 0C 7 Waterhouse Street ' Construction Hearing C of A
ocC First Church, Handicapped Hearing Cof A
Congregationalf access N
oc Harvard Yéfd» Kidsks Heariﬁg C of A
; oC bi Mercef Circle Alteration of 10 day C of A
' 5 _ A ‘ roof line ST e
‘  ocC 1159 Bréttlé Street  Airv¢9nditioneri‘ 10 déy'  éof‘A
;11 Farwell Place ,'Skyliéhts o | of A

10 day



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

10 day

Case Date of
Number Certificate District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
121 Jan. 8, 1981 ocC 7 Brown Street Driveway 10 day C of A
122 ocC 9 Elmwood Avenue Withdrawn
123 March 5, 1981 ocC 8 Traill Street Driveway, Hearing C of A
glass door C of H
124 March 23, 1981 ocC 11 Garden Street Play structure 10 day C of A
125 April 2, 1981 ocC 11 Mason Street Addition Hearing C of A
126 March 23, 1981 oC 151 Brattle Street Side door 10 day C of A
127 Apri1.2, 1981 ocC 5 Phillips Place Fence Hearing Cof A
128 oc 168 Brattle Street Telephone wires Pending
129 May 26, 1981 oc St. John's Chapel Handicapped 10 day Cof A
access ~
130 ocC 16 Garden Street Portico Hearing Withdrawn
131 May 26, 1981 oc Gannet House Handicapped 10 day C of A
access
132 May 26, 1981 (0] 159 Brattle Street Paint color and 10 day Cof A
o - © sign
133  May 26, 1981  oOC | Agassiz House Handicapped ‘Hearing - 'Péndihg v
- L ' S o access RS e
ﬂ_134,1"May,26;31981 o oc ;:ll MaSon‘Stréet ”Dfivéwayvremoval 10 day "Cof A
135  May 26, 1981 - . oc ,"83 Brattle Street Storm windows

Cofa



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case
Number

Date of
Certificate

136
137
138
139
140
141

142

143
144
145
146
147

148

149

150

July 30, 1981
July 30, 1981
Sept. 24, 1981
Oct. 1, 1981
Jan. 22, 1982

Feb. 18, 1982
April 21, 1982
Aug. 9, 1982,

June 29, 1982

June 3, 1982

~ June 15,21982‘ '_ 

July 9, 1982

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition

oC 2 Garden Street Driveway Hearing C of A

ocC 01d Burying Ground Burial - Cof N

ocC 8 Traill Street Modify garage 10 day C of A

ocC 26 Craigie Street New window - Withdrawn

ocC 128 Brattle Street Enclose terrace - C of ¥

oc Hollis & Stoughton Storm windows 10 day C of A
Halls

ocC Radcliffe Yard Plaque Hearing Unresolved
fence

ocC 31-33 Church Street New sash and door 10 day Cof A

ocC 01ld Burying Ground Memorial stone 10 day Cof A

ocC 5 Longfellow Park Enclose porch 10 day Col. A

ocC 147 Brattle Street Raise fence Hearing Cof A

ocC 2 Appleton Stfeet Paving and fences 10 day& C of A

oc 11 Hawthorne Street - Extéribr‘stair,. e “ﬁifhdraﬁn
: v "~ skylight - ' _

-oC 26:Elmwood AQénﬁe Driveﬁéy‘ ‘ 'iO day°, | C of:A_
1555 Massachusetts Remove shed 10 day | Cof a

- oc

Avenue



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case Date of
Number Certificate
151 July 8, 1982
152 July 9, 1982
153 Sept. 9, 1982
154 -
155 Sept. 21, 1982
156 Sept. 21, 1982
157 -
158 Nov. 22, 1982
Sept. 9, 1982
(amended)
159 -
160 Oct. 20, 1982
161 Nov. 22, 1982
162  April 8, 1983
163 Jan. 17, 1983

April 7, 1983

‘gﬁ'.(amended)'

gatehouse . .

-Paving removal an

construction of -
new paths

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
ocC 20 Elmwood Avenue Change color 10 day C of A
oC 10-12 Farwell Place Change color 10 day C of A
ocC 130 Brattle Street Change color 10 day C of A
ocC 153 Brattle Street Remove Balustrade - Withdrawn
ocC 33 Church Street Sign alteration 10 day C of A
and construction
ocC 11 Garden Street Fence construc- 10 day C of A
tion
ocC Harvard Yard Lighting - Unresolved
ocC Austin Hall Handicapped 10 day C of A
access
signage
7 Waterhouse Street Addition - Withdrawn
oc 26 Craigie Street Window 10 day Cof A
: alterations :
ocC Fay House 'Entry reopening f.Hearingk Cofn
. oc i 165‘Brattle Street Fence & glazing  ~Hearing 'Cfof_Ar
R S ' % alterations B : e
~change color /
L oC - Johnston'GateﬁouSe‘ Construction of';‘Heariﬁg  fClof_A



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963~

Case Date of
Number Certificate District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
164 June 8, 1983 oC Church of Jesus Landscaping and Hearing C of A
Christ of Latter Day alteration of
Saints stairs, handrails
and sidewalks
165 April 7, 1983 ocC Christ Church Fence, handicap Hearing C of A
access
construction
166 Nov. 28, 1983 ocC First Church in ‘Sidewalk and curb Hearing C of A
Cambridge, construction,
Congregational landscaping
167 May 11, 1983 ocC 14 Faneuil Place Exterior rehabi- Meeting C of NA
litation with no
" wvisible change
168 May 11, 1983 ocC 7 Waterhouse Street Change color 10 days C of A
169  June 6, 1983 ocC 7 & 9 Phillips Place Curb cut & Hearing C of A
parking area
169a June 10, 1983 Basement 22 Putnam Avenue Door replacement Meeting  CofA
and fence '
. construction
170 July 25, 1983 | _kOC 26 Craigie Street Window.alteratiqnle‘day : 3 C;of'A
171 ‘Sept. 9, 1983 . OC 24A Craigie Street OffiCégspace‘ad-> Hearihg . Cﬂqf A
. RN . ' c _ o -dition'to garagefjv o e
172 Nov. 28, 1983 -~ oc Boylston Hall Landscanlng im- Héaring  . cofaA
R L e Courtyard S provements o S B o
173 : .Sept.f§;'l983 . FTW  Waverly Street & Street & 51dewa1k Hearlng _  vAVC:of'A

‘I't. Washington . llmprovements



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case Date of
Number Certificate
174 Nov. 23, 1983
175 Nov. 28, 1983
176 Dec. 8, 1983
177 -
178 March 30, 1984
179 March 30, 1984
180 Pending
181 June 11, 1984
182 July 11, 1984
183 July 31, 1984
184  July 27, 1984
185 -

: Christ of Latter .
Day Saints

condensors, & = .

_windOW'alteratibns.'

District Address Subject "Procedure Disposition
ocC 22 Farwell Place Window alteration 10 days C of A
Landmark 1564 Mass. Avenue Alterations & new Hearing C of A
construction
ocC 11 Hawthorne Street Construction of Hearing C of A
garage
ocC Cambridge Common Temporary removal Hearing
of cannon
oc 7 Waterhouse Street Addition, move 10 day C of A
carriage house
ocC Sheraton Commander Facade Cof A
Hotel restoration
ocC 10 Follen Street Chimney 10 day
alteration
Landmark 1626 Mass, Avenue ‘Remove porch, Hearing C of A
fire escape,
alter carriage
house
oc John Harvard Statue Pavement 10 day - C of A
ocC 50 Follen Street Penthouse Hearing ‘Cof A
. ‘construction’ : S S
. oc - Friends Meeting - Storm windows {1:Hearing ' C of.A
. ocC Church of Jesus Firé'éscape, ACii;Hearing’ KDenied



DISPOSITION OF HISTORIC DISTRICT CASES, 1963-

Case
Number

Date of
Certificate

186

187
188
189
190
191
192

Oct. 1, 1984

Oct. 1. 1984
Oct. 1, 1984

Pending

Oct. 1, 1984

Oct. 1, 1984

District Address Subject Procedure Disposition
oC 158 Brattle Street Carriagg house 10 day C of A
conversion

ocC 112 Brattle Street Roof Withdrawn
ocC 49 Hawthorne Street Color, fence 10 day C of A

ocC 170 Brattle Street Fence, walk 10 day C of A

ocC Commandér Hotel Parking attend-

16 Garden Street ant's booth
ocC 148 Brattle Street Driveway, color 10 day Cof A
ocC Church of Jesus Gas meter 10 day C of'A

Christ of Latter
Day Saints

‘Cambridge’HiStorical Commission
October 1, 1984 R



Appendix E: Building Descriptions

Arsenal Square

1. Franklin Perrin House, 1 Arsenal Square (c. 1868).
This is a rather typical two story Second Empire style
house that is significant as a visual focus for Arsenal
Square. Franklin Perrin was Treasurer of the Cambridge
Horse Railroad.

Berkeley Place

1. 1 Berkeley Place (1892). The architect C. H. McClare

designed this Queen Anne house with Colonlal Revival
details for Mrs. S. H. Hinkley. Two-stories tall, a
gable which exhibits a Palladian window 1ntersects its
gambrel roof. .

2. 2 Berkeley Place (1892). This 2% story shingle Queen
Anne structure with a gambrel roof was designed by archi-
tect George H. Nichols for Mrs. C. C. Willard. The -
sunporch entrance to the house appears to be a 1910
remodelling. _ :

3. Kuno Francke House, 3 Berkeley Place-(iBQZ). The'

architectural firm of Walker & Kimball designed this
enormous Queen Anne style house for Kuno Francke, ’
professor of German Literature at Harvard Unlver51ty.

4. 4 Berkeley Place (1911). Architect F C. Brown
designed this wood and brick dwelling for Ellzabeth
Jameson. It was built by B. N. Merrill.

5. 5 Berkeley Place (1900). Architect S. M. Stanton i
designed this Tudor-Queen Anne house for W. R.: Spaldlng.
An otherwise simple shingle house, its distinguishing
characteristics are a twin half timbered gable and ‘the -
entrance porch' s pointed shlngle arch.
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6 Berkeley Place (1914). The architectural firm of
Kilham &  Hopkins designed this Queen Anne house for

. George C. Whipple. It is a single family equivalent
-of the usual 1920 two-family house.

- 7 Berkeley Place (1913). Similar to 202 Brattle Street,

this stucco house was designed by architect Allen W.

.»Jackson for George W. Pierce. 'Of particular interest

is the property's siting which accents its fine yard
‘and garden.

8 Berkeley Place.(1931) Situated in an attractive
setting, this Georgian Revival House was designed by

A;archltect H. A Perkins for Mrs. ‘Margaret T. Sanders.

A.lO Berkeley Place (1940). Thls dlsarmlngly simple and

charming Georgian Revival house exhibits no striking

architectural features. The simple shed roof garage

contrasts nlcely with the shape of the main house and
creates some privacy in the entry way.

Edward B. Hill House, 11 Berkeley Place (1942). This

"house was designed by architects George E. B. Hill and

I. M. Pei when both were students at M.I.T. School

- +of Architecture.  The clients were the former's parents,

Professor and: Mrs. Edward B. -Hill. 1Its international-

style -appearance is derived from the works of the Finnish

archltect Alvaar Alto.

Berkeley Street

l‘o

Pryor-Brown House, 1 Berkeley. Street (1852, c. 1900,
c. 1915). This greatly remodelled Bracketed Italianate

- -house was built by Dr. Pryor, a Baptist pastor. Sub-
"sequent occupants included Albert Brown, secretary to

 Governor Andrew during the ClVll War.

Pryor-Howells House, 3 Berkeley Street (1857). Dr.

”rPryor also built this smaller more modest house and he

and his wife lived there for some years. In 1872

"'William Dean Howells and his wife rented the house and

liked it so much that they built one on the same plan
on Concord Avenue.

Richard'Henry Dana House, 4 Berkeley Street (1852). A

 large and elaborate Bracketed Italianate structure which

was the home of Richard Henry Dana, author of Two Years

;Before the Mast.




5 o . . 4. Wyeth-Allen House, 5 Berkeley Street (1854). The

. . architect Calvin Ryder designed this fine example of
& e ey a suburban Italianate house. The house was built by
T .. Jonas Wyeth III for the Misses Lyman who had a school
[ . . .for young ladies in it. By 1857 Wyeth and his family
, v S . were livihg there. It is a classic example of a mid-
.U R - nineteenth century, T-plan Italianate residence.

- 5. 6 Berkeley Street (1853). This excellent example of a
.. . _suburban house of the 1850's was built by Moses and

LT ST -Jedediah Ricker for Miss Catherine Donnison. Its low-
e i ' pitched gables and heavy modillion brackets are
characteristic of the Bracketed Italianate style.

- t.-0 . .6. Henry Ware House, 8 Berkeley Street (1860). Builder
: ~ .. Oliver Hastings constructed this Mansard house for
S ) - Henry Ware. Ware was .Secretary to Governors Andrew
' E ‘and Bullock, and Secretary to the Senate in Washington.
; - . He helped found thé first permanent symphony orchestra
= -~ 7 . ..  .in Boston, the forerunner of the present Boston
' L B “Symphony Orchestra.

7. John Allyn House, 11 Berkeley Street (1886). This

' ‘unusually well-preserved Queen Anne/Shlngle Style house
- was designed by architect William Ralph Emerson for

N T .~ "John Allyn, who established the publlshlng firm of

,L - . G‘Allyn & Bacon.

- 8. 12 Berkeley Street (1882) . This Queen Anne/Shingle
v - . .Style house, although stuccoed over, retains much of
- © .. its original trim: A fine triple window indicates the
" * - stair landing; the half-timbered front porch dates
c. 1920.

9. 13.Befkeley Street (1898). The architectural firm of
.~ . Dwight & Chandler designed this late Queen Anne/Shingle
-Style house. ‘

_l‘ .IhieFl 10;,'Lyman Williston House, 15 Berkeley Street (1863). This
H‘ . much-altered house is 0ld Cambridge's only textbook

example of an "Italian Villa." Erected for Lyman
Williston, the asymmetrical plan and towered silhouette
3' -+ . are typical .of the villa form. A one-story wing

S S housed the Berkeley Street School which Mr. Williston

@ J‘ - = directed. It was later detacheéd and remodelled into

a separate dwelling at Number 17.

VI ,h‘ . 11. 17 Berkeley Street (1863). This structure was originally
-+ .~ an ell of the house next door at Number 15. It was

A= B . detached in 1900 with alterations made at that time by

: B Dwight & Chandler, and again in 1912 by the firm of

Kllham & Hopkins.
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“pavilion. It was built for Charles Vaughan, whose
'"gon arranged for a wooden boardwalk on Berkeley Street,

at that time unpaved and muddy.

.15,

 195Berkeléy Street (1855). Notable features of this
‘Bracketed Italianate house include its pgd;mented gable,
arched windows, quoins and front porch with arched and

J' corbeiled architrave. It was built for Charles Folsom,

13,

a brother-in-law of Professor Worcester who laid out

 'part of Berkeley Street.

‘William Newell House, 20 Berkeley Street (1857). This

. early Mansard house was built for Dr. William Newell,
 pastor of the Unitarian Church in Harvard Square.

Noteworthy features of the house are the elaborate
paired brackets, corner quoins and low concave
:‘Mansard roof.

21 Berkeley Street (1855); This  Bracketed Italianate
.Yesidence is distinguished by its gabled central

John Fiske Hoﬁse, 22 Berkeley Street (1878). This

- Mansard house was designed by Griffith Thomas. It was

the home of historian John Fiske (1842-1901), an active

promoter:of Darwin's theory of evolution and librarian of

.~ Harvard College from 1872-1879.

16.

23 Berkeley Street (1854) . Constructed about the same

time as No. 19 Berkeley.Street, this Greek Revival house
was built for Emily Everett and is important to both

... ‘Berkeley and Craigie Streets. Stylistically, it shows

17.

‘tendencies towards the Italianate in proportion, but not

in terms of decorative details.

24 Berkeley Street (1936). Architect Harry M. Ramsay

- designed this Georgian Revival house situated at the

corner of Berkeley and Craigie Streets which makes
maximum use of a small lot without crowding. The house
is distinguished by bricks of various colors ranging

3Vﬁrom dark red to orange and a slate roof.

Concord ‘Avenue

l'

'3 Concord Avenue (1915). The architectural firm Newhall

- & Blevins designed this apartment building known as
" "Concord Hall," part of which is already located in the
- 0ld Cambridge Historic District. A pleasant circular

entry with limestone columns and granite steps distin-
guish the structure.

7 Concord Avenue (1855). This small Queen Anne house

- together with its neighbors to the left and the rear

serve as a "frontier" against the apartments. The
entrance exhibits good stylistic turned posts and

 the garage addition, although probably necessary,

crowds things considerably.
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9 Concord Avenue (1855) This house is a fine example

. Oof the bracketed Italianate style and was built for
' George S. Saunders, a hardware merchant. It provides

a necessary contrast to the apartment houses across

"~the street.

1.

E.. Craigie Street

8 Craigie Street (1936). A companion to 24 Berkeley
Street, this Georgian Revival house was designed by

- architect Harry M. Ramsay for Newton Homes, Inc.

10 Craigie Street (1882). An early example of the Queen
‘Anne style, this structure stands two stories tall and

exhibits a square stair tower which tends towards the

»plcturesque.

14 Craigie Street (1870). This Mansard cottage is

characterized by a roofed porch marked by paired
small columns against its front and simple door and
window frames. An "open air room over the balcony"

or, sleeplng porch, designed by archltect Lois L. Howe,

was ‘added in 1912.

‘y l6.Craig1e Street .(1872). Of the Carpenter Mansard
‘variety, this structure dlsplays much applled decoration

including ashlar designs in the siding, quoins, brackets

- with four leaf clovers and other details. The rear

elevation includes an extensive porch-like elevated
Summer 11v1ng room which was added at a later date.

18 Cralgle Street (c. 1920). This small Colonlal
Revival house, sited in the rear of 22 Craigie Street,

z”dlsplays a formal 18th century somewhat Palladian
f'archltectural motif. This motif is evidenced by

its entrance and the paired windows above. Of good
design, the house displays simplicity and directness.

20 Craigie Street (1869). Built by James Jennison,

Jr., this moderately elaborate Mansard stands on a

-~high granite base and exhibits a center pavilion

distinguished by a porch with arched architraves and
balustrade capped by a large dormer.

George D. Birkhoff House, 22 Craigie Street (1871).
Sited on a high foundation, of frame construction and
three stories high, this Mansard house was the residence
of the famed mathematician and Harvard professor, George

‘D. Birkhoff, who lived here from 1920-1928. This house

is a National Historic Landmark.
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L ~Alden - & Harlow. All three partners had formerly worked

 F. Follen Street

Edwin Abbot House, 1 Follen Street (1889) Longfellow,

- for H.H. Richardson, a fact well represented in this Roma-
‘nesque Revival building. The principal designer seems to

have been Longfellow, nephew of the poet, who studied
architecture at M.I.T. and the Ecole des Beaux-Arts in

“Paris.

Built of grayish and rust-colored granite with sandstone
trim, 1 Follen Street is a 2% story L-shaped house, with

- an extensive rear service wing forming the long side of
- the L. The principal facade on Follen Street has an arch-
~-ed entrance, flanked on the left by a semi-circular bay

on the first and second floors capped by a conical roof.
There is also a semi-circular staircase tower in the angle

- of the L. The roof is hipped with many dormers. 1In 1968,
~a new concert hall-library addition was designed by the
- firm of Huygens .& Tappe in a modern but contemporary

style.

5 Follen Street (1853). This Bracketed Italianate style,
.T-shaped house derives its significance from its builders,

Moses and Jerediah Ricker, carpenters who erected four

. Greek Revival double houses on Cambridge Street for Royal
~ Richardson.

f»6,Folien~Street (1868); This Mansard house was built by

Orrin Hall and while it shows signs of the coming Queen

* Anne informality through its-irregular plan, the house

retains a fairly plain, but academic decorative vocabulary
which includes simple cornice brackets and window moldings.
A 1% story Mansard stable in the rear compliments the

. structure.

Second Waterhouse House, 9 Follen Street (1844). This house

is architecturally significant as an outstanding example of
Greek Revival domestic architecture. Built by Charles

i‘Saunders;”9»Follen Street has a large center entrance and
‘boldly scaled Greek Revival detail. The interior woodwork
'is simple but well proportioned and skillfully executed.

There are several marble fireplaces in the house, including

.-one in the parlor. The rear kitchen wing, or at least part

of it, may be later than the rest of the house.

10 Follen Street (1875). Designed by Peabody & Stearns. A

2-story, symmetrical, almost square house, with original

‘" clapboard siding and slate roof, its steeply pitched roof

with deck recalls the Mansard style, while the entrance porch,
center gable and dormers have an elaborate stick-style



treatment. - It is a fine example of a transitional

- Mansard/stick-style house, rare in 0l1d Cambridge.

- 13 Follen Street (1900). A Colonial Revival house designed
by Guy Lowell, apparently his first work. Lowell(1870-1927)

R - was born in Boston, studied architecture at M.I.T. and the

Ecole des Beaux Arts, and opened a Boston office in 1900.
Important local commissions include the Boston Museum of
Fine: Arts (1907-1915) and twenty-flve bulldlngs at Phillips
Academy, Andover, beginning in 1904.

Theodore Richards House, 15 Follen Street (1900). Designed
by the firm of Warren, Smith & Biscoe. H. Langford Warren

was born in England in 1857. He came to this country in

11876, studied architecture at M.I.T. and spent five years
in the office of H.H. Richardson. From 1893 until his

death in 1917, he was head of the School of Design at Harvard.
Basically Georglan Revival in style, the house was built for

. Theodore W. Richards, an internationally known chemist on

.the -Harvard faculty  from 1889-1928.

19 Follen Street 11844)V This unusually plain Greek Revival
house was built by the Wardens of the Episcopal Society in

" Cambridge. Of a side hall plan, the structure includes a

. large side wing that appears to be orlglnal while its side
'_Jell to the rear is a 1920 addition.

'20 Follen»Street (1949) . Arthur H. Brooks, Jr. designed this

ranch style house for Henry G. Hallday. 1% stories tall, its

”e7scale is notlceably different from other buildings on the

10.

street.

21 Follen Street (1841). This simple Greek Revival house was
built by Alfred Wood and incorporates a circa 1870 Stick

'style entry. Subsequent owners include the archltect Abel C.M.

11.

fMartln of Boston.

22 Follen Street (1951). This contemporary style house was
--designed by Carleton Richmond and harmonizes well with its

““env1ronment due to its good design and plantings.

12,

25 Follen Street (1889). The architectural firm Longfellow,

- Alden & Harlow designed this fine and simple early Colonial

Revival house. The structure replaced an 1840 house which

was moved to Bellevue Avenue extension in 1889.

13,

‘Mrs. Horace Mann House, 29 Follen Street (1839). A fine ex-

ample of a vernacular Greek Revival house, five bays wide
with a one-story columned porch running the ftll width of the
house. A more usual siting on a small lot was gable end to
the street with porch to the side. The house retains its



?'_G."St.

originai clapboard siding (flushboards on the first-story
front). On either side of the entrance is a curved bay

‘”“_Ewith‘floor-length window. The window over the entrance

14

15

~ has several panes.of dark blue glass, said to have baen
installed by Mrs. Horace Mann. There is a later addition
to the right rear of the house.

. 36 Follen Street (1847). Originally a simple atypical
'Greek Revival house of an L-shape plan, this structure has
-undergone alteratlons and additions. Although tightly
spaced, the structure fits the environment and maintains
a fine external appearance.

.. 44 Follen Street (1862). This house was erected at 13

- Waterhouse Street on. the 51te of the former Red Lion Inn.
"It was moved in 1923 to make way for the Christian Science
Church. An elegant and rather ornate Mansard house with

4’~prominént'window bays, heavy paired roof brackets, and a

- sidé door on Follen Street (originally the Mass. Ave. .

‘entrance) ,- it is said to be similar to the Brattle Inn,

~.which no longer stands. The siding and details are in-
tact, except for the main door and paired windows above
it whlchwere detrimently" altered in 1942.

John s Road

“‘Vl",:

2 4 St John s Road (1961) Designed as faculty housing
- for the Episcopal Divinity School, this double Bungalow
- Style house, situated parallel to the road and Winthrop
-~ Hall, helps create a transition between the academic
Acampus‘and the residential area.

6 St. John's Road (1961) A single version of No. 2-4
St. John's Road, this faculty residence is set back from

- the road whlch creates a prlvate front yard.

- 8. St. John's Road (1954) . Architect Hugh Stubbins
designed this contemporary house for the Divinity
~School. Since it is located at the end of the road,
the house forms a focal point as one approaches the
v]res1dent1al area. 'The well-designed structure in-
- tegrates wood and glass in an effective way.

9 St. John's. Road (1845). . Housewright William Saunders

- built - this- vernacular Greek Revival house which formerly

- stood at 5 Hilliard Street. Stylistic details include

'  corner ‘pilasters, pedimented gable with flush siding,

' the Tuscan columned porch and the crosetted framed
entrance. It was moved to this site in 1959.



.10 St. John's Road (1954). A companion to No. 8
. St. John's Road, this residence is placed at right
. angles which creates a pleasing geometric variety.
The west elevation includes a large wing.

11 St. John's Road (1834). An earlier design of

housewright William Saunders., this structure forms an

‘instructive comparison with No. 9 in illustrating
.gradual--transition from Late Georgian to Greek
- Revival. It too was moved from 62 Brattle Street
in 1959. : ’

13 St. John's Road (1820). Housewright Joseph Holmes
built this late Georgian house which was moved from
14 Appian Way in 1963. Its window size and molding is
the same as that of No. 9 and No. 11 St. John's Road.

15 St. John's Road (1901). Architect C. K. Cummings
. “designed this house. 1Its simplified Medieval style is
- evidenced primarily in its massing, steep roof and
-overhang. The structure was moved from 12 Phillips

Place in 1959.



CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

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

OFFICE OF
THE CITY CLERK

August 6, 1986

Russell B. Higley, Esquire
City Solicitor

City Hall

- Cambridge, MA

- Dear Sir:

Enclosed you will find a proposed amendment to the Zoning Ordinances
which was passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on
August 4, 1986 on the petition of Charles R. Laverty, Jr., et al to amend
the North Massachusetts Avenue area.

Enclosed also you will find copies of three General Ordinances amend-
ments which were passed to be ordained at the City Council meeting held
on August 4, 1986 as follows:

1. Amendment to Chapter Thirteen entitled
"Offenses" by adding a new section 13-15A
entitled "Certain handgun transactions
prohibited"”. : :

2. Amendment to Chapter Two entitled "Ad-
ministration" by adding a new subsection
at the end of Section 2-146 entitled

- "Historic Districts Established" to
extend the @14 Cambridge Historic
District.

3. Amendment :to Chapter Thirteen entitled
"Offenses" by the addition of a new
sub-sub-section V.A. (11) entitled
"Electronic bug-killing devices".

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

Your kind attention in this matter will be greatly appreciated.



Very truly yours,
Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk

JEC/d1

Encs. (4) First Publication Number 2322,
Ordinances numbered 1036, 1037 and 1038.

~ c.c. Councillor Walsh, Chairman, Committee on Ordinances
» Mr. Cellucci, Inspectional Services Commissioner.
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FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2322.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred gighty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

Be it ;rdainod by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

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

1. Amend the text to create two new cammercial zoning districts:
BA-2 (1.0/1.75 FAR for business/housing with a 45° height 1imit)
and BC-1 (2.0/3.0 FAR for business/housing with a 50° height
limit); . ’

2, 2Amend the text to create a new residential zoning district:
Residence C2-B (1.75 FAR for housing with a 45' height limit) :

3. Amend the text of the Business C zoning district (2.0/3.0 FAR) .
for commercial/residential including other changes to dimen-
sional regulations under Article 5.000) ;

4. Amend the text to create a new Massachusetts Avenue Overlay
District.

S. Amend the Zoning Map by rezoning various districts abutting
Massachusetts Avenue from the Cambridge Common to Richard Avenue.

AREA EXTISTING ZONING PROPOSED ZONING
DESIGNATION DESIGNATION
1l Business A Residence C-2aA
2 Business A Residence C-2
3 Business A Business aA-2
4 Residence B Business A-2
5 Residence C-2 Residence C-1
6 Residence C-2 Residence C-2B
7 Business C Business A~-2
8 Business C Residence B
9 Residence C-2 Business A-2
10 3usiness 2 Business A-2
11 Business B Business C-1
12 Business B Residence B
13 Business A Business C-1
14 Business A Business A-2
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Passed to a second reading at the City Council meeting held on August 4,
1986 and on or after August 18, 1986 the question cames on passing
to be ordained. {

'~ ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connart:on
Acting 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 provision that said Zoning
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 publica-
tion.

ATTEST:~ Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.



A ORDINANCE NO. 1036.
. Final publication No., 2319. First publication in the Chronicle on July 1, 1986.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Ngne Hundred

AN ORDINANCE

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

Chapter thirteen entitled "Offenses" is hereby amended by adding after
Section 13-15 a new section 13-15A entitled "Certain handgun transactions

prohibited,” which reads as follows:

Section 13415A. Certain handguns transactions frohibited.

-~ (a) Findings. The City Council finds and declares that:

C ~_" (1) Handguns play a major role in thé commission of homocide,
: agg;.yated acsanlt. armed robbery, and accidental injury and death.

. (2) Handguns should therefore not be readily available vithin the
city of Cambridge. R

el (3) In.order to promote and protect the public health. safety, and
. "welfare, to preserve peace and good order, and to maintain the internal
police of the city, it 1is necessary to regulate certain handgun

‘transactions.

~ (b) Definition. As used in this section, "Handgun" means any firearm,
- as defined in section one hundred twenty-one of chapter one hundred forty of
the General Laws, of which the length of barrel is less than ten inches.

.{e) Prohibition. Any person who sells, rents or leases a handgun shall
- be punished by a fine of not more than three hundred dollars. Each such
sale, rental or lease shall constitute a separate offense. ’

(d) Excegtioné. This section shall not epply to:

. (1) anf person who holds a license to'sell. rent or lease firearms
from the Cambridge Chief of Police under section one hundred twenty-one of
chapter one hundred forty of the Ceneral Laws, 1if the license was first

issucd on or before Hay 15, 1986; nor




- (2)  any person to whom any license mentioned in paragraph (1)
is transfered; nor

.~ (3) any person or circumstance mentioned in section one hundred
twenty-eight A of said chapter one hundred forty.

Passedfobeorda:l.nedasamendedbyayeaandnayvote:
Yeas 6; Nays 1; Absent 2.

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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) Final publication No. 2320. First publication in the Chronicle on July 24, 1986.
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City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Ejghty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration® is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
Districts Established":

a. That O1d Cambridge Historic District, established by vote

- of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend-
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and

- portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map
entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance., As so extended,
the 01d Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

In City Council August 4, 1986.

Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay vote:~ Yeas 8; Nays O;
Absent 1.

. Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:~- Joseph E. Connarton
- : Acting City Clerk.
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ORDINANCE NO. 1038.

s '._Final licatién No. 2321. First publication in the Chronicle on July 4, 1986.

j City of Cambridge

A
Dir)
LAR
ProsNe

’

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

Chapter Thirteen, "Offenses", Article 1V, "Offenses Against Public
Peace", section 13-10, "Regulations for the Control of Noise", subsection
V., "Prohibition of Non-measured Noise Polluting Acts,” is hereby amended by
adding thereto the following new sub-sub-section V.A. (11), as follows:

11) Electronic bug-killing devices.

‘The use of an electronic bug-killing device between the hours
of 11:00 p.m. and 8:00 a.m. if a written objection to such use
by an abutter has been received by the City Clerk within one

Year. .

In City Council August 4, 1986.

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

Robert W. Healy, City‘Ma.nager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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: ORDINANCE NO. 1037.
- Final publication No. 2320. First publication in the Chronicle on July 24, 1986.

‘ City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
-Districts Established":

a. That Old Cambridge Historic District, established by vote

of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend-
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map
entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the 01d Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

In City Council August 4, 1986.

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

 Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:~ Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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ORDINANCE NO. 1037.
Final publication No. 2320. First publication in the Chronicle on July 24, 1986.

5 City of Cambridge

gy rreme———— o

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-six

[RF N P RS

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
-Districts Established":

a. That 0Ol1d Cambridge Historic District, established by vote
- of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend-

ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act, :
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map :
entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986" §
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the 01d Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

T T TS TR VIR

T

In City Council August 4, 1986.
" Passed to be ordained by a yea and nay vote:- Yeas 8; Nays 0;
Absent 1.

YR R SRV AT T

- Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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| ORDINANCE NO. 1037.
. > 7Final publication No. 2320. First publication in the Chronicle on July 24, 1986.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

. B; it‘ordained by the City Council of the City of Cambridge as follows:

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration” is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
Districts Established"s

a. That Old Cambridge Historic District, established by vote
- of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend-

ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map
~entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the Old Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

In City Council August 4 , 1986.

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

'Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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- ORDINANCE NO. 1037.
Final publication No. 2320. First publication in the Chronicle on July 24, 1986.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred gighty-six

: AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
-Districts Established":

a. That Old Cambridge Historic District, established by vote
of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend-
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map
entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the Old Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

In City Council August 4, 1986.

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

Robert W. Healy, City Manager.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.



2 . ' ’ ) K : ,\l' > ,
NS S e
A, : S L E
NG , v & NG P
v "’v
; /
y

' OLD CAMBRIDGE HISTORIC DISTRICT

OLD CAMBRIDGE HISTORIC DISTRICT EXTENSION

1986

w———— Existing Historic
R - District boundaries

= mu'mmn Proposed extension to k B



- Cambridge Historical Commission |
QityHalI“Anﬁex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 02139. 617/498-9040

e ‘ "'R'ob.‘ért G. Neiléy, Chairman; William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director.
- Dvs{lght H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members.
Allison M. Crump, SuzanneR. Green, John Lyons, Alternates.

";_.‘Prpgbsgd'Améndment to the City Code

 Chapter Two entitled "Administration" of the Code of the
City of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-
ing ‘subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled
"Historic Districts Established":

‘ ~a. The 0ld Cambridge Historic District, established by
-vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
. tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,

"M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-

1 Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,

- cated on Arsena
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and por-

“tions of said streets bounded as shown on the map entitled
"0ld Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986" attached to
"and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended, the 01l1d

. ‘Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect and such
extended district shall be subject to the provisions of
M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146."
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FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2318.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-Six

AN ORDINANCE

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

Cambridge".

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
Districts Established":

a.

That Old Cambridge Historic District, established by vote

of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend- -
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,

M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map

entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the 014 Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect

and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

Passed to a second reading as amended at the City Council meeting held on
June 30, 1986 and on or after August 4, 1986 the question comes on passing
to be ordained.

ATTEST:~ Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2318.

City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled "Historic
Districts Established":

a. That O1d Cambridge Historic District, established by vote
of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend- -
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and
portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map
entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the 0Old Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect
and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

Passed to a second reading as amended at the City Council meeting held on
June 30, 1986 and on or after August 4, 1986 the question comes on passing

to be ordained.

ATTEST:- Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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FIRST PUBLICATION NO. 2318.

- City of Cambridge

In the Year One Thousand, Nine Hundred Eighty-six

AN ORDINANCE

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

Cambridge" .

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

That Chapter Two entitled "Administration" is hereby amended by inserting
the following subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled “"Historic

Districts Established":

a.

That Old Cambridge Historic District, established by vote

of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby extend- -
ed pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-

- cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,

Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and

~portions of said streets bounded as shown on the map

entitled "Old Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986"
attached to and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended,
the Old Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect

and such extended district shall be subject to the provisions
of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146.

Passed to a second reading as amended at the City Council meeting held on
June 30, 1986 and on or after August 4, 1986 the question comes on passing
to be ordained.

ATTEST:~ Joseph E. Connarton
Acting City Clerk.
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Arend e Versron

~ Cambridge Historical Commisgion:, ;.
‘ :Citvy Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massac%i;s‘%t;t’(sz%ﬁgé‘ 61?/499\—9_0?0 M

| QDGEHIS;, ] ] 1936 JU W2

- 5 * Robert G. Neiley, Chairman; William B. King, Vice Chairman; J:ha%e’s MFg{xll?v'aQéxemtive Director.

<@l-=mz = Dwight H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. ClappyJ.; é}ﬁafbes W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members.
€ i

GE MA.

_"Mmss\oé ~ Allison M. Crump, Suzanne R. Green, John Lyons, Alterr&ﬁt%s.r

" Proposed Amendment to the City Code

Chapter Two entitled "Administration" of the Code of the
City of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-
ing subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled
"Historic Districts Established":

'~ a. The 0ld Ccambridge Historic District, established by
vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,

' M.G.E. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
_‘Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, and Follen Street, and por-
~ tions of said streets bounded as shown on the map entitled
. w0ld Cambridge Historic District Extension 1986" attached to
and made a part of this ordinance. As so extended, the 01d
' Cambridge Historic District remains in full effect and such
‘extended district shall be subject to the provisions of
M.G.L. Chapter 40C and Section 2-146."

~ As amended June 23, 1986
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ib).  Cambridge Historical Commission

Inmss\Q
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[

* <Qity Hall Annex, 57 Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts. 02139. 617/498-9040

Robert G. Neiley, Chairman; William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director.

2~ Dwight H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members,
* - Allison M. Crump, Suza_nm_: R. Green, John Lyons, Alternates. i '

January 15, 1986

To‘the Héﬁo:able, the.City Council:

The Cambridge Historical Commission respectfully submits its
final report on-the proposed extension to the 01ld Cambridge
Historic District, pursuant to Chapter 40C of the
Massachusetts General Laws and the Cambridge Historical
Commission ordinance.

The Commission has drafted this proposal with the
encouragement and cooperation of neighborhood residents, and
believes it is generally supported by the property owners

~who would be affected by it. Extension of the Historic

District is seen as a means of countering inappropriate
development in one of Cambridge's most historic yet
vulnerable neighborhoods. It is a tool that has proven its
effectiveness in the more than twenty years since the
establishment of the first historic district in Cambridge.

An amendment to the City Code that would establish the
extegsioniis_attached for your consideration.

Reberk 2. ek

Robert G. Neiley NeD
Chairman



SUMMARY

?ropOsed Berkeley Street and Follen Street Extensions

to the 01d cambridge Historic District

The Cambridge Historical Commission proposes the extension
of the existing 0l1d Cambridge Historic District to include
properties on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley
Street, Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street,
Hastings Avenue, and St. John's Road.

The Existing Historic District

The 0ld Cambridge Historic District was established in 1976
in a consolidation of four historic districts enacted in
1963. The district presently includes the 01ld Yard of Har-
vard College, Cambridge Common and its surroundings,
Longfellow Park, and both sides of Brattle Street and Elm-

" wood Avenue as far as Fresh Pond Parkway.

.Objectives

The objective of the extension is to protect the special en-
vironments of Arsenal Square, Berkeley Street and Follen
Street from inappropriate change and overdevelopment. Berke-
ley Street and Follen Street have exceptional architectural
qualities and historical associations, while Arsenal Square
still retains much of its 19th century residential quali-
ties. Because of the large yards and open spaces in these
neighborhoods, they are susceptible to overbuilding and in-

appropriate conversion of existing houses.

 Protection

"In an historic district established under Chapter 40C of the

General Laws all new construction, demolition, or alteration

~ of an existing structure in a manner visible from a public
' way requires approval from the Historical Commission. The

criterion followed by the Commission is that the proposed

'_change must be appropriate for its context. All applications

are judged individually on their merits, and only those that
are determined to be incongruous are denied.

Proposed Boundaries

The present historic district includes portions of all prop-
erties surrounding Cambridge Common or fronting on Mason and
Brattle Streets. Two separate extensions are proposed. One
includes all properties on both sides of Follen Street, the
houses at 7 and 9 Concord Avenue and 1 Arsenal Square, and

~ Arsenal Square Park. The second includes all properties on



"‘Bérkele?‘Place, Berkeley Street, Hastings Avenue, and the
- south side of Craigie Street west of Berkeley Street.

. Procedures and Authority ;

.- The Commission proposes that the same procedures and author-
ity now in effect in the existing district apply in the pro-
. posed extension. The provisions of state and local legisla-
tion and the record of the Commission in administering the
historic district are reviewed in this report.

 Establishing the District

" The steps for establishing an historic district are pre-
scribed by Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The Commission
must prepare a preliminary report; allow a sixty day period
for review and comment; hold a public hearing to which all
‘property owners are invited; and submit a final report and
the proposed ordinance to the City Council, where it re-
- quires a two-thirds majority to be enacted.

Community Consultation

The Commission has undertaken the proposed extension in re-
L sponse to petitions by residents of the affected areas. Nu-
T ~—merous neighborhood meetings were held, and all institu-
- tional and commercial property owners that might have been
affected were consulted. The Commission is confident that a
strong consensus exists for the extension of the district.

Proposed Amendment to the City Code

Chapter Two entitled "Administration" of the Code of the
Ccity of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-
ing subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled
"Historic Districts Established":

: a. The 0l1d Cambridge Historic District, established by
vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
- tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
y M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
~v<EL~—catedfoﬁ[E§senal,SquafEZ}Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
' ' Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-
——enue, and[St. John's Road;]and portions of said streets
bounded as shown on the mip entitled"0ld Cambridge Historic
District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this
ordinance. As so extended, the 0ld Cambridge Historic Dis-
~ trict remains in full effect and such extended district
- shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
Section 2-146."
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Speaking in favor of the petition were:- John Brode, 23 Berkeley Street;
. Arthur. Rosenthal, 8 Follen Street; Sheila Cook, 34 Follen Street; Suzanne
- ‘Russell, 1572 Massachusetts Avenue; Joseph Jenkel, 6 Follen Street and
‘aDebra Marv1n, 37 Highland Avenue.

vAt thls time, speaking in opposition was Douglas A. Muir, Esqire, representlng
»the Eplscopal Divinity School, who stated the School was generally in favor

of the petition but did not want to be included in what he considered is a
-process which was a needless exercise. He further stated that Mr. Charles
. Sullivan had previously informed the School that they would be exempt.

Also speaklng in opposition was Mr. Edward Millson, an architecutral consultant
*to- the D1v1n1ty School.

_Counclllor Wolf stated that she believed from a conceptual point of view the
- proposal 1nclud1ng the D1v1n1ty ‘School was fine, but it is really a question of
falrness -to the School in light of the fact that other areas have been excluded.

‘Counc1110r»A1fred Vellucci moved to delete the Episcopal Divinity School from
the petition.

- The motion prevailed on a voice vote.

Vcehncillpf Ffancis Duehay moved to delete One Arsenal Square from the
petition.

. The motion prevailed on a voice vote.

__eAt'this time, Councillor Francis Duehay moved that the petition as amended be
- referred to the full Council with a favorable recommendation.

The'mptiOn prevailed on a voice vote.
For the Committee,

Councillor William H. Walsh
Chairman.




City of Cambridge

In City Council............. June 30, 1986 ..

The Ordinance ~ Committee comprised of the entire membership

of the City Council, conducted a public hearing on Wednesday, June 18, 1986 in

the Sullivan Chamber, City Hall, beginning at 5:39 p.m. The purpose of this hear-
ing was to discuss a proposed amendment to the General Ordinances as submitted

by the Historical Commission, relative to the extension of the "Old Cambridge
Historic.District".

Councillor William Walsh, Chairman of the Ordinance Committee called the meeting
to order and requested to petitioner to outline the proposal.

At this time, Charles Sullivan, Executive Director of the Historical Commission,
outlined. the proposal to the Committee. He stated that the proposal was in
-accordance with C. 40 C M.G.L.A,, and that the Commission had held a series of
meetings and public hearings on the proposal dating back to 1984. He further
stated that the initiative for the extension came from property owners surrounding
‘the current Historical District.

Vice=Mayor Vellucci questioned why was such an extension necessary.

Mr. Charles Sullivan responded by stating an extension of the current District
would-be the only way to preserve the neighborhood in question from future large
scale development; specifically, the Berkley Street, Follen Street, Berkeley
Place, Cralgle Street, Concord Avenue, Arsenal Square, Hastings Avenue and
Salnt John s Road area.

Counc1110r Alice Wolf questloned the area of the petition which includes the
Eplscopal D1v1n1ty School on Saint John's Road and Hastings Avenue. She stated
that she, as did other members of the Council received a communication from a
~ law firm representing the Divinity School, which indicated they wanted to be
~‘excluded from the petition.

Mr. Charles Sullivan indicated he had several discussions with both the Divinity
School and their attorneys regarding this issue and the Historical Commission,
although it did not have any information which would lead them to believe the
school was.about to embark on a large scale development, did feel the Divinity
.School should remain within the petition.

Councillor Duehay stated that he believed Arsenal Square in its present condition
is a mess and needs some sort of restriction and as far as he knew the general

_ neighborhood, with the exception of the Episcopal Divinity School, was in agree-
ment.



4.

REPORT

Committee on Ordinances
Re: favorable recommendation on the amended

petition of the Historical Commission to

amend the General Ordinances in Chapter Two
entitled "Administration" by inserting a sub-
section (a) at the end of Section 2-146 exten-
ding the "Old Cambridge Historic District".

In City Council,
June 30, 1986
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June 18, 1986

- .Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director
_Cambridge Historical Commission
-~ City Hall Annex
"% 57 Inman Street
- Cambridge, MA 02139

- Cambridge City Council
~'Ordinance Committee

. Cambridge City Hall

. Cambridge, MA 02139

- 'Res . Proposed Extension of 01d Cambridge Historic
... District to include properties on Follen
- Street, Arsenal Square, Concord Avenue, Berkeley
- .. Street, Berkeley Place, Craigie Street, St. John's
" -Road and Hastings Avenue

" Gentlemen:

- We are writing on behalf of Episcopal Divinity School which

' .owns properties on St. John's Road and Hastings Avenue that are

"~ proposed to be included in the historic district extension. The

~ -School is concerned about the inclusion of these properties and

. feels that it would be inappropriate to do so in view of the fact

- "that they are not visible from a public way and that Historical
" Commission jurisdiction should therefore not extend to them.

The School was advised at the original neighborhood meetings
- that these. properties would not be included, and the maps were
© ¢ drawn  accordingly. At subsequent meetings between
. representatives of the School and Mr. Sullivan, a concern was
. raised about development of the properties in this area above the
A;}xcurrentle*appliCable zoning height 1limitations. Mr. Sullivan
~.indicated that any such concern could be appropriately addressed
by a historical air rights restriction which would apply to any
“development above the currently applicable zoning height
imitation.

  ;ff” ;ThefS¢h6ol-is therefore perplexed that the current proposal
'»_;before.the_Ordinance Committee simply includes these properties




';;w1tﬁf

-'Mr. Charles M. Sullivan

~ (Cambridge Historical Commission)
Cambridge City Council

June 18, 1986 - -

Page Two . . .

wi ;hQ;fmentiOhv whatsoever of the ‘air rights restriction
‘concept.. At the October 3, 1985 hearing before the Historical

'f5@Commi§sionrﬁ{hQQSchool's representative asked why the proposal
 had been changed to include these properties and why the
" historical air rights restriction had not been pursued. No

", 'satisfactory answer was forthcoming.

g TheyédhOoi'iS”generally in favor of the expansion of this
~historical district to include the properties located on the
‘public streets. - In particular the School feels that it would be

'Eﬁfmost appropriate to include its deanery located at 4 Berkeley
- Street —-- perhaps the most historically significant building in

. the area.JQOngthe'other hand, the Episcopal Divinity School feels
‘that it would be most inappropriate to include the St. John's

. Road and Hastings Avenue buildings in the proposed district
. _extension, as these buildings are located on private ways, are
-~ not visible from public ways, and are therefore outside of the
- Commission's jurisdiction. ~We sSee no reason why the school

-~ should have to go to the Commission to obtain a Certificate of

f“mInapplicability,for properties which are by definition outside of
‘its purview.

. If the Commission is legitimately concerned with potential

development of the St. John's Road and Hastings Avenue properties
to -an excessive height, we feel that such concerns can and should
‘be' addressed by Mr. Sullivan's earlier suggestion of an

. historical air rights restriction above the currently applicable

" zoning height limitation. We would be most in favor of such a
" proposal. .

Since




£ ~ Robert G. Neiley, Chairman; William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director.
g 2~ * Dwight H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members.
oM. Allison M. Crump, Suzanne R. Green, John Lyons, Alternates.

January 15, 1986

'.To'the Honorable, the City Council:

. The Cambridge Historical Commission respectfully submits its

~ final report on the proposed extension to the 0l1ld Cambridge
Historic District, pursuant to Chapter 40C of the
Massachusetts General Laws and the Cambridge Historical
Commission ordinance.

The Commission has drafted this proposal with the
. encouragement and cooperation of neighborhood residents, and
 pelieves it is generally supported by the property owners
who would be affected by it. Extension of the Historic
"District is seen as a means of countering inappropriate
- development in one of Cambridge's most historic yet
vulnerable neighborhoods. It is a tool that has proven its
effectiveness in the more than twenty years since the
establishment of the first historic district in Cambridge.

An amendment to the City Code that would establish the
~extension is attached for your consideration.

Reterk 3. W4

Robert G. Neiley NED
Chairman



SUMMARY

*ﬂ&lJP:opoSed'Berkeley Street and Follen Street Extensions

to the 01d cambridge Historic District

The Cambridge Historical Commission proposes the extension
of the existing 0ld Cambridge Historic District to include
properties on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley

'Street, Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street,
Hastings Avenue, and St. John's Road.

‘The'Existing Historic District

The 0l1d Cambridge Historic District was established in 1976
in a consolidation of four historic districts enacted in
'1963. The district presently includes the 0ld Yard of Har-
vard College, Cambridge Common and its surroundings,
Longfellow Park, and both sides of Brattle Street and Elm-
wood Avenue as far as Fresh Pond Parkway.

Objectives

The objective of the extension is to protect the special en-
vironments of Arsenal Square, Berkeley Street and Follen
Street from inappropriate change and overdevelopment. Berke-
ley Street and Follen Street have exceptional architectural
qualities and historical associations, while Arsenal Square
Still retains much of its 19th century residential quali-
ties. Because of the large yards and open spaces in these
neighborhoods, they are susceptible to overbuilding and in-
. appropriate conversion of existing houses.

Protection

. In an historic district established under Chapter 40C of the
- -General Laws all new construction, demolition, or alteration
- of an existing structure in a manner visible from a public
'way requires approval from the Historical Commission. The
_criterion followed by the Commission is that the proposed
change must be appropriate for its context. All applications:
~ ‘are judged individually on their merits, and only those that
- are determined to be incongruous are denied.

Proposed Boundaries

The present historic district includes portions of all prop-
erties surrounding Cambridge Common or fronting on Mason and
 Brattle Streets. Two separate extensions are proposed. One
includes all properties on both sides of Follen Street, the
" houses at 7 and 9 Concord Avenue and 1 Arsenal sSquare, and
" Arsenal Square Park. The second includes all properties on



- Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street, Hastings Avenue, and the
south side of Craigie Street west of Berkeley Street.

-Prbéedures»énd-Authority

The Commission proposes that the same procedures and author-
ity now in effect in the existing district apply in the pro-
posed extension. The provisions of state and local legisla-~-
tion and the record of the Commission in administering the
historic district are reviewed in this report.

_ Establishing the District

The steps for establishing an historic district are pre-
scribed by Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The Commission
must prepare a preliminary report; allow a sixty day period
for review and comment; hold a public hearing to which all
- property owners are invited; and submit a final report and
the proposed ordinance to the City Council, where it re-
quires a two-thirds majority to be enacted.

. Community Consultation

,ThegCOmmission has undertaken the proposed extension in re-
sponse to petitions by residents of the affected areas. Nu-

- merous neighborhood meetings were held, and all institu-

tional and commercial property owners that might have been
affected were consulted. The Commission is confident that a
_'strong consensus exists for the extension of the district.

vﬁProsted Amendment to the City Code

" 'Chapter Two entitled "Administration" of the Code of the
city of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-

ing subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled

' "Historic Districts Established":

_ a. The 0l1d Cambridge Historic District, established by
vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
'M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-

“enue, and St. John's Road, and portions of said streets

bounded as shown on the map entitled"0ld Cambridge Historic
District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this
. ordinance. As so extended, the 0ld Cambridge Historic Dis-
_trict remains in full effect and such extended district
'shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
Section 2-146."
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~ Cambridge Historical Commission
: City, Hall Anhe)@, 57 Inmah' Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 02139. 617/498-9040

;- RobertG 1Néi1§};,'deiﬁnan;'William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director.

**Dwight H. Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members.
*Allison M. Crump, Suzarine R. Green, John Lyons, Alternates.

January 15, 1986

v'_Tb.the Honofﬁble( the City Council:

The Cambridge Historical commission respectfully submits its
final report on the proposed extension to the 0ld Cambridge
- Historic District, pursuant to Chapter 40C of the
. Massachusetts General Laws and the Cambridge Historical

‘Commission ordinance. :

' The Commission has drafted this proposal with the :

" encouragement and cooperation of neighborhood residents, and

;,abelievesgit~is_generally supported by the property owners
~whd*would»beraffectedvby it. Extension of the Historic

. District is .seen.as a means of countering inappropriate
" development ‘in one of Cambridge's most historic yet
"vulnerable neighborhoods. It is a tool that has proven its
effectiveness in the more than twenty years since the
establishment of the first historic district in Cambridge.

" An amendment to the City Code that would establish the
‘”g;iegtensiqn;iSQgttaChed for your consideration.

- Retek R My

Robert G. Neiley N-D
Chairman




SUMMARY

"bebosed~Bérkeley‘Street and Follen Street Extensions

‘%i‘_tgfthe 0ld Cambridge Historic District

‘The Cambridge Historical Commission proposes the extension
'of the existing 0ld Cambridge Historic District to include
. properties on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley
.'Street, Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street,
-~ Hastings Avenue, and St. John's Road.

. The Existing Historic District
© 'The 0ld Cambridge Historic District was established in 1976
- 1n . a consolidation of four historic districts enacted in
- 1963. The district presently includes the Old Yard of Har-
~ vard College, Cambridge Common and its surroundings,
. . Longfellow Park, and both sides of Brattle Street and Elm-
- wood ‘Avenue as. far as Fresh Pond Parkway.

| Objectives .

. The objective of the extension is. to protect the special en-
" . vironments of Arsenal Square, Berkeley Street and Follen

. ‘Street from inappropriate change and overdevelopment. Berke-

 ley Street and Follen Street have exceptional architectural

.. . qualities and historical associations, while Arsenal Square
© " 'still retains much of its 19th century residential quali-
- ties. Because of the large yards and open spaces in these

. ‘neighborhoods, they are susceptible to overbuilding and in-

‘.appropriate conversion of existing houses.

rotection

g;In‘an'historic_district'established under Chapter 40C of the
General Laws all new construction, demolition, or alteration
- of an existing structure in a manner visible from a public
' way requires approval from the Historical Commission. The
. ‘criterion followed by the Commission is that the proposed
- change must be appropriate for its. context. All applications
. - are judged individually on their merits, and only those that
_are determined to be incongruous are denied.

—

?PrdpbéédTBoﬁﬁdéries 

" The present historic district includes portions of all prop-
.~ -erties surrounding Cambridge Common or fronting on Mason and
.~ Brattle Streets. Two separate extensions are proposed. One
~~includes all properties on both sides of Follen Street, the
~houses at 7 and 9 Concord Avenue and 1 Arsenal Square, and
i Arsenal Square Park. The second includes all properties on




- Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street, Hastings Avenue, and the
.south side of Craigie Street west of Berkeley Street.

'f’Prcdedures and Authority

" The Commission proposes that the same procedures and author-
ity now in effect in the existing district apply in the pro-
posed extension. The provisions of state and local legisla-
 tion and the record of the Commission in administering the
 historic district are reviewed in this report.

. Establishing the District

The steps for establishing an historic district are pre-
scribed by Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The Commission
must prepare a preliminary report; allow a sixty day period
for review and comment; hold a public hearing to which all
property owners are invited; and submit a final report and
‘the proposed ordinance to the City Council, where it re-
quires a two-thirds majority to be enacted.

Community.Consultation

. The Commission has undertaken the proposed extension in re-
sponse to petitions by residents of the affected areas. Nu-
merous neighborhood meetings were held, and all institu-
‘tional and commercial property owners that might have been
affected were consulted. The Commission is confident that a
strong consensus exists for the extension of the district.

"Proposed'Amendment to the City Code

Chapter Two entitled "Administration" of the Code of the

. City of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-

_ing subsection at the end of Section 2-146 entitled
"Historic Districts Established":

: a. The 01d Cambridge Historic District, established by
vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-

f tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,
. M.G.L. Ch. 40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-
~cated on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,

Concord Avenue, Craigie.Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-
enue, and St. John's Road, and portions of said streets

- bounded as shown on the map entitled"Old Cambridge Historic

_District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this

" ordinance. As so extended, the Old Cambridge Historic Dis-

_ trict remains in full effect and such extended district

" shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and

Section 2-146."
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Cambridge Historical Commission
N R City Héll A‘nn'.ex; 57Inman Street, Cambridge, Massachusetts, 02139. 617/498-9040

h . .Rabeh G. Néilé‘&;ChiWw William B. King, Vice Chairman; Charles M. Sullivan, Executive Director.

.-'Dwight H: Andrews; Arthur H. Brooks, Jr.; James F. Clapp, Jr.; Charles W. Eliot, 2nd; Joseph G. Sakey; Commission Members.
‘Allison M. Crump, Suzanne R. Green, John Lyons, Alternates.

Jénuary 15, 1986

“”j iAT¢jtﬁeiH¢ﬁ¢r§ble{ the City Council:

‘The Cambridge Historical Commission respectfully submits its
-+ -final report on the proposed extension to the 0l1ld Cambridge
. 'Historic District, pursuant to Chapter 40C of the
.4~;Mas$achuSetts,General Laws and the Cambridge Historical
~ Commission ordinance.

;:jjThe;commiSsidnghaS'drafted this proposal with the
. encouragement -and cooperation of neighborhood residents, and
- ‘ibelieves it is generally supported by the property owners
" .who would be affected by it. Extension of the Historic
© District is seen-as a means of countering inappropriate
development in one of Cambridge's most historic yet
4;Vulnerablejneighborhoods. It is a tool that has proven its
" effectiveness in the more than twenty years since the
establishment of the first historic district in Cambridge.

: f”Ahféménaménf to the City Code that would establish the
extension is attached for your consideration.

 Retek RM

Robert G. Neiley (NP
Chairman




SUMMARY

' proposed Berkeley Street and Follen Street Extensions

o the 0ld Ccambridge Historic District

The Cambridqé Historical Commission proposes the extension
~ of the ‘existing Old Cambridge Historic District to include
- properties on Arsenal Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley

.. 'Street, Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street,

fiﬂaStingguAVeQUef*and St. John's Road.
The Existing Historic District

 The.dld‘Cémbridqe Historic District was established in 1976
- 1n a consolidation of four historic districts enacted in

. 1963. The district presently includes the 0ld Yard of Har-

“vard College, Cambridge Common and its surroundings,

: Longfellow>Park, and both sides of Brattle Street and Elm-
"~ wood Avenue as far as Fresh Pond Parkway.

'j~Objéctivés 

- The'objective of the extension is to protect the special en-

' “vironments of: Arsenal Square, Berkeley Street and Follen
‘Street from inappropriate change and overdevelopment. Berke-

ley. Street and Follen Street have exceptional architectural

" .qualities and historical associations, while Arsenal Square

still retains much of its 19th century residential quali-
,'fties,'BebausejOf~the large yards and open spaces in these

_neighborhoods, they are susceptible to overbuilding and in-

»,appropriate'conversion of existing houses.

© protection

»1HInﬂén:hiStoriC‘district established under Chapter 40C of the

' General Laws all new construction, demolition, or alteration
.. of an existing structure in a manner visible from a public

”iTAWQy-requitesvapproval from the Historical Commission. The

" criterion followed by the Commission is that the proposed

_° .- change must be appropriate for its context. All applications

are judged individually on their merits, and only those that.
ape,determingd”to:be'incongruous are denied.

Ef‘ Propoééd’Bouhdaries

ifThéfpféSéﬁﬁ?ﬁiétbriC'district includes portions of all prop-

~ erties surrounding Cambridge Common or fronting on Mason and

Brattle Streets. Two separate extensions are proposed. One

. includes all properties on both sides of Follen Street, the

vf hods¢s3atf7fand,9iConcord Avenue and 1 Arsenal Square, and
- Arsenal Square Park. The second includes all properties on




" Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street, Hastings Avenue, and the

3ﬁgsouﬁh;sidg_offCraigie Street west of Berkeley Street.

P”Haffécédureéiéh&ﬁAuthoritY

The Commission proposes that the same procedures and author-

ity now in effect in the existing district apply in the pro-

. posed extension. The provisions of state and local legisla-

~ tion and the record of the Commission in administering the
“historic district are reviewed in this report.

"EbsﬁabiESHinfﬁfhe.DistriCtE

. 'The steps for establishing an historic district are pre-

. scribed by Chapter 40C of the General Laws. The Commission
» mustrpreparewagpreliminary report; allow a sixty day period
_for review and comment; hold a public hearing to which all
- property owners are invited; and submit a final report and
‘the proposed ordinance to the City Council, where it re-

' 7Qqu1;es aftwo7thirds,ﬁéjOrity to be enacted.

. ‘Community Consultation

»f?Tthéémﬁiééioh,has undertaken the proposed extension in re-
sponse to petitions by residents of the affected areas. Nu-

" merous neighborhood meetings were held, and all institu-
- tional and commercial property owners that might have been
. affected were consulted. The Commission is confident that a

§ ;strong»cpnsensus.exists for the extension of the district.

ffPrép6sed“Améndment to the City Code

”’Chaptef»walentitled "administration" of the Code of the
City of Cambridge is hereby amended by inserting the follow-

‘ﬂiinb;subSéCtiQnyat the end of Section 2-146 entitled

 "Historic Districts Established":

. .f'aaQ;The"bi& Cambridge'Historic District, established by
‘vote of the City Council on December 13, 1976, is hereby ex-
tended pursuant to provisions of the Historic Districts Act,

M.G.L. Ch.'40C, by the addition thereto of properties lo-

1f,fcated'oniArSenal'Square, Berkeley Place, Berkeley Street,
" Concord Avenue, Craigie Street, Follen Street, Hastings Av-

.. enue, and St. John's Road, and portions of said streets

bounded as. shown on the map entitled"Old Cambridge Historic

~_‘District Extension 1986" attached to and made a part of this
" ordinance.: As so extended, the 0ld Cambridge Historic Dis-

. trict remains in full effect and such extended district
~ .'shall be subject to the provisions of M.G.L. Chapter 40C and
 Section 2-146."
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CITYOFCAMBRIDGE

CAMBRIDGE,. MASSACHUSETTS 02139
TEL. 498-9011

EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT

ROBERT W. HEALY - L
City Manager March 31, 1986

. RICHARD C. ROSSI
DEPUTY CITY MANAGER

To the Honorable, the City Council:

I transmit herewith the final report on the proposed ex-—
" tension to the 0ld Cambridge Historic District, pursuant to
Chapter 40C of the Mass. General Laws and the Cambridge Histo-

rical Commission ordlnance, as prepared by the Cambridge Histo-
‘rlcal Commission.

Very truly yours,

Robert W. Heal

L City Manager
RWH/b
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' Re: final report on the proposed extension .to,
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