Committee Report #1

TRANSPORTATION, TRAFFIC AND PARKING


In City Council October 1, 2001
COMMITTEE MEMBERS
Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair

Councillor Jim Braude

Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr.


The Transportation, Traffic and Parking Committee held a public meeting on Wednesday, July 25, 2001 beginning at 7:10 p.m. at the Senior Center Ballroom, 806 Massachusetts Avenue, Cambridge, Massachusetts.


The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the draft recommendations on the Regional Truck Study.


Present at the meeting were Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair of the Committee, Donald Drisdell, Deputy City Solicitor, Jason Schrieber, Transportation Planner, Traffic, Parking and Transportation Department, David Szeto, Truck Enforcement Unit, Police Department and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting and stated the purpose.  She requested Mr. Schrieber to give an overview of the recommendations of the Regional Truck Study.  Mr. Schrieber outlined the history of the issues surrounding trucks in Cambridge.  (ATTACHMENT A).  He reviewed the events in Cambridge that led to the passage of the Through Truck Zoning Ordinance which the City Council adopted in 1999.  He stated that the Committee on Regional Truck Issues (“Committee”) was formed by the creation of a Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU”) last year.  This Committee agreed to perform a Regional Truck Study (“Truck Study”).  Both the Committee and the Truck Study grew out of the response by the Massachusetts Highway Department (MHD) and the City of Somerville to the passage of the overnight zoning truck ban.  Both the MHD and Somerville threatened to sue Cambridge challenging the validity of the overnight through-truck ban.  The Attorney General’s office, in an effort to avoid litigation between the MHD and Cambridge, proposed that the Truck Study be facilitated by the Metropolitan Area Planning Council (MAPC).  The City Council and the City Manager agreed, through the MOU that Cambridge would not enforce the through truck zoning ordinance pending completion of the Truck Study and recommendations from the Committee.


The Committee completed the Truck Study and adopted Final Recommendations on June 27, 2001.  Mr. Schrieber reviewed the findings and recommendations of the Truck Study.  (ATTACHMENT B).  Four strategies were used to approach the truck issues.  (ATTACHMENT C).  He outlined the Truck Study recommendations as contained in the Policy Regulatory Strategy.  (ATTACHMENT D).  He also provided a summary of the Final Recommendations of the Regional Truck Study.  (ATTACHMENT E).  The Final Recommendations focus on the creation of designated routes for trucks, particularly in the nighttime, and the ability to ban trucks in the nighttime from residential streets unless the truck has an origin or destination in the City or is carrying hazardous cargo.  In exchange for Cambridge clarifying the available routes for nighttime through trucking (which would be limited to numbered state highways and the eastern truck route), the Massachusetts Highway Department (“MHD”) would promptly approve an 11:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. ban on through trucks on most of the streets in the City. The Final Recommendations also propose infrastructure improvements on truck routes throughout the region covered by the study.  There are further proposals for a voluntary ban by truckers on the use of so-called “jake brakes”, which can cause excessive noise.  Additional recommendations address enforcement issues and proposals to develop routing and restriction maps for truckers, education programs modeled on the Cambridge Truck Enforcement Unit, and a state grant program to help local truck enforcement efforts.  Mr. Schrieber stated that the entire trucking industry will be notified of the institutional strategies to help get the word out to all the drivers.  


In conclusion, Mr. Schrieber stated that the effectiveness of the recommendations will be improved by education and enforcement.  He informed the committee of the steps to be followed by the truck enforcement unit.  Officer Szeto informed the committee that the truck enforcement unit operates from 7:40 a.m. to 4 p. m.  Councillor Davis requested an enforcement plan from the Police Department.  Officer Szeto stated that approval has been secured for overtime for the officers.  He further stated that there is a safety issue with the truck enforcement unit working during the nighttime while inspecting trucks.  Mr. Drisdell stated that the Truck Enforcement Team is a highly trained team that inspects trucks.  Every police officer has the authority to enforce the truck ban and traffic law related to trucks, he said.  Councillor Davis stated that she could not support the recommendations of the Truck Study unless there is an enforcement plan on the nighttime truck ban.


Councillor Davis asked how many officers were on the Truck Enforcement Team.  Officer Szeto responded that the team contains five officers.


At this time Councillor Davis opened the meeting to public comment.


Sam Seidel, representing Jarrett Barrios, asked about the time restriction.  Mr. Schrieber stated that the License Commission enforces the Noise Ordinance.  Mr. Drisdell informed Mr. Seidel that there are restrictions in the Noise Ordinance relating to noise caused by truck deliveries.  In response to a question from Mr. Seidel about a 24-hour Putnam Avenue ban, Mr. Schrieber stated that the Massachusetts Highway Department (“MHD”) has to approve the truck restriction and the city has to provide the necessary data.  Mr. Drisdell stated that if a community provides for designated nighttime routes, the MHD will approve nighttime truck bans on other streets.


Hermes Grillo, 20 Lilac Court, asked what the regulations are concerning the hours on loading at commercial property.  Mr. Drisdell responded that loading and unloading is prohibited by the noise ordinance between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. on weekdays, and between 9:00 p.m. and 9:00 a.m. on weekends and holidays, if the loading activity is plainly audible at a distance of fifty (50) feet from the lot line of the property where the loading is occurring.


James Gray, 84 Kirkland Street, asked if each of the six communities will have a legislative vote to approve the recommendations.  Mr. Schrieber responded in the affirmative.  Mr. Gray asked what is the timeline in the legislative bodies voting on the recommendations - does Cambridge have to wait for Belmont and Watertown to approve the recommendations?  Mr. Drisdell stated that the zoning ordinance on banning trucks got the Attorney General involved in this issue.  There are advantages with Cambridge going forward with the recommendations even if other communities do not approve the recommendations, he said.  Mr. Gray asked if Cambridge can go forward without the six communities.  Mr. Schrieber responded in the affirmative.  Every community, he said, is committed to the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU).


John Moot, 44 Coolidge Hill Road, asked what is the time frame.  Mr. Drisdell stated that there is no specific time frame, but that the MOU had been extended to the end of September.


Mr. Gray asked if there it is an intent to get the hazardous material trucks (HAZMAT) off of Kirkland Street and onto the truck route all the time.  Mr. Schrieber responded in the affirmative.  Reaching out to educate truckers on the desired route, and clearer signage will improve compliance with the existing route.  The truck industry seems to be on board as long as Cambridge provides the truck route.


Mr. Moot asked how the issue will be resolved with the MDC opening one quarter of a mile of the Alewife Brook Parkway. Mr. Drisdell stated that the MDC was unwilling thus far to agree with this.  Mr. Moot asked if the MDC is required to improve the roadbed.  Mr. Schrieber responded in the negative.


Stash Horowitz, 12 Florence Street, applauded all the participants in this process.  He asked if warnings will be issued at the municipal level.  Mr. Drisdell stated that in June 2001, the City Council voted to have the City Manager place a moratorium on the zoning ordinance.  The zoning ordinance, he said, will not be enforced in exchange for the MHD approval of the truck bans.  Mr. Schrieber stated that if a truck driver is cited more than two times, he will lose his commercial driver’s license.  It is a career threat, he said.  Officer Szeto stated a warning is not counted as a citation.  A monetary fine is a citation.  The truck team will cite drivers as well as companies.  Mr. Horowitz asked how many citations are issued per year.  Officer Szeto responded 300 - 400.  Councillor Davis made the following motion.  

ORDERED:
That the City Manager be and hereby is requested to instruct the Police Commissioner to provide the City Council with the number of citations issued on trucks.


Fred Meyer, 83 Hammond Street, asked why the HAZMAT trucks are not allowed to go through the Prudential Tunnel, but are allowed to go through the Harvard Tunnel.  Mr. Schrieber stated that there is no building above the Harvard Tunnel and it is a short tunnel.  Fire officials have serious concerns regarding their ability to fight a large fire in a tunnel, and automatic suppression systems have not been deemed adequate.  Mr. Meyer asked if there is any possibility to ban trucks from Harvard Square.  Mr. Schrieber responded in the negative.  In a response to a question, Mr. Schrieber stated that Massachusetts Avenue, and portions of Mt. Auburn Street in Harvard Square, is a numbered state highway (Rt. 2A), and JFK Street provides a necessary connection to Allston.  Some petroleum truck drivers are not aware that they can use River Street/Western Avenue at night, he said.  Councillor Davis stated that there is no change in the number of trucks on River Street/Western Avenue, but HAZMATs have increased.  Mr. Meyer asked for a review of the HAZMAT truck numbers.


Steven Wayne, 179 Western Avenue, asked if the amount of HAZMAT cargo traveling on Western Avenue can be changed.  Mr. Schrieber stated that exclusion from the Prudential Tunnel dictates the number of HAZMAT trucks on Western Avenue.  The number of trucks that move through Cambridge are in decline.  This route is the quickest way to get through Cambridge.  Nighttime volume is lower on Western Avenue than on River Street, he said.  Mr. Wayne stated that the MBTA buses are speeding on Western Avenue.  He asked if there is any enforcement in this area.  Officer Szeto stated that during the day the Police enforce speeding issues.  Mr. Moot asked if fines are inadequate.  Officer Szeto stated that the fines are adequate.


Councillor Davis stated that clarity is needed on enforcement issues.  An enforcement plan is needed.  She again stated that she cannot support the recommendations if an enforcement plan is not submitted.


James Williamson, 17 Perry Street, stated that enforcement is a problem at Pearl and Granite Streets at 2:00 A.M.  Officer Szeto stated that the truck enforcement team works until 4:30 p.m. and the Traffic Division works until midnight.  Mr. Williamson stated that gaps in enforcement need to be addressed.  He asked if there is a list of Hazardous Placard materials.  Mr. Schrieber responded that the MHD has a list of hazardous materials.  Mr. Williamson asked when at night there is a production of increased trucks travelling on Massachusetts Avenue.  Mr. Schrieber stated that over the length of Massachusetts Avenue, between the hours of 11:00 - 6:00 there is an increase of 6% of trucks.  Mr. Williamson stated that he was skeptical that there is no increase in trucks on Western Avenue and River Street, since trucks cannot go onto JFK Street.


Councillor Davis stated that River Street bears the burden of trucks.  She stated that she would like to see a decrease in trucks on River Street and efforts to decrease the number of trucks here, possibly diverting empty trucks.


Councillor Davis made the following motion:

ORDERED:
That there City Manager be and hereby is requested to provide the City Council with an enforcement plan for the recommendations of the Regional Truck Study.


Subsequently Councillor Davis submitted this motion at the July 30, 2001 City Council meeting where it was adopted.  (Order #16)


The motion - Carried.


Councillor Davis received correspondence from various individuals on this subject that is attached to this report.  (ATTACHMENT F).


Councillor Davis thanked all the attendees.  The meeting adjourned at 8:40 P.M.


For the Committee


Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair

Committee Report #2

HEALTH AND ENVIRONMENT




In City Council October 1, 2001
Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair

Councillor Kathleen L. Born

Councillor Jim Braude


The Health and Environment Committee conducted a public meeting on Tuesday, September 25, 2001 at 7:15 p.m. in the Ackermann Room.


The purpose of the meeting was to discuss the potential impact of the Community Preservation Act, specifically as it relates to open space, affordable housing and historical preservation.


Present at the meeting were Councillor Henrietta Davis, Chair of the Committee; Councillor Jim Braude, Councillor Michael Sullivan, Robert W. Healy, City Manager, James Maloney, Assistant City Manager for Fiscal Affairs, Lisa Peterson, Public Works Commissioner, Darcy Jameson, Housing Director, Community Development Department, Sally Zimmerman, Historical Commission, and Donna P. Lopez, Deputy City Clerk.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting.  She stated that the Community Preservation Act (CPA) is a new tool for communities to preserve open space, historical sites and affordable housing.  The CPA is statewide enabling legislation that allows cities and towns to exercise control over local planning decisions and provides a new funding source for the following areas:




Acquisition and preservation of open space;



Creation and support of affordable housing; and



Acquisition and preservation of historic building and landscapes.


Councillor Davis further stated that there will be a presentation from Mr. Maloney on how the CPA works.  City Manager Robert W. Healy will provide information on how the CPA would pertain to open space and other public realms.  Councillor Davis asked Mr. Healy to describe how the CPA works.


Mr. Healy stated that the CPA allows for an increase in the tax levy of not more than 3%.  The first $100,000 of residential property tax would be exempt by a vote of the City Council.  Low income housing would also be exempt.  The three categories, open space, affordable housing and historical preservation, will receive a minimum 10% allocation.  In October, 2002, a distribution of state money will be made which could be as high as $5.1 million.  The ordinance provides for a nine-person Community Preservation Commission which will decide the percentage allocation to each category.  It is now up to the electorate to see if they want their money allocated in this manner, he said.  The ordinance and ballot question is in place and the outcome of the ballot question will be known after the November election. .  As of June, 2001, he said that there were 62 communities that have had this question on the ballot; 31 communities accepted it and 31 communities defeated it.


Councillor Davis asked Mr. Healy if there is any information on how money can be expended on open space and what are the open space needs of the city.  Mr. Healy responded that the Community Preservation Commission has a lot to say about expenditure of the money.  The statute states that of the nine-member committee there shall be one member from the Planning Board, Housing Authority, Historical and Conservation Commissions and the Public Works Department.  Open space has been established as a goal of the City Council.  Eastern Cambridge has been identified as an area in the city where open space is needed.  Fulkerson Street is being looked at as a possible site for open space.  He stated that there is a Comprehensive Open Space Report that outlines the needs.  Cambridge, he said, is the seventh most densely populated city in the United States; Somerville is the sixth.  The need for open space has been identified by the City Council; however, acquisition is an expensive proposition.


Ms. Peterson stated that the Comprehensive Open Space Report identifies the need for additional athletic fields east of Prospect Street.


Councillor Davis asked if the CPA could be used for improvements to existing open space.  Mr. Healy stated that the 10% in the open space category cannot be used for property in recreational use; it is for passive parks.


Councillor Davis stated that information on CPA is available from the Trust for Public Lands.  Councillor Braude also gave two web sites where information is available, TPL.org and www.communitypreservation.org.


Councillor Davis stated that the city cannot expend funds to promote or defeat the referendum question.


Councillor Braude stated that all the city can do now is to provide education so that the citizens are informed to vote on this referendum.  The city cannot advocate on this matter.


Councillor Davis requested a brief presentation on affordable housing and historic preservation.


Mr. Healy stated that the historic preservation piece is interesting.  There is a proposal for an addition to City Hall, a historic building.  The capital budget for this year contains $65,000 for historic preservation.  The city has been successful in historic preservation, he said.  On the housing piece, he said that the city does not have sites on sites on which it can build affordable housing.  An acquisition of land is needed to build more affordable housing.  This is a difficult financial exercise, he said.


The three categories are significant and the city continues to maximize housing efforts.  The CPA is an opportunity to increase funding capacity for affordable housing.


Councillor Braude stated that in every poll done in this state, if the tax money is being spend on issues of importance to voters, there is overwhelming support.


Councillor Davis asked what is the tax consequence of passage of the referendum.


Mr. Maloney stated that the importance of the acceptance of the CPA is that acceptance would tie future City Councils to a commitment to affordable housing, historic preservation and open space for a minimum of five years to fund these programs.  A shift in the funding mechanism would occur and it would provide a built-in escalator.  These funds will be exempt from Proposition 2 ½.  The first place the City Manager would cut funds if the city was above its levy limit is in one-time programs but these programs would be exempt for five years.  Councillor Braude stated that the allocation percentage could be reduced.


Councillor Davis asked what is the impact on property taxpayers.  Mr. Maloney stated that there is no impact on residential tax base and little impact on commercial tax base.


Councillor Davis opened the meeting to the public at this time.


Allison Crump, 58 Pleasant Street, asked if the state is obligated to fund the programs for five years.  Mr. Maloney stated that the funding pool will fluctuate based on the economy and the Legislature can change the wording.  Cities and towns can issue debt under the CPA but it is subject to annual appropriation.  Councillor Braude explained as more communities adopt the CPA, the share of the funds might be reduced.  Ms. Crump urged early adoption by Cambridge.


David Salomon, 58 Pleasant Street, stated that he was in favor of CPA.  The leverage of funding for affordable housing projects is based on city participation.


Scott Cavanaugh, 22 Columbia Street, stated that he was working diligently to get the CPA passed.  When the public understands the act, they will accept it.


Michael Feloney, representing the Cambridge Housing Authority, supported the CPA both as an individual and on behalf of the Housing Authority.


James Bohn, 700 Huron Avenue, stated that this act should be revenue neutral.  Mr. Maloney stated that additional funding will come from the state.  Mr Bohn asked if the city was revenue neutral could the city maintain a 4% tax cut.  Mr. Maloney stated not 4%.  The City appropriated an amount close to 3% and the City Council did not appropriate this amount subject to acceptance of CPA.


Ethridge King, 34 River Street, stated that for the 3% surcharge to be neutral should be a 3% tax reduction.  Mr. Maloney stated that this is a change in the funding mechanism.  Councillor Davis stated that this money was put on hold.  If the CPA does not pass, the City Council has a commitment to fund affordable housing.


Mr. Bohn stated that the general feeling is uneasy.  He is a renter and he acquired an 80% rent increase due to moving to Cambridge.  Councillor Braude outlined the City Council priority process to Mr. Bohn.  The CPA, he said, implements the desires expressed to the City Council by the citizenry.


Charlotte Moore, 9 Rutland Street, stated that the CPA.org web site has combined uses listed.  Eighty percent could go to affordable housing, she said.  There are other state programs that can be used for the three categories.


Councillor Davis stated that the Community Preservation Trust Fund was created through new fees at the Registry of Deeds and Land Court.  There is an estimate of $25 million per year.  The funds raised for community preservation will be divided 80/20 for two grant round distributions.  This could represent a maximum amount in Cambridge of $5 million.


Mr. King stated that he is concerned that if the CPA referendum does not pass, the city will revert to the previous funding mechanism.  Councillor Davis stated that the City Council supports affordable housing.  There is support for more money for affordable housing if recommended by the City Manager.


Ms. Crump stated that the hardest work is to explain that there is no tax increase for property owners.


Bernard Burke, member of the Marsh Conservation Commission, 34 Bradbury Street, stated that the revenue neutral talk is tricky.  The City of Falmouth, he said, has a 1% surcharge.  He hopes that the CPA raises the leverage for affordable housing and historical preservation.  There are candidates for historical preservation help in Cambridge.  He commented that there is no sign that lists the significance of Fort Washington.


William Jones stated that there were signs put up for Fort Washington.  He wanted money for shelters for homeless mothers and children.


Councillor Davis submitted a letter from Robert H. Kuehn, Jr. for the record. (ATTACHMENT A)


In conclusion, Councillor Davis thanked all attendees, city staff and the City Manager.  She stated that explaining the CPA to the public will not be easy but it is worth the effort if the city is to receive as much as $5 million in state matching money..


The meeting adjourned at 8:15 p.m.








For the Committee,








Councillor Henrietta Davis








Chair

Committee Report #3

ORDINANCE COMMITTEE MEMBERS



In City Council October 1, 2001
Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Co-Chair

Vice Mayor David P. Maher, Co-Chair

Councillor Jim Braude

Councillor Henrietta Davis

Councillor Marjorie C. Decker

Councillor Kenneth E. Reeves

Councillor Michael A. Sullivan

Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr.

Mayor Anthony D. Galluccio


The Ordinance Committee held a public hearing on September 25, 2001, beginning at 6:40 P.M. in the Sullivan Chamber for the purpose of hearing public testimony on the Eastern Cambridge Planning Study (ECAPS) and Birk petitions to amend the zoning in the Eastern Cambridge area.


Present at the hearing were Vice Mayor David P. Maher and Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Co-Chairs of the Committee, Councillor Henrietta Davis, Councillor Michael A. Sullivan, Councillor Timothy J. Toomey, Jr., and City Clerk D. Margaret Drury.  Also present were Stuart Dash, Director of Community and Neighborhood Planning, Community Development Department (CDD), Iram Farooq, Planner, CDD.


Vice Mayor Maher convened the hearing and explained the purpose.  He then invited public testimony on the petitions and reminded those present that testimony should be limited to new issues.


John Moot, 44 Coolidge Hill Road, stated that North Point is a rare opportunity for the City of Cambridge.  North Point is fifty-five acres of undeveloped land.  He urged careful consideration of all of the options.  Before rezoning takes place, there are many issues that need to be settled.  The location of the MBTA station is very important, and it should be settled first.


Francesca Amacher, 239 Mt. Auburn Street, presented a drawing of a vision of North Point emphasizing a platform approach, linking the two sides of the Monsignor O’Brien Highway by means of a “superblock” overpass.  With the plan, it is not necessary to move the MBTA station.


Mr. Moot stated that Ms. Amacher’s proposal shows the value of more innovative and imaginative planning before deciding upon the zoning.  He recommended deleting North Point from the current zoning proposal.  It should be the subject of a separate zoning proposal.  Mr. Moot submitted a written version of his remarks (Attachment A).


Councillor Born thanked Ms. Amacher for her design drawing and noted that nothing in the proposed zoning would preclude Ms. Anacher’s approach.  However, only the State could implement such a plan.


Steve Kaiser discussed traffic concerns and the Cambridge/Somerville boundary issue.  The proposal provides that the § 13.79.2 parking facilities will be located “adjacent to the boundary.  Mr. Kaiser submitted written material (Attachment B) with an in-depth discussion of the matters that he presented in his testimony.


Stash Horowitz, 12 Florence Street, described the last minute requests of Guilford Transportation which the Planning Board accommodated by an 11% increase in commercial FAR.  That 11% increase destroys the 65-35 balance of residential/ commercial.  He urged a new financial analysis of what is the most feasible kind of development in the new economic situation in which office rents are plummeting. 


Mr. Horowitz then listed the differences between the two petitions including the following points:

· Housing in East Cambridge is 75% commercial and only 25% residential; zoning that requires 80% residential in North Point still won’t equalize commercial and residential development in East Cambridge.

· Mass transit must be developed before the density is increased.

· The benefits of moving the T station are outweighed by the burdens such movement would create.

· Mr. Horowitz suggested the commercial development allowed should be subject to prior to development of the residential components.

· Visual impacts are a problem.  The heights will block the Cambridge Street view lines.

· The 15% goal affordability will not be realized in the ECAPS petition.

· If the Volpe Building is re-conveyed to Cambridge, it should be not automatically conveyed to the CRA.

· The transfer of development rights could create unintended consequences.  The Birk petition solves this part by requiring transfers to be built as housing.

· If North Point is not linked to the rest of Cambridge now, it will never be done.  

· The North Point traffic study is grossly inadequate.

Mr. Horowitz then urged the City Council to discourage last minute end runs around the planning process.  The Planning Board added an additional 500,000 sq. ft. of FAR at the last minute.  The increase should be rejected.  He also suggested the possibility of manipulation of the boundaries to avoid regulating issues associated with building near Miller’s River.  He said that a North Point zoning proposal should be refiled.

Attorney Joseph Haley, representing Draper Laboratories introduced Jack Barry, Director of Administration at Draper.  He stated that Draper owns 571 Tech Square, and One Hampshire Street, a seven-story building built by Draper in the 1980’s.  It was originally designed to contain a wing.  That wing was not built then, but Draper has been developing plans for it over the recent years.  If Draper builds the wing, it will be able to reduce parking spaces by 80 or more.

Richard McKinnon, 39 Lee Street, stated that his company has formed a business relationship with Charles Smith, Inc. to develop the one undeveloped site in North Point not owned by Guilford.  It is a six-acre site.  They are in agreement with almost all of the ECAPS proposal.  The one problem for their project is the way the height differentials are laid out vis-à-vis the site.  It would result in a massed development that is not the type of development contemplated in the ECAPS goals.  They will be building 100% housing on the site.

Barry Zevin, 67 Hampshire Street, stated that the transfer of development rights is a good way to solve Draper’s problem.  The reason for the move of the T station is the extension of the Green Line to the northwest suburbs.  It is a part of the mitigation for the Big Dig project.  That extension will reduce traffic through Cambridge and is a significant benefit to East Cambridge.

Robert Travis, Jr., 54 Fulkerson Street, described his memories of the Lechmere Station.  North Point is the last area of land in Cambridge.  Time should be taken with the planning.  East Cambridge wants open space, a senior center and a fire house.

William Jones, Franklin Street, discussed his memories of East Cambridge, Monsignor O’Brien, the candy factory and the Lechmere Canal.  Kendall Square is beautiful.  People used to swim in the Sixth Street Canal.

Councillor Sullivan stated that, particularly in this time, when Draper Lab is working on some of the kind of security measures our government needs to fight terrorism, he does not want to see a much needed expansion prohibited by the new zoning.  Draper is a small, landlocked site.  It would be unreasonable to take steps that would prohibit its full use of its site.

Councillor Sullivan listed three areas of the current proposal that he finds problematic.  With respect to these issues, set forth below, he requested that CDD staff prepare language for amendments that he intends to offer at the time the full City Council considers the petition.  The issues are as follows:

1. Adequate setbacks for housing along Binney Street, a truck route, by providing for the park to be adjacent to the street to provide a buffer between the street and the housing.

2. Language that allows a municipal use, such as a police station, as of right.

3. Language that enables Draper Lab to go ahead with its long-planned and much needed addition of a wing to its building.

Councillor Born stated that through utilization of the transfer of development rights provisions in the proposed zoning, it appears that Draper could acquire the rights to develop the site and the City of Cambridge could have a new public park.  It is quite possible that this mechanism could benefit all involved, and enhance the public welfare.

Councillor Toomey stated that he is disappointed that Draper Lab did not participate in the public process.  He wants to be sure that the neighbors are kept apprised and involved if such a transfer moves forward.

Councillor Sullivan agreed and added that he does not want to see a process that gets bogged down.


Councillor Born and Vice Mayor Maher thanked those present for their attendance.


The meeting was adjourned at 8:15 p.m.






For the Committee,






Councillor Kathleen L. Born, Co-Chair





Vice Mayor Maher, Co-Chair

ORDERED:
That, in consideration of Councillor Sullivan’s concerns, the City Manager be and hereby is requested to confer with the Assistant Director of Community Development to provide to the City Council with the following possible amendments to the ECAPS petition:

1. Adequate setbacks for housing along Binney Street, a truck route, by because it maybe a designated truck route


2. Language that allows a municipal use, such as a police station, as of right at the Volpe site.


3. Language that enables Draper Lab to go ahead with its long-planned and much needed addition of a wing to its building.

