I. Historic and Architectural Significance tife East Cambridg®&leighborhood07142021)

East Cambridge in the Tand 1§ centuries was a landscape of upland and salt marsh, surrounded by
vast mud flats at low tide, almost entirely isolated from the rest of Cambridge and Boston. The divid-
ing lines changed over the decades as the tides swept in and out, eroding some brelasngnolp

others. Much of the area was rich in oysters and likely provided foraging ground for Native Ameri-
cans.

The East Cambridge area was known intiedz nt ur y as Gtsawmeeand firshsetilek f o r
engineer Thomas Graves. One of a swarm of drumlins between the Charles and Mystic Rivers, East
Cambridge formed the northernmost of a series of hills that rose out of the salt marshes north of the
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Charles River. East Cambridge was effectively separated from the rest of Cambridge by the expansive
salt marsh to the south and west known as “the
Oyster Bank Bay and Gi bb dotleeast@ndaarth respectavelygvehictb o d i
distanced the area from Boston and Charlestown.

By the late 19th century all the marshes had been filled in. East Cambridge became contiguous with
Cambridgeport, but the extent of the former watery landscagi#l isvident in the street pattern today.
South of Charles Street and west of Sixth Street the street grid is more open than in the original upland
area. Blocks vary in size, the landscape is flatter, and there is more open space. This irregular area
marks the extent of the original "Great Marsh".

The northern edge of East Cambridge was also transformed in the 19th century. Beginning in the
1830s, the Miller's River was gradually filled to create solid land, thus eliminating the water transpor-
tation thathad been so important in attracting industry to sideof East Cambridge. The last



remnants of the original marsh landscape and tide flats vaidbharacterized the area for so long
were obliterated in the 1890s when the eastern edge of East Camimglfjbed to create a seawall
on the Charles River Basin.

A. Early Land Use and Ownership

Thomas Graves sold his grant in 1634 to Atherton Haugh, whose descendants farmed Graves Neck for
four generations before selling to a Boston merchant in 1699. Seven years later future Lieutenant Gov-

ernor Spencer Phips bought the Haugh property, and liyrtbef his death in 175@ehad accumu-

lated 326 acres that extended inland to Columbia Street and south to MainT®isgabperty, which

was operated as two separate fanvess dividedupandassed t o Phips’s chil di

Although Phps was descended from early Puritan stock, he had long since converted to Anglicism and
married his children into the Loyalist West Indian planter families who dominated societyRepre
olutionary BostonHi s daughter Mary’ s h unsibtapossessior oftheraastd L
important piecef Graves Necland bought out most of the other heirs. The Lechsiseed on Brat-

tle Street near their Tory relatives and rented out the farm. They moved to Boston,iarid/when

theyfled to England_echmere Point was confiscated by the Committee of Correspondence

During the Siege of Boston irvT5-76 the Americamrmy fortified East Gmbridge with gun batter-
ies and earthworks. A British military magso depicts the dikes that farmers had constructed to help
drain the Great Meadow.
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B. Andrew Craigie and the Lechmere Point Corporation

The prime figure in the development of East Cambridge in the 19th century was Andrew Craigie
(17541819), an accomplished speculator in land and securities at a time when speculation was an ac-
cepted means of accumulating capital. Born in Boston in 17%2dgi€mwas the fourth child of Captain
Andrew Craigie, who was appointed warden of the port of Boston in 1764. On April 30, 1775, at the
age of 21, Craigie was appointed by the Committee of Safety of the Province of Massachusetts to take
charge of the medat stores for the military in Massachusetts. After the Battle of Bunker Hill, in

which Craigie participated, the Massachusetts Provincial Congress appointed him "a medical commis-
sary and apothecary for the Massachusetts army". During his tenure witmtheéCaaigie amassed a
sizable fortune by speculatinggovernment securities.

After the war Craigie purchased the John Vassall estate on Brattle street, and in 1795 began secretly
acquiring |l and on Lechmer aritlsl80Pwhenmdpetitiohked the®en-t i n u
eral Court for permission to build a bridge fr
construction, Craigie put his 3@tre holdings on the market, divided into sixty shares, forming the
Lechmere Point CorporationtArst Craigie sold ten shares in November 1808 and reserved fifty for
himself, with the largest purchasers being Harrison Gray Otis and merchant Israel Thorndike of Bev-
erly, who each purchased three shares. By 1809 his old colleague Christopher Gise waslved.
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East Cambridge in 1824 “Peter Tufts, Plan of Cambridgeport Parish, 1824

The Lechmere Point Corporation hired Cambridge surveyor Peter Tufts to lay out lots for sale. Tufts'
plan of East Cambridge is a regular grid with the main stregining parallel to Cambridge Street and

the northsouth streets serving as secondary streets. A second regular grid was laid out north of Bridge
Street and parallel to it. Blocks are a uniform 200 x 400 feet with no alleys or service ways dividing
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them. On the eastern edges of the plan, the blocks are only 295 feet long to squeeze in an extra street
(Second Street) at the edge of the maféte grid pattern was likely influenced by the Mount Vernon
Proprietors’ dev eWwhlpwassutcessfully cé&relatedgpmor tédthel lalying out of
East Cambridge. Later extensions of Tuft’'s pl a
continued to grow south and west.

By 1812 the old courthouse in Harvard Square was so small and out of repislidifiasex County
authorities were considering replacingdometowns seized upon this opportunity to have the county
offices moved to Concord, which they argued was morgagnlocated and where a new courthouse
and jail had recently been erect8dit Craigie and the Lechmere Point Corporation envisioned the
courthouse would be a catalyst for th@ioject and in May 1813 offered a grant of land and a gift of
$24,000 to onstruct a new courthouse and j&il1813 the county accepted the Corporation's offer
and appointed a committee to oversee construction of the new buildings at Lechmeiia$aimtly
creating a demand for residential and commercial development anghe

C. Early ResidentiaDevelopment

Many of the homes in East Cambridge date from 1B2I0 and represent the progression of architec-
tural styles from the eartio-mid 19" century. East Cambriddeusewrightsnitially built basictwo-
roomwoodframe géle-endworkers cottages-or the rest of the centutlieyfollowed threeprimary
houseplans all survivals from the 18century. Theeincluded a fourroom centethall plan, a twe

room centethall plan, and a sidkall plan.As the century passed housgyhts followed the same

plans but decorated the exteriors in Hegleral Greek Revivaglanditalianatestyles These forms were
used in singldamily detached dwellings, double houses and rowhouses.
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Some of the earliestructuresn East Cambridge were the rowlsedocated at 451 Gore Street.
The four brickhouses have been modified over tlyears buivere constructed in 1821 by the



LechmerePointCorporation as speculative houses in a high architectural standard to bolster develop-
ment in the newly platted neighborhoddhough in varied levels @rchitectural iregrity with altered
rooflines and detailing, much of the original fenestration and form remains.

Lechmere Point Corporation Houses (1821}545Gore StreeflThe two units on the right show the original roof form.

The Winter Street National Register District includes sixteen houses, fourteen of which were worker's
cottages built before 1854. Many early residents of the area were employed by the New England Glass
Company, whose factory wéscated across Bridge Sttee ( now Monsi gnorThe®’ Br i e
district is the bespreserved streetscape of workepottagesn East Cambridgelhe homes are typi-

cally 1¥story gableend frame dwellings with entrances at the side yards. In the e&rtehury it

was common fomanagers of industry to live near their employees, as seen by the Thomas Leighton
House, 22 Winter Street834), which follows the same building form at a larger scale.
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Thomas Leighton House, 2®inter Street, in ca. 1860 and 2016 CHC

As East Cambridge became more of an established neighborhood, larger, Greek Revival homes were
constructed, mostly around the Middlesex County complex. Greek Revival homesakihup a ma-

jority of homes in East &nbridge and can be found in forms ranging from rowhouses to detached sin-
gle-family dwellings. The stylés characterized by Greek and Classical features including gables serv-
ing as pediments, columns and pilasters, and bold entablatures above entrduateéisearoofline.
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Greek Revival rowhouses (1842) at86 Second Street CHC

Theltalianate style emergddbm the Greek Revival style ampdoliferated in the neighborhood until
the late 19 century, due to the boxy forntisatmaximized profits for buildersEarly examples com-
monly borrowed the gable roof and sidall plan vocabulary from the Greek Revival homes built ear-
lier, but were distinguishelly their brackets, door and window hoodsegls, and arched windows.



Later examples featured wide overhanging eaves and bracistésces of the Italianate style are
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6-14 Max Avenue(889), a later example of the Italianate style as a ffartily tenement buildingCHC

Early workers housing contrasted with more substantial housinddieiifor Boston commuters and
courthouseelated professionals. early suburban development centered near the courthouse,
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along "Quality Row" on Second and Third Streets and up Otis Street to the crown of Putnam Hill, a
stretch which became known as "Miltiaire's Row." The row at 835 Third Street makes up some of
the highesstyle residential architecture in East Cambridge. The brick row features brownstone trim
and mansard roofs punctured by dormers and repsgbenSecond Empire style of architecture

.
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Later styles includinghe Queen Anne and Colonial Revival aegein East CambrldgeHousmg con-
struction in East Cambridge virtually , -, e -
ceased after 1900, when all available
sites had been developed. In the seco
half of the 28 century, larger apart-
ment complexes including the Trumar
Apartments (1968) at 27 Eighth Street
and Thorndike Rice (1986) at 217
Thorndike Streetlisplaced earlier
houses

D. ChurchesSchool, and Pub-=
lic Buildings

Many churches were constructed
throughout the 1 century as the pop-
ulation continued to grow, with indus-
tries bringing in immigrant communi-
ties from various European countries. The churches of East Cambridge have changed along with its
population, but the sites and some buildings have remained sint@"tbentury. Earliest extant

churches include the Third Congregational Church on Third Street (1827) in the Federal style and the
Second Baptist Churdmow St. Francis of Assisgn Cambridge Street (1838, remodeled 1868, 1890
and1930). The largest cinch in the neighborhogdSacred Heart (1874% among the besixamples

of Victorian Gothic architecture in the cit%.number of churches closed due to dwindling

140 Otis Street (1895), a rare Col al Revlvalhsen East Cambrldge
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membership in the $0century, with some razed and others converted to other uses, including the
modest St. Hedwi g’s Church at 99 Otis Street (

St. Hedwig's ChurchCHC1939) at 99 Otis Str

As early as 1811, the citizens of East Cambridge petitioned the town government to establish a school
in their district. Thefirst school was builby 1818 and wadollowed almost every decade thereafter

with a newbuildingto accommodate the rapidly imasing population: the first Putnam School on

Otis Street (1825), the Thorndike School and the Otis School (1&3@ka replacement Putnam

School (1840s). As East Cambridge continued to grow, the modest neighborhood schools became
crowded and larger, memrchitecturally significant schools were built, many of winatie beemle-
molished. Thehird Putnam School on Otis Street (1887), the oldest extant sbbibding in East
Cambridge, was converted to housing in 198&ny schools in Cambridge were colidated, and

larger, neighborhood schools were constructed. In 1968, the old Thorndike School on Spring Street
was replaced by the Robert F. Kennedy School (1969). The Kennedy School is a typical example of a
Mid-Century Modern schoatith minimal detailing and clean lines.
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The civic buildings in East Cambridge make a definitive architectural statement in the neighborhood.
The original Middlesex County Courthouse was designeattlyitect Charles Bulfinch in 1814. Alt-

hough substantially rebuilt in 1848 under the supervision of Ammi B. Young, noted designer of Bos-
ton's Custom House and later Superintending Architect of the U.S. Treasury, the reconstruction closely
followed Bulfindh's original conception. The historic Courthouse complex and the Registry of Deeds
(1896) across Otis Street display a remarkable unity of design; architectural themes originated by
Bulfinch were adopted by the various later architects to create a a@lgctiuping of significant civic
architectureThe adaptive reuse of the Old Superior Court and the Clerk of Courts building by Graham
Gund in 1981 is complemented Bulfinch Squard?ark a plaza designed bgndscapearchitect

Carol R. Johnsoh.

While therestoration and adaptive reuse of tlert buildingshas provided valuable open space and a
revitalized coredr the East Cambridge neighborhedtite future of the monumental Registry of Deed
building is still undeterminedrhe Third District Courét 121 Third Street, designed by Charles Greco
in 1931, also faces an uncertain future as the court system consolidates its facilities elséstbare.
preservation protections should be in place before theyemecessioned by the state
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Middlesex County Complex Bulfinch Square before and after 1984 restoration y Graham Gund.

E. Industrial Development

East Cambridge was the first part of Cambridge to undergo industrial development and until the 1880s
was unrivaled as the industrial cemtéthe city. Most of the early industrial enterprises needed access

to water and road transportation and large areas of cheap waterfront land, and these were available in
abundance in East Cambridge. The Charles and Miller's Rivers, although tidalegrasa#ss to

coastal shipping, while the Middlesex Canal and the Boston & Lowell, Fitchburg, Boston & Maine,

! The Middlesex Superior Courthousenstructed in 1968, was excluded from the NCD study area.
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and Grand Junction (Boston & Albangilroadsgave unparalleled access to the interior. Boston, a
short walk across the Canal Bridge, providechtmomarket and a labor force.

In September 1813, the Lechmere Point Corporatinst land sale for industrial purposes was a

large tract bounded by North Street, Water Street, Short Street and Miller's River purchased by Jesse
Putnam of Bostownf behdf of the Boston Porcelain & Glass Company. While the company was in op-
eration just three years, it was the start of East Cambridge as the industrial center of the region. By
1845 the glass industry was the largest employer in the city. The most imgortd@tmanufacturer

was the New England Glass Company, which spanned most of the century from 1818 to 1888. At its
peak, New England Glass employed more than 500 people. Next in prominence was the Bay State
Glass Company on Bridge Street, although it deeréess than 30 years and closed after the Panic of
1873. These two companies produced a diverse line ofduglity cut and engraved flint glass, ruby
glass,andmolded and pressed glass, as well as lamps and scientific instruments. The glass companies
brought in many skilled laborers from West and Central Europe, many of whom, lived in tenements
north of Bridge Street and along Winter and Gore Streets.

New England Glass Works , East Cambridge.

TheNew England Glass Worke 1854.H.F. Walling, Map of the City of Cambridge (CHC)

EastCambridge's early industries settled on the periphery, close to water transportation. Most located
north of Bridge Street because of easier access to the harbor, but a few industries chose Third Street
locations south of the courthouse and jail, among ttrenNew England Glass Bottle Company
(1826:1845) and Stratton, Sherriff & Company, brush manufactucard8471868). These areas

were isolated from residential and commercial development, as well as removed from traffic over the
bridge.The Bottle Hous Block at 204214 Third Street (1827) is a remnant of this era.

Meatprocessing facilities located in East Cambridge as it offered not only an inexpensive, spacious
location but also the advantage of easy waste disposal in the tidal waters of tHe RiNer. John P.
Squire's pork packing business, which occupied 22 acres on Gore Street and employed a thousand
workers at its peak in the 1890s, was by far the largest industry in East Cambridge until the complex
was destroyed by fire in 1963.
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The significance of industrial development in the history of East Cambridge cannot be understated.
The influx of workingclass jobs and land for development allowed immigrant communities to thrive,
creating a diverse community which remains to this day.

F. Developmenilrends

By the late 19 century, the dense housing development which typifies East Cambridge and the heavy
industries that were expanding north of the Broad Canal met along Bent Street. In the 1890s, the days
of singlefamily detached and rolwouses in East Cambridge were over. Most desirable land was al-
ready developed, and later developers sought to maximize land value with the constructieaxef less
pensive tenement housing. The development of dense werkiag housing encouraged the owtflo

of the middleclass residents at the center of the neighborhood. Little new development occurred in the
neighborhood before all construction ceased at the onset of the Depression in 1929. The gradual re-
vival of construction elsewhere in Cambridge att@60 barely touched the neighborhood.

As with many industrial and urban areas after World War Il, East Cambridge suffered from suburbani-
zation and consolidation of industries which in turn, caused many residents to move to the suburbs for
jobs and morednd. A few apartment complexes and townhomes replaced modest housing and
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industrial developments in the 1980s, thoug
these instances were not common and East| |
Cambridgeaemained mostly intacAt this
time, many homes and businesses were upy
dated with madrials which were available at
the time, including asphalt shinglé®ermas-

tong and vinyl siding, often covering historic|
materials. Additionally, it was common for '1
newwindows to be installed, altering historigg
fenestration with larger picture windows. j

In the 1980s and 1990s several former indu
trial buildings on the periphery of the neigh-
borhood were repurposed for housorgf-
fices, and many others were razed and rede
veloped. Development spread from Kendall
Square’s success nhnnor
edge of East Cambridge.

While East Cambridge longeemedsolated
from outside influencg it is apparent that the
surrounding development in Kendall Square
and Cambridg€rossing have made East

Cambridge a more desirable location for in-137 Otis Streeta:1946 Wlth recently altered fenestratioBHC)|
vestors and homeowners.

8494 Thorndlke Street in 1970 (Ieft) and 2020 (rlgﬁll)langedwmdow configuration disrugdthe continuity of the block.

Development pressure in East Campedhas caused many Hieng and multigenerational residents

to leave the neighborhood, often selling their properties to developers or owners who embark on large
rehabilitation projects to bring the homes up to modern housing standards. In the prioess @h-
ovations, synthetic siding and enclosures are removed and at times, uncover historic fabric. While
some developers and owners attempt to restore these features, others seek to loovextests
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renovations to maximize interior amenities and programmih§6-68 Otis Street (1846) a developer
removed siding as part of a gut renovation and discovered historic detailing undérheathginal
architectural features were removed and the histandow openings were altered to accommodate
smallerwindows at the second floor. Thlesigncalled for four separate entrances at the street until

the building was given an emergency landmark hearing and protected from further incompatible alter-
ations.

66-68 Otis Street

Severabuildings in East Cambridge have beepently received gut ” r dhatnelugdrie-o n s
moval of all features inside and ol&aving just a shell of the building to work withifhis may be
necessary to upgrade structures to meet modern dndasneed not be destructive to historic fea-
tures that contribute to neighborhood character.

G. Cambridge Street as a Commercial Corridor

-
=

Cambridge Street at:I'hird Street, looking éadt934 BERyY collie‘ctlon, CHC
Cambridge Street has servedtasmajor transportation and commercial corridor of the neighborhood
since it was laid out in 1809. Tlt¥eet bisects the residential neighborhood and is lined viathad

assortment of uses, styles and periods of conginjecepresenting a crosection of development of
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the greater neighborhood. As a commercial district, Cambridge Street exhibits a human scale and ar-
chitectural variety that make it attractive for local retailers and ser@agsmercial buildings on

Cambiidge Street arquitemodest in comparison to its civic structurds. st or i cal | vy, Eas
population was too small and downtown Bostastoo close for the area to develop a significant
business distridhat would draw customers from outside #irea, but in recent years a few distinctive
shops and restaurants have begun to make Cambridge Street a destination for the broader community

Cambridge Stredietween Second and Sciarappa stregtigblished itself as the retail center of East
Cambridgeby 1850 Buildings west ofSciarappaemained predominantly residentuaitil population

growth later in the century encouraged many homeowners to build storefront additions or open stores
on their ground floors. Only two owners resisted thisdres can be seen389-371 Cambridge

Street (1825) and 37381 Cambridge Street (1837).

379381 Cambridge Street (1837)367-371 Ca'mbridge Street (1825)

By 1857, retail stores made up ttfords of all businesses on Cambridge Street, with tradesmen and
professionals moving elsewhere. In the subsequent decades, many honateveet®replaced with
modest, woodrame commercial buildings with retail olnet ground floor and apartments above. Typi-
cally constructed in the Italianate style, which w ‘

popular at the time, the buildings widely feature %
flat roofs and overhanging eaves with brackets.
thel880s, Cambridge Street witnessed a develiy
ment boom wesibf Fifth Street, when many
houses on the street were moved to the rear of
their lots or elsewhere for larger commercial
structures built to the street. T4k

Many storefronts were added to houses as dem| JIL
for space increased on Cambridge Street. ThIS =
trend continued through the2@entury.Store-
fronts were often affixed to the front of the build"
ings, filling up the yarddo the lotlines and occu-

pying entire grand floors An example of this 635 Cambridge Street (1867) with new storefra8D6
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can be seen at 635 Cambridge Street (1867), astoeeltalianate building which was given a store-
front in 1900 for a shoe stor€his became the site of a popular bar that remains in business today.

Storefrontsvereset into homes or apartment buildings 7 , e ,,%
when building out to the street was not possible. ibase R
at 450 Cambridge Street (1856), with a 1901 storefront a
teration, retains the sidwall entrancehatprovides access [
to the residential units above. A nemtance and plate .
glass window were added for the retail use. Subsequent
terations include the perasdone cladding, popular in the
mid-20" century.

Most purposebuilt commercial buildings in East Cam-
bridge are relatively modest in comparison with its civic &5
institutional structures, ysbme prominent masonry com-
mercial structures remain on Cambridge Stbetiveen - -
Third and Sciarappa streedé. F. Go |l dsonyi t 450 Cambridge Street (1856) with insertec

building at 303305 Cambridge Street (1876) is a rare exar Storefrontfrom 1901

ple of elaborate Italianate brick masonry inset with encaustic

decorative tlesMc Cl oskey & Harty’'s four st-818¢(89&)ismed uUsS
more modest but still substaadtwork of architectureCa s ket manuf acturer Wil |
Queen Anne mixedse block aB37-343Cambridge Streen 1883featuresbracketed eaveand a

two-story projecting bayhatprovides architectural diversity above the ground level.
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ﬂ303305 Cambridge Street (right) and 383 Cambridge Street (left)
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William L. L 83R48 &ambridge St

Notable bank buildings include the Lechmere Bank (1917) a Classical Revival structure which was
recently incorporated intoonverted to a pharmacievelopmentand the East Cambridge Savings
Bank (1931), a significant Art Deco design with compatible 1@daktion.

East Cambridge Savings Bank (left), constructed in 1931, with 1977 addition (right).
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After WWII andthrough the 1980severakignificant structurebetween Second and Sciarappa
streetswverereplacedwvith modern buildings andhanyothers were remodeled with pasgar finishes.

Former Hastingg apley Building 271 Cambridge Stre€1984) ' CHC

At the far west end of Cambridge Street in East Cambridge the Lechmere Theater was razed in 1957
and replaced by the Pavilion in 1986. Next to the railroad tracks a service garage was replaced by a
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Cambridge Street looking east from the railroad crossing, 1974
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neighborhood health center associated with the LBJ Apatthme 1974, itself now demolisheld. the
same areahkeonestorystablesadjacent to th&869Union Railroad Carbarn at 619 Cambridge Street
were demolished or remodeled in 19@ile this site seemingly offers an opportunity for greater
density, a readt sale prefigures a remodeling at the current scale.

While current zoning would allow greater heights and density on Cambridge Street, future develop-
ment must be balanced with preservation of significant buildings and careful design of replacement
strudures to preserve the eclectic character of the business district

o R I

Union Railway Carbarn (1869) at 19 bri g ret in (top) and 1970 (bottom).



