


and Currency in 1972 included in their “omnibus housing
bill” (H.R. 16704}, a provision which would have author-
ized the HUD Secretary to approve an application for an
amendment to the urban renewal contract for the Kendall
Square project to provide ali funds necessary to complete
the project. The omnibus legislation failed to clear the
House Rules Committee, however. Efforts by the city of
Cambridge to secure legislative and/or administrative
remedies continued. "

in January 1972, the authority issued a preliminary re-
programmed concept plan for the project area for local
review and comment., Under this proposal, the triangle
parcel would be developed intensively, for mixed office,
commercial, residential, and hotel uses, while the “sur-
plus land,”” or quadrangle parcel, would be developed
predominantly for market-rate, high-rise residential uses.
Substantial local opposition to this plan, particularly with
respect to the quadrangle provisions, caused the author-
ity to reconsider the proposal.

fn July 1973, the Cambridge city council passed an or-
der directing the authority to institute a development
plan that would create and provide maximum blue collar
and nonprofessional white collar jobs for Cambridge
residents. The council also directed that an Citizens’ Task
Force be formed to advise the authority with respect to
this revised development plan.

As a result of this process, three alternative develop-
ment plans were considered by city council: a task force
ptan, a neighborhood (MIT} plan, and a city manager's
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plan. On October 9, 1974, the city council voted 5 to 4
to accept the neighborhood plan, in principle, as a mini-
mum for development in Kendall Square. The council al
so directed that the city manager’s and task force plans
be submitted as alternatives for the purposes of the forth-
coming environmental impact study.

While local development objectives were being agreed
upon, progress was being made in securing federal proj-
ect completion commitments. HUD Secretary fames T,
Lynn in 1974 agreed to “reserve’” $15 million plus interest
in additional capital grant funds for the project. The au-
thority's formal application for the “reserved” funds was
submitted in September 1974, and is still under review in .
the Boston area office of HUD. Whether this will, in fact,
represent “all funds necessary to complete the project”
cannot be determined at this time. HUD's superimposed
requirement, for example, that the change in land use
for the guadrangel constitutes a major plan change and
that therefore an environmental impact statement must
be prepared before commencement of additional devel-
opment may subject project costs to further inflationary
forces as more time elapses.

As further remedial action, late in 1975, Congress
passed and President Ford signed legislation limiting the
city of Cambridge’s share of the project cost to the initial
$6,416,500 contributed in 1965, primarily by MIT in the
form of Section 112 credits. These credits are made up
of the cost of certain real estate acquired for education-
ally related purposes by the donor institution.
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