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NOTICE OF DECISION
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CASE NO: PB-33 = ;
PREMISES: 87 Rindge Avenue Extension m =
Office-2/Flood Plain Overlay District 5’,’:, ==
’ <
Cad

ZONING DISTRICT:
PETITIONER: Genetics Institute

APPLICATION DATE: March 31, 1983

DATE OF HEARING: May 17, 1983
PETITION: 1. Special Permit for Alteration of an existing non-conforming
structure;
2. Special Pemmit for regulated activities, Flood Plain Overlay
District
DATE OF PLANNING BOARD DECISION: June 7, 1983
June 9, 1983

DATE OF FILING THE DECISION:

Decision (summary): Both special permits approved as proposed.

Appeals, if any, shall be made pursuant to Section 17 of
Massachusetts General Laws Chapter 40A, and shall be filed
within twenty (20) days after the date of filing of the above

referenced decision with the City Clerk.

Copies of the complete decision and final plans, if applicable,
are on file with the office of Community Development and the )

City Clerk.

Soot T A& Lot 1ol

Date Authorized Rep tive
to the Planning _




‘1OF CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

ANNING BOARD

ALL ANNEX, 57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 02139

Mimor Amlendment,

Case No: PB #33
Premises: 87 Rindge Avenue Extension
Original Approval: June 7, 1983

Date of Planning
Board Approval of
Minor Amendment: July 17, 1984

At its regular meeting on Tuesday, July 17, 1984 the Planning Board
unanimously approved the amendments to the original permit as
detailed in plans referenced and information contained in a letter
to the planning Board from Jeffrey Burke, Payette Associates,

dated July 17, 1984.

For the Planning Board,

Gk 2,

Arthur Parris
Chairman

AP/tm



:x OF CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS

ANNING BOARD
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HALL ANNEX, 57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE 02139

Case No: PB 33

Premises: ‘87 Rindge Avenue Extension,
Cambridge, Massachusetts

Zoning District: Office 2 (0-2) District; Flood Plain
Overlay District

Petitioner: Genetics Institute

Application Date: March 31, 1983

Public Hearing Date: May 17, 1983
Petition: 1. Special Permit for Alteration of an
Existing Non~Conforming Structure;
2. Special Permit for Regulated Activities,
Flood Plain Overlay District.

Decision Date: June 7, 1983

Background

The Premises are located on the north side of Rindge Avenue Extension,
in the industrial portion of the Alewife Revitalization Area known

as the "Industrial Triangle", which is within an Office-2 (02-) Dis-
trict and a Flood Plain Overlay District.

The Petitioner propose to demolish a portion of the structure now on
the Premises to renovate the remaining structure and to landscape the
Premises to provide for parking and vegetated:open space (collectively,
the "Project"). The renovations, described in greater detail below,
will convert approximately 52,816 square feet of warehouse and manu-
facturing space into approximately 53,640 square feet of office, re-
-search and development space for the use of the Petitioner. Accessory
parking will consist of 84 spaces on the Premises. The proposed re-
novations, demolition, parking and landscaping are shown on plans sub-
mitted as part of the Application, revised as of May 17, 1983 (Site
Plan l.s, First Floor Plan A 2.1, Second Floor Plan A 2.2, Building
Elevation 3.1 and Building Sections A 3.2). An alternative treatment
of the accessory dzive (the "Service Drive") serving the Premises
loading area and of Rindge Avenue Extension street line have been pre-
pared (as more fully described below) and is submitted as part of the
Site Plan for approval by the Planning Board.



The structure presently on the Premises has been used for light steel
fabricating and for a variety of warehouse uses. The structure does
not conform to the current requirements of the Cambridge Zoning Ordi-
nance (the "Ordinance"), as more particularly described below. As
shown in the Building Photographs (A 14.12-A 14.16) submitted in the
Application, the existing structure is visually in keeping with the

former industrial and warehouse character of the area but is no longer

in keeping with the character of uses permitted in the 0-2 District
and the office buildings now or soon to be adjacent to it.

The Petitioner requests two special permits; a Flood Plain Overlay
District Special Permit and a Special Permit for Alternation of an
Existing Non-Conforming Structure.

A. SPECIAL PERMIT FOR ALTERATION OF EXISTING STURCTURE

Petitioner's request for a Special Permit for Alteration of an
Existing Non-Conforming Structure is submitted to the Planning
Board, rather than the Board of Appeals, in conjunction with the
Application for a Flood Plain Special Permit, pursuant to Section
10.45 of the Ordinance.

Ordinance Provisions for Alterations of an Existing Non—-Conforming
Structure

The Project requires a special permit under 8.22 (a) of the Ordinance
to alter an existing nonconforming structure for reasons described
below. The Ordinance establishes four substantive requirements in
order for a project to qualify for this Special Permit: (1) such
alteration will not be substantially more detrimental to the neigh-
borhood, (2) the alteration is not in further violation of the dimen-
sional requirements of Article 5.000 of the Ordinance, (3) the alte-
ration is not in further violation of the parking requirements of
Article 6.000 of the Ordinance, and (4) the structure will not be
increased in area or volume by more than 25 percent.

The Cambridge Zoning Ordinance ( 10.43) further directs the Planning
Board to consider for every Special Permit whether the granting of
the Special Permit would be detrimental to the public interest, for

reasons having to do with congestion, hazard, nuisance, adverse affect

on the neighborhood character and adjacent uses, or impairment of the
integrity of the relevant zoning district or an adjoining district.

Existing Structure

L

The existing structure does not conform to the requirements of Ordinance

Article 5.000 as to side yards or to the requirements of Ordinance
Article 6.000 as to the design and landscaping of parking areas. As
shown on the Site Survey (A 1.1) submitted with the Application, the
existing structure is not set back from either the west or northwest
lot lines the distance required by the Ordinance. The premises are
now 98% covered with imperious material. Virtually the entire front
yeard is paved and used for accessory parking. No landscaping or
screening is provided for the paved areas, nor is there a distinct

curb at the street line. An entrance and exit drive of a limited width

cannot be distinguished.



The general appearance of the existing structure is that of an
unsightly industrial use, without pedestrian amenities or parking
and traffic controls.

The exiéting structure has an interior floor area of approximately
52,816 square feet.

The Project: Proposed Renovations and Landscaping

The Petitioner proposes to renovate the structure and landscape the
Premises in a manner which will increase conformity to the dimensional
and parking requirements of the Ordinance, will be visually in keep-
ing with the emerging character and recent rezoning of the Alewife
Triangle area, and which will enhance the safety and traffic flow of
Rindge Avenue Extension.

The Project involves no further encroachment into any required yard
area. The "foot print" of the existing L-shaped structure will be
reduced by demolition of the portion of the structure extending south,
toward Rindge Avenue Extension.

The exterior of the structure will be renovated by the placement of
a new brick facade on all sides of the building. A two-story - ;
atrium will extend from. the south (front) elevation into the struc-
ture to create a distinctive, visually appeallng element facing to-
ward Rindge Avenue Extension.

Parking will be provided for 84 cars in parking areas screened from
the street, landscaped and of a configuration permitted by the
Ordinance. Shade trees will be planted in front of the building and
in islands in the parking area. The front yard will be clearly demar-
cated from the street and distinct entrance and exit drives, of the
width permitted by the Ordinance, will connect to the street at clear,
limited curb cuts. Pedestrian walkways provide access from the build-
ing to the street and parking areas. Approximately one quarter of

the premises, aside from parking areas, will be vegetated open space.

Petitioner's plans call for placement of the Service Drive, for. access
to the loading dock by service and delivery vehicles, at the east side
and rear of the building. This represents a reduction in paved park-
ing and drive areas from present conditions. Petitioner is actively
discussing alternative means of access to the loading dock for such
deliveries over abutting land. 1In the event alternative access is
available to Petitioner, Project landscaping will be as shown in
Petitioner's Site Plan Site Plan marked "Alternative Treatment of
Street Line and Service Drive".

The interior of the structure will be renovated to provide for the
Petitioner's use. A partial second floor is to be created, resulting
in an interior floor area of approximately 53,640 square feet.



Findings

1. Structure Alterations Not Substantially More Detrimental

The proposed alterations as shown on the Site Plan and the Alter-
native Site Plan will not be more detrimental to the neighborhood
than the existing structure. The Project consists of demolition of
a portion of the existing nonconforming structure, improvements to
the exterior appearance of the structure, a net increase of interior
sguare footage of approximately 1%, reduction in the paved parking
area of the Premises, and landscaping to increase vegetative ground
cover. These alterations are an improvement to the neighborhood.
The wvisual character of the structure and Premises after alterations
will be more in keeping with the uses and structures permitted in
the zoning district. The pattern of pedestrian and vehicular ingress
and egress will be channeled and controlled, in contrast to the
existing situation., The structure, after alteration, will have an
improved new bkxick facade of equal treatment on all four sides and
will be set back further from the street than the existing structure
and plantings will screen the Premises from the street. Together,
these improvements will enhance the environment of the neighborhood.

2. Not In Further vViolation of Article 5,000

The proposed alterations will cause no increase in the dimensional

non-conformity of the structure. The proximity of the building to

the lot lines will not be increased at any point,., In all respects

other than the existing non-conformities in regard to yard require-
ments, the structure, after alteration, will comply with the dimen-
sional requirements of Article 5.000 of the Ordinance.

3. Not in Further Violation of Article 6,000

The proposed alterations will cause no increase in any non-conformity
of the Premises to the parking requirements of Article 6.000 of the
Ordinance., The Premises, after alteration, will contain the number
of parking spaces required to service the building, as renovated and
said spaces and the adjoining aisles will conform to the applicable
design requirements in the 0-2 district.

4., Structure Will Not Be Increased by More Than 25%

The interior floor area of the building will be increased by approxi-
mately 1%. The volume of the structure will not be increased, but
rather will be decreased significantly as a result of demolition of

a portion of the existing structure.

B. FLOOD PLAIN SPECIAL PERMIT

Flood Plain Overlay District Ordinance

The Petition is submitted in compliance with the requirements of
Section 11.70 of the Cambridge Zoning Ordinance, which establishes the
"Flood Plain Overlay District" (the "Flood Plain Ordinance"). The
Premises are subject to the Flood Plain Ordinance in that they fall
within Flood Zone A-5 as designated on the Cambridge Flood Insurance
Rate Map ("FIRM") dated July 5, 1982, published by the Federal Emer-



gency Management Agency ("FEMA"). The Flood Plain Ordinance requires
a Special Permit for "substantial improvement" of a structure in the
Flood Plain Overlay District,

The Flood Plain Ordinance establishes six substantive requirements

in order for a project to qualify - for a Special Permit. One of these
Section 11.75 (1) - relates only to sites in an area designated as

a zone A or Floodway on the FIRM. As the Premises are not so desig-
nated, this provision is inapplicable to the Premises. The remaining
five requirements are as follows: '

1. A registered professional engineer must certify that enc-
roachment by the Project into the Flood Plain Overlay Dis-
trict will not result in any increase in flood levels dur-
ing a "100-year flood" (i.e., the level of flooding which
statistically has a 1% chance of occurrence in any year)
( 11.74(3)):

2. Water retention capacity at the site must be maintained at
at volume at least equal to the pre-project status, and any
displacement of such capacity msut be replaced on the same
lot or on another lot subject to the Applicant's control
( 11.75(2)):

3. The design of flood water retention systems must not cause
nuisance, hazard or detriment to occupants of the project
site or abutters ( 11.75(3)):

4. The proposed use must comply with applicable zoning, the
state building code and "any other applicable laws" ( 11.75(4));

5. The Applicant must demonstrate how the particular project
plans designed to comply with the Flood Plain Overlay Dis-
trict requirements also meet the spirit and intent of appli-
cable "District Development Policies" contained in the
Alewife Urban Design Study Phase II ( 11,75(5)).

As noted above, Cambridge Zoning Ordinance 10.43 further sets forth
matters to be considered by the Planning Board in connection with a
request for a special permit.

Finally, the state Zoning Act, M.G.L. Chapter 40A, requires that the
Planning Board find that the proposed use for which the Special Permit
is sought is in harmony with the general purpose and intent of the
Cambridge Zoning Ordiance.

Site Topography, Landscaping and Flood Water Retention System

Based on data prepared by H.W. Moore Associates, Inc., Project Con-
sulting Engineers, the Petitioner submitted the following information
for the Planning Board's consideration.

The Premises are located in a flood plain in which the base elevation
of the 100-year flood is 18.04 feet above mean sea level (City of
Cambridge Base). Presently, the maximum elevation of the Premises

is 19.49 feet and the minimum elevation is 17.78 feet.



Twenty-three (23) cubic yards of the Premises are now below the base
elevation of the 1l00~year fléod. This flood storage capacity is
located in two small areas between the building and the street.

The Project, when completed, will result in no material change to the
maximum elevation of the Premises and will decrease the minimum ele-
vation of the Premises by 0.48 feet at the location of certain storm
drains. As a result, the Project will create approximately 200 cubic
yards of flood storage capacity (i.e. approximately an additional 177
cubic yards of storage capacity), in the vicinity of certain storm
drains.

In addition, the Project will alter the Premises so as to decrease

the extent of imperious ground cover. The only vegetative cover on

the remaining 2% of the site is grass. The resulting runoff from the
site is now 15.7 cubic feet per second. Upon completion of the Pro-
ject, a maximum of 63% of the Premises will be c¢overed with impervious
ground cover (i.e., at minimum, an additional 35% will be covered with
vegetation). Trees, grass and shrubs will be added to the site as
part of landscaping which enhances the pedestrian entryway to the
building and open space areas and which screens accessory parking.

The runoff rate after renovation and landscaping will be no greater
than 12.0 cubic feet per second (i.e. at least 3.7 cubic feet per
second less than at present).

The compensatory flood storage areas are depressions in portions of
paved areas at selected catch basins. These areas, entirely within
the Premises, are within larger areas screened from public ways by
vegetation and separated from abutters.

Findings

1. Flood Level Certification by Registered Professional Engineer:

s

not result “in*ahy.s
e occurence of the 100-

= { i,

2. Retention Capacity:

As a combined result of the minimum elevation of the Premises,
the decrease in impervious ground cover, the increased flood
storage capacity and decreased rate of runoff which the Project
will accomplish, the water retention capacity of the Premises
will be increased. There will be no displacement of retention
volume from the Premises.

3. Retention System Design:

The flood water retention systems will not cause any hazard, nui-
sance or detriment to occupants of the Premises or abutters. The
proposed flood water retention system will . .not depend upon drain-
age over or storage capacity in roadways, occupied buildings, or
abutters' land. As noted above, runoff will be reduced, and
therefore the detrimental effect of the 100-year flood on abutters
will be reduced from pre-development conditions.



Use Compliance with 0-2 Zoning, Building Code, and Other Laws:

The underlying zoning of the Premises as an Office-2 ("0-2")
Districts permits "technical office for research and development"
and "laboratory and research facility" uses as of right, without
any requirement for other special permits or a variance (Ordin-
ance 4.34). Accordingly, the proposed use of the Premises for
research and associated offices complies with the use provisions
of the Ordinance. Similarly, the accessory parking use is both
permitted and required in the 0-2 District ( 6.30 and 6.36).

The State Building Code (the "code") provides a variety of regu-
lations pertaining to construction of buildings. The use of the
Project will be in compliance with the Code. In addition, the
Project is designed to comply with all applicable Code provisions,
regulating the construction of buildings of this type and size.
The Project is also designed to comply with all applicable pro-
visions of the Cambridge General Ordinances.

Alewife Revitalization Study Policies:

"Appendix One, District Development Policies" of the Alewife
Revitalization, Alewife Urban Design Study Phase II (the "Study")
states that the Development Policies are intended "to effect
immediate and qualitative improvements in the physical and social
environment of Alewife". The Project effects this intent and is
in keeping with several development principles for the Alewife
area which are noted in the Study, as follows. The Project, as

a scientific research and development facility, will upgrade the
economic activity of the area and add to the quantity and diver-
sity of current job opportunities, as recommended by the Study.
The Project will renovate an unsightly, underutilized building
which serves a less economically viable and productive use. Con-
sistent with the Study's principles, the Project calls for a
development less dense than the maximum permitted by the under=-
lying zoning district. The area of the Premises fronting on
Rindge Avenue Extension will provide open space and a cleaner, .

more attractive pedestrian environment, as called for by the

Study. Landscaping of the Premlses will reduce impervious ground
cover and help mitigate the area's hydrology problems noted in
the Study.

Harmony with Intent of Zoning:

The Project will comply with the provisions of the Cambridge
Zoning Ordinance and the statement of purpose in Section 1.30 of
the Ordinance, by furthering economic development, rational land
use, and public health, welfare and safety.

Zone A and Floodwav:

No filling or other encroachment will occur in Zone A areas oOr
in the floodway, as shown on the FIRM.



Decision

Based on the above findings the Planning Board grants the two special
permit requests; A. Alteration of a nonconforming structure and B.
Construction of the Project in the Flood Plain Overlay District, as
set forth in the plans submitted as part of the application and sub-
ject to conditions described below.

1. The location, size and design of the building and other deve~-
lopment features shall remain generally as indicated in the
application and plans as submitted except as modified below.

2. The Project may be constructed as shown on the Site Plan
entitled "Alternative Treatment of Street Line and Service
Drive" so long as Petitioner has rights of access over
adjacent land for service and delivery vehicles to Petitioner's
loading dock:;

3. Such plans shall also be modified in accordance with the
duly authorized requirements of the Cambridge Conservation
Commission, pursuant to the Wetlands Protection Act, pro-
vided a copy of such modified plans is filed with the Plan-
ning Board and reserving to the Planning Board the right to
review and approve any material modifications to the Site
Plan for consistency with the Board's findings.

This conditional approval of the Special Permit applications has be

made by a ynanimous vote of five members of the Planning
Board on _Jupe 7, 1983 .

2%§; phe Planni Board
S /7 .
/f')/""'/".//#‘r“ . éry

Arthur C. Parris
Chairman



ZONING SUMMARY

GenetidsInstitute -

APPENDIX

Office-2/Flood Plain Overlay

Required/Allowed Proposed ~=="
1. FAR 2.0(135,659 sf) «395(53,640 sf)
2. Height 85! 37.2°
3. Setbacks:
Front 59.8' 246"
sid
SR 40" 540 (1)
L 40" 20 (1)
Rear 59.8" or (1)
4, Off-Street Parking: 84 (alternative 1)
78 (alternative 2)
Minimum 67
Maximum 134
5. Alteration of a n/c
structure by SP (2)
extend n/c by 25% ‘ :

1% increase in
floor area
6. Building Material ——— brick facade
around entire
building

(1)

Setbacks of existing non-conforming structure will not
be increased..

(Z)Thoughxtotal n/c building volume-will be reduced, the 1%
increase in floor area is a result of addinga second floor
level within the existing building envelope.



A copy of this decision shall be filed with the Office of
the City Clerk. Appeals if any shall be made pursuant to
Section 17, Chapter 40A, Massachusetts General Laws and shall

be filed within twenty (20) days after the date of such fil-
ing in the Office of the City Clerk.

ATTEST: A true and correct.copy of the decision filed with
the Office of the City Clerk on

o 4. 3B
by 7 A\~S N\ S, , authorized representa-
tive of the Cambridge Plaﬁning Board. All plans referred to
in the decision have likeyise been filed with the City Clerk
on such date.

Twenty (20) days have elapsed since the filing of this deci-
sion. No appeal has been filed.

Date

City Clerk, City of Cambridge




Payette Associates

Payette Associates Inc 40 Isabella Street Telex 940686
Architects/Planners Boston MA 02116 Payette Bsn
(617) 423-0070

HAND DELIVERED

17 July 1984

Planning Board

City of Cambridge

57 Inman Street
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: Revised Site Plan for Genetics Institute
87 Rindge Avenue Extension

To the Planning Board:
On behalf of Genetics Institute, I respectfully submit modi-
fications to Genetics Institute's Site Plan as described on

the following drawings:

Set Number 1

1. Revised Site Plan Al.2, dated 13 July 1984.
2. Revised Storm Drainage Plan, dated 17 July 1984 (Plan Al.5)

Set Number 2

l. Site Plan, Al.2, dated 17 May 1983
2. Alternative Site Plan Al.2, dated 17 May 1983
3. Storm Drainage Plan, dated 17 May 1983.

These are plans approved 7 June 1983 by the Planning Board and
are enclosed for reference.

DESCRIPTION OF REVISIONS

The site revisions are related to the items as follows:

A. Alteration of the front property line due to the widening
of Rindge Avenue Extension.

B. Addition of a 3'-0" high brick wall berm, and planting
along the front property line. Please note this is re-
lated to Spaulding & Slye's Cambridge Park development.

C. Addition of an outdoor trash compactor and emergency gen-
erator which are enclosed by a 11'-0" high brick wall.

D. Increase in the number of parking spaces from 84 to 110.



PLANNING BOARD 13 July 1983
87 Rindge Avenue Page 2

FLOOD WATER RETENTION SYSTEM

Due to the widening of Rindge Avenue Extension, our flood
water retention system has been reduced from our previous site
plan. However, the storage capacity is still greater than the
original existing conditions and is calculated as follows:

CONDITION WATER RETENTION SYSTEM
1. Original Site 23 cubic yards

(pre-August 1983)

2. Initial Site Design approx. 200 cubic yards
(dated 17 May 1983)

3. Revised Site Design approx. 150 cubic yards
(dated 17 July 1983)

These revisions are being submitted simultaneously to the
Cambridge Conservation Commission. and the Planning Board.

Sincerely,

PAYETTE ASSOCIATES INC.

Jeffery J. Burke

cc: Clerk, City of Cambridge
Cambridge Conservation Commission

Dr. William Strycharz, Genetics Institute, Inc.
Joan Lastovica, City of Cambridge



HALE AND DORR
COUNSELLORS AT LAW
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
60 STATE STREET

CABLE HAFIS BSN BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS O2109 WASHINGTON OFFICE
TELEX 94-0472 1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVE.,N.W.
TELECOPIER (617) 742-9100 WASHINGTON, D.C.20004
DOMESTIC (617) 367-6133 (617) 742-9108 (202) 393-0800
INTERNATIONAL (617) 367-6180 CABLE HAFIS WSH
TELECOP'ER (202) 393-4497

May 31, 1983

Cambridge Conservation Commission
57 Inman Street
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: Notice of Intent dated March 31, 1983,
by Genetics Institute for 87 Rlndge
Avenue Extension, Cambridge

Ladies and Gentlemen:

On behalf of Genetics Institute, I respectfully submit
a revised Environmental Data Form and Rev1sed Site Plans in
the above-referenced matter.

The Site Plan is revised in that it now shows a service
drive connecting the loading area, at the rear of the building,
with the access drive to Rindge Avenue Extension. The Revised
Environmental Data Form reflects this change.

Included with the Site Plans is an Alternative Treatment
of Street Line and Service Drive. This drawing is similar to
the plan originally submitted to you in that no service drive
is shown. Development according to the "Alternative Treatment"
depends upon Genetics Institute's obtaining rights to pass over
abutting land for access to the loading dock.

Genetics Institute respectfully asks the Conservation
Commission to issue an Order of Conditions which allows con-
struction in accordance with either the Rev1sed Site Plan,
either with or without the service drive.



HALE AND DORR

Cambridge Conservation Commission
Page Two
May 31, 1983

In addition, as you know, Genetics Institute is seeking
approval from the Planning Board and the Biohazards Committee
for this project. Genetics Institute will of course comply
with the requirements of these bodies as well as those of the
Conservation Commission. In order to avoid any further re-
submission to you, we respectfully ask that any Order of Con-
ditions you issue allows the Plans to be modified as required
by the Planning Board and the Cambridge Biohazards Committee,
pursuant to their respective authority.

Sincerely,

Jonathan M. Bockian
Attorney for the Applicant

Enclosure

JMB:cb

cc: Cambridge Board of Health
Cambridge Planning Boardg.
Brett Schmidli
Richard L. Berkman, Esqg.



HALE AND DORR

COUNSELLORS AT LAW
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
60 STATE STREET

[ER A LY o & ’
CABLE HAFIS BSN BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS O2109 o i-; £ l;} WASHINGTON OFFICE
TELEX 9£4-0472 1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVE., N.W.
TELECOPIER (617) 742-9100 EL I TY H o i{, WASHINGTON, D.C.20004
DOMESTIC (617) 367-6133 (617) 742-9108 68wt ] f}ﬁ 3 (202) 393-0800
INTERNATIONAL (617) 367-6180 CABLE HAFIS WSH

TELECOPIER (202) 393-4497

N T i itange
CAmER JRlMUNITY

DEVILCPHENT DEPT.

May 31, 1983

Planning Board

City of Cambridge

57 Inman Street
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: PB 33, Petition by Genetics Institute for
Special Permits for Improvements at
87 Rindge Avenue Extension

Ladies and Gentlemen:

In connection with the above-referenced petition,
Genetics Institute asks me to respectfully convey their
request that the issuance of the special permits applied
for reference a requirement that Petitioner renovate all
four sides of the structure in brick, particularly the
west facade, regardless of the placement of the service
drive on the premises.

This request is presented in order to reflect the
agreement between Petitioner and Spaulding and Slye
Company, as abutter to the west, that such renovation
will proceed, regardless of the outcome of any future
discussions they may have concerning rights of access
over the abutting land. '

In anticipation of your favorable response, thank you.

JMB:cb

cc: Mirza Mehdi
Brett Schmidli
Peter Willis



HALE AND DORR

COUNSELLORS AT LAW
A PARTNERSHIP INCLUDING PROFESSIONAL CORPORATIONS
60 STATE STREET

CABLE HAFIS BSN BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02109 WASHINGTON OFFICE
TELEX 94-0472 1201 PENNSYLVANIA AVE.,N.W.
TELECOPIER (617) 742-8100 WASHINGTON, D.C.20004
DOMESTIC (617) 367-6133 (617) 742-9108 (202) 393-0800
INTERNATIONAL (617) 367-6180 CABLE HAFIS WSH

TELECOPIER (202) 393-4497

HAND DELIVERED

May 17, 1983

Planning Board

City of Cambridge

57 Inman Street
Cambridge, MA 02139

Re: Petition for Special Permits by
Genetics Institute for 87 Rindge
Avenue Extension, Case No. PB 83

To The Planning Board:

On behalf of Genetics Institute, I respectfully submit
modifications to Genetics Institute's application for special
permits in the above-referenced case, in the following form:

l. Revised Site Plans including plan entitled,
"Alternate Treatment of Street Line and
Service Drive";

2. Revised Building Elevations;
3. Engineer's Certificate; and
4. Revised Environmental Data Form.

The Revised Site Plan differs from the plan submitted
originally in that it shows (a) a drive for service and de-
livery vehicles connecting the loading area (at the rear of
the building) with the access drive to Rindge Avenue Exten-
sion, and (b) new facade on all sides of the building, rather
than on selected portions only. The Revised Building Elevation
shows the new facade to be placed on the west side of the
building.



HALE AND DORR

Planning Board
Page Two
May 17, 1983

The Alternative Treatment of Street Line and Service
Drive shows the new facade on all sides (as above) but
does not show the service drive. Petitioner is - nego-
tiating for rights of access over adjacent land. In addition,
this plan shows a pedestrian plaza area at the southwest
corner of Petitioner's lot. Petitioner respectfully asks
the Board to approve the Alternative Treatment plan, sub-
ject to Petitioner's obtaining such rights, as well as
the Site Plan showing the service drive.

The Revised Environmental Data Form reflects information
based on the Revised Site Plan.

Very truly yours,

Jonathan M. Bockian
Attorney for the Petitioner

Enclosure

JMB:cb

cc: Clerk, City of Cambridge
Cambridge Conservation Commission
Mr. Mirza Mehdi, Genetics Institute
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ENVIRONMENTAL DATA FORM h N

1. All parts of this form are to be filled out by the applicant or his'
agent under the provisions of G.L. cC. 131 s. 40.

2. Where a section is not relevant to the apprlication in.Question, the.
‘ words "Not Applicable™ should be entgred on the appropriata line.

NAME OF APPLICANT " Genetics Institute

ADDRESS OF APPLICANT 225 Longwood Avenue, Bostbn, MA 02115

MUNICIPALITIZS WHZRE ACTIVITY IS PROPOSZD AND NOTICE IS FILZD

DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY INVOLVED IN
APPLICATION (including the dimensions

of any existing bulldings, decks, marinas,
existing cesspools) - ' -

(See Site Survey)

) _DESCRIPTIQN OF MODIFICATIDNS PROPOSED
ON THE SITE, including grading, dredging,
removal of vegetation, etc. .

(See Site Plan and Storm
Drainage Plan)

A. SOILS

l. United sStates Pepartment of Fill over Sand over Clay-
Agriculture Soil Types (show on map)

2. Permeability of soil on the sita. (Dates of testing)

No tests taken: Not applicable

3. Rate of percolation of water through
the soil. (Dates of testing)

N No tests taken: No applicable

B. SURFACZ WATE=ERS

1. Distance of site from nearest Approx. 300' - 400' to

surface water (Date of measurement) Little River . .. ..cesimemesse
clemt : ) as measured from aerial plat)




- A - = ~
2. Scusces of runofs watar None, except on-site watershed = .
3. Rate of runcff frcm the site Predevelopment: 'V : 15.7 c.F.s.
Post-development: _ = .. ° 12.0 C.F.s.
4. Destization of runcfs water Cambridge Storm Sewer System
S. Chemical additives to runoff None
‘ wWater on the site
C. GRCUND COVER ’
l. ZE=Extant of existing’ impervious 98¢
ground cover on the site ’
2. Extent of propcsed impervious 63%
ground cover on the site. -
3. Zxtent of existing vegetative . - e
'~ cover on the site - ' v Grassonly.t o e
“pdu | L —
4. Zxtent of progosed vegetative Trees, grass, and shrubs
Cover on the 3ita ) .
TOFCSRATHY
1. Mom@mum existing elevation on site 19.49
Q. Minimum exis=in elevition cn site 17.78
3. Maxzimum proposed elevation of si+ta Approx. same as existing
4. Minimem proposed elevaticn of site 17.3

Grade increased for building

S. Descristion of provosed change in topcgra_chy where necessary for sufficient

clearance for 100 vear flood.

GRCVID WATER

l. HMinimem depth to water table on site (at :img of f£iling) ..

Grade decrease for compen-
atory flood storgge.

3.  Seascnal masimum grcound water

elavasion 15.0




. ' A M \~ ’ .
F. WATER sSuPrLY ’ : 3 Sl . : Cambridge City .-
l. The scurce of the watar to be provided to the sita Vater

2. The expected water requirements (g.p.d.) for the site .40 g.p.d.

-3+ The usas to which water will be put  Total use for .sanitary-and
. . . ’ laboratory/process requirements

I

’ . - .. (See Site Sur;/éy) ' :
G. SEWAGZ DISPOSAL . Note: Neutrallization tank on east.
of bldg. and pump tank on north side

‘ 1. Sewage disposal System (description discharging into existing MDC sewer.

and location on the site, of system)

2. Expected content of the sewage Effluent to be:
effluents (human waste, pesticides, 90% Domestic Sanitary

detergents, oils, heavy metals, 5% Lab°?at°;y/?r°§ess (:,“;ated e
other C‘Hemicals) . ‘ remove any c¢ emicals -Or. le azaraous

materials '
. 3% Glasswashing (some detergents)
3. Expected cdaily volume of sewage 2% Boiler water blowdown
4000 o.pn.d.
H. SOLID WASTE - T ' ' . Expect to generate 100 cubic feet

of solid waste per day

1. Estimated quantity of solid waste
to be developed on the site

Picked up and hauled twice weekly

‘ 2. Methed for diéposal of solid waste o approved disposal site.
3. Plans!for recycling of solid waste Not Applicable
I. BOAT YARDS, DCCKXsS, MARINAS . Not Applicable

l. Capacity of marina (number of
boats, running feet)

2. Deszcription of docks and floats ,
(site, dimensions) Not Applicable | )

-d 4
3. lf:esiz:;gfz‘on of sewage pumpout Not Applicable ’
aciilties (type of waste disposal)

4. Description of fueling facilities

and fuyel storage tanks Not Applicable




5. Description of fuel spill'p:evention
measures and equipment .

Not Applicable

IMPACT OF PROPCSED ACTION APFLIZD FOR
‘ None
l. Effects on plant species
(upland and marine)
2. Effects on marine species (shellfish, f£infish) Not Applicalbe
£ o - Y ’
3. Ef&ecfs on drainage and runof# Negligible
4. Effects on siltation of surface waters None
5. Effects on groundwater quality None
6. Effects on surface water quality Negligible
K. " ALTERNATIVES TO-PROPOSED ACTION
L. Descrite alternatives to the Noibﬁild

requested action-

2. Descrike the benefits of the requested
action over the alternatives

Requested action reduces
impervious ground cover, in-
Creases vegetation, causes
reduction in run-off rate and

provides signhirficanc economic
benefit to area.




ENGINEER'S CERTIFICATE

Planning Board Case No. PB 83
Project: Genetics Institute Renovations

87 Rindge Avenue Extension
Cambridge, Massachusetts

The undersigned hereby certifies that the above-
referenced project will cause no encroachment of the flood-
way as shown on the Flood Insurance Rate Map‘of Cambridge
dated July 5, 1982,and that the project will not result
in any increase in flood levels during the occurrence.of

the 100-year flood as shown on said Map.
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GENETICS INSTITUTE | No. 2137

5-39/110
— March 29, 19 83

AY .
P&?DTE“{OF City of Cambridge, Massachusetts $ 200.00

Two Hundred and 00/100 - === == = = = - == === DoLLaRrs

T BANKOFBOSTON — 7
| // T - Ckok,l AuTH SIG.

00237 10LL0003R01533m L7380




“To Community Development
Elizabeth McCarthy

From Board of Assessors

Subject

Dear Ms. McCarthy:

CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
INTEROFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

Date April 27, 1983

Reference

This is to certify that the owner's name and addresses
that have been checked on the attached list are correct

except where noted in red.

The information reflects the ownership and mailing
addresses as of January 1, 1982, our current taxing date

for FY83,.

AAB:rer

Very truly yours,
BOARD OF ASSESSORS

Abigail A. Burns,SRA,MRA,MAA
Chairman

flni T /ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂf/

Kevin T. McDevitt?%ii>

Faith D. McDonald,CMA,MAA,CA~-S




CITY OF CAMBRIDGE

57 INMAN STREET, CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139 TEL. 498-9042

DEPARTMENT OF
TRAFFIC & PARKING

George Teso May 9, 1983
Director

Mr. Arthur Parris

Chairman

Cambridge Planning Board

57 Inman Street

Cambridge., Massachusetts 02139

Dear Mr. Parris,

We have reviewed the @roposed development at 87 Rindge Avenue
Extension and recommend approval but have the following comments.

The parking layout .is good but would recommend the parking bay
width be increased from 51 feet to 53 feet. This will enable larger
cars to enter the parking stalls without having to back up.

The site plan shows the loading area in the rear of the building
with no vehicle access on their property.. We therefore assume there
is an agreement with the owners of the abutting property to allow vehicles
making deliveries to Genetics Institute access across théir property.

Very truly yours

auren M. Preston
Traffic Engineer

LMP:xd



