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BPG / Bluestone Planning Group 
Urban Design      Planning       Architecture 
 
 
DRAFT 
CAMBRIDGE REDEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE MEETING 
NOTES: Google Connectors & Corporate Signage Design   
February 6, 201 
 
Attending: Kathy Born (CRA), Barry Zevin (CRA), Tom Evans (Executive Redevelopment Officer, 
CRA), Stuart Dash (CDD), Roger Boothe (CDD), Kevin Sheehan (BP), David Stewart (BP), Mike 
O’Hearn (BP), Ben Lavery (BP), Kristin Chiles, by phone (Google), Kevin Hurley (CBRE), Steve 
Murphy (CBRE), Jonathan Murin (Nelson), John Schuyla (FXFowle), Mark Strauss (FXFowle), 
Charles Redmon (C7A), and Larry Bluestone (BPG).  
 
Notes Submitted By: Larry Bluestone  
_______________________________________________________________________________ 
 
On February 6, 2014, the CRA’s Design Review Committee and Boston Properties (BP) met with 
representatives of Google to review current Google corporate signage designs for the Main St. 
façade of the CC3-CC5 Google Connector building and interior designs for Google’s CC4–CC5 
Connector. Kristin Chiles of Google introduced and presented Googles’ updated signage designs 
for the CC3–CC5 Connector and interior designs for the CC4–CC5 Connector.  
 
 
CC3-CC5 Google Connector - Corporate Façade Signage Proposal & Discussion 
 
Kristen Chiles presented the latest designs for the Google sign on the Main St. façade. It was 
essentially what the Committee had seen before and had encouraged. Kristin said that internal 
corporate Google approval for the design shown has been obtained. Kristin further explained that 
the sign would be illuminated with programmable LED lighting – either white or colors, and that the 
coloring could be changeable. She said that the sign is likely to be installed by May 2014. Barry 
Zevin asked if the Google signage letters could be easily reached to be cleaned and maintained. 
Kristin responded that she was sure this question had been considered. Kathy Born then reiterated 
the Committee’s support for the sign proposal drawings as presented. 
 
Kristin then raised a new issue, “in the spirit of candor”, that Google corporate may in the future 
want to explore additional (one or more) Google signs higher on CC5. Kristin said that this was new 
thinking and that Google had not yet discussed this idea with BP. She further said that she had 
briefed corporate about the deliberate and ongoing design review process that has been successful 
to date between Google and the CRA regarding the current sign proposal.  
 
Since there was no detailed proposal and since Kristin did not know if a future high sign would have 
preference at the Corporate level, Tom Evans concluded the discussion by saying the CRA Board 
will schedule and consider the current sign proposal for an approval vote in two weeks, pending the 
go-ahead confirmation from Kristin.   
 
 
CC4-CC5 Google Connector – Interior Design and Layouts 
 
Kristin presented designs for the interior room and furniture layouts for the CC4-CC5 Connector as 
well as the CC3-CC5 Connector. The presentation was focused on a rendering of what the public 
would see from the rooftop garden looking into the CC4-CC5 Connector. 
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Kristin, referring to the rendering, pointed out that the blank expanse of walls seen on both levels 
were rendered in yellow as a placeholder because Google had not yet decided on the wall art or 
murals that would eventually be installed on these walls. 
 
Kathy Born responded by providing context and previous concerns of both the City and CRA. She 
said the main issue to the Authority was what the public would see from the rooftop garden and that 
the primary goals were always ‘transparency’ and ‘activity or liveliness’ within the Connector. Kathy 
said she believed that at every stage of design submission, the proposals had slipped further from 
these original goals and the images of transparency and liveliness that the original concept 
renderings, prepared earlier by Elkus Manfredi, had portrayed. She reminded everyone that it was 
these original renderings which served as the basis for the City’s and CRA’s approval of the 
Connector. 
 
Kevin Sheehan responded that the core and shell design, shown on the original renderings and 
plans, had remained entirely consistent, and that was the basis for earlier approvals. Today’s 
interior plan layout submissions reflect both Google’s space needs and do not differ to any great 
extent from the plan layouts presented previously to the Committee. 
 
Tom Evans said that it would be difficult to approve the plans, as is, particularly since it was still not 
known what the artwork or murals would be on the blank walls shown in the rendering. Also, Tom 
pointed out that a ‘floating’ conference room shown on the sixth floor considerably disrupts the flow 
of continuous space and through transparency on that floor. He suggested that it be removed. 
Kristin responded that the plan reflects Google’s space needs. 
 
Larry Bluestone commented that the rendering may not do the actual plan and appearance of 
activity within justice, and suggested that new rendering viewpoints be prepared that may better 
indicate the level of activity within. He also commented that during much of the day, rooftop garden 
users would hardly be able to see in at all through the glass façade curtainwall unless the interior 
illumination levels were very high compared to outside sunlight . So, interior illumination levels 
should be studied. 
 
Barry Zevin, referring to the interior layouts for the floors in the CC3-CC5 Connector, pointed out 
that they were filled with offices, small spaces, bathrooms, etc. that did not achieve the spirit of the 
original Google presentation that these spaces would need to be ‘open’ spaces. 
 
Tom Evans concluded the discussion by saying that the project was not yet ready for successful 
Board approval. 
 
If you have any edits to these meeting notes, please forward them to Larry Bluestone at 
lbluestone@bluestoneplangroup.com, or at 617.661.0725.  
 
 
 
 
 
 


