G, W

MEMORANDUM TO:

FROM:

¥

SUBJECT:

DATE:

Last Tuesday, the Boston Transportation Planning Review delivered a set of
findings and questions to those who have been participating in the northwest
corridor meetings,and asked for our response by December 23, 1971.

As this is too soon for a considered response to be developed by the City, I
- propose to send the attached informal response.
for changes in wording, I would appreciate having these by Wednesday evening

December 22, 1971.

To assist in developing the City's formal response, I would suggest that we

dity of Cambringe

Cambridge City Council
Barbara Ackermann
Chairman, City Council

Committee on Transportation

Boston Transportation Planning Review
Northwest Corridor Progress Report

December 20, 1971

hold a thorough briefing shortly after the first of the year.

If you have any suggestions
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December 20, 1971

Mr. John G. Wofford

Study Director

Boston Transportation Planning Review
100 Boylston Street

Roston, Massachusetts

Dear Jack:

We can respond positively and applaud several of the decisions in the
BTPR Phase I Report because Cambridge policy is well-established.
However, it will take us more time than available before December ‘
23rd to establish a community concensus and Council approval on the
remainder of the issues. The questions on which we can respond are:

#1-a. Dropping the Inner Belt

#1-b. Dropping the Route #2 Extension '

#2-c. The Red-Line Extension (deep-bore direct to Alewife).

#2-e, fand g. Greatly improved public transit, especially coverage
transit. '

On all other questions I can only give you my reading of the situation:

1. Cambridge will not wish to consider any new road-building within
city limits until better public transit is planned and working.
Our desire is to discourage commutors from bringing their cars
into and through the city (by making other types of transportation
more attractive).

2. Although truck traffic is a major problem in many neighborhoods,
we would deplore the suggestion that one solution should be studied
before we understand the full scope of the problem, have developed
a variety of alternatives, and know how much relief each alterna-
tive would offer. We certainly would not want to transfer a bad
situation from one neighborhood to another.

3. We would put top priority on Red Line and other transit improve-
ments out toward Route 128.

The City Manager and the City Council will be communicating with you



RS

further as we get deeper into these matters.

Cordially,

Barbara Ackermann, Chairman
City Council Committee on
Transportation

cc: Cambridge City Council
Cambridge City Manager
Alan Altshuler, Secretary of Transportation and Construction



CAMBRIDGE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

CITY HALL
CAMBRIDGE, MASSACHUSETTS 02139
Tel. 876-6800

GeorgeA McLaughlin, Sr.

General Chairman Memorandum
Paul J. Frank
Executive Directorr

TO: The Members of the Cambrldge Advisory Committee
FROM: Paul J. Frank, Executive Director
DATE: December.16, 1971

CAMBRIDGE RESPONSE ON TRANSPORTATION PLANNING
REQUESTED BY STUDY GROUP BY NEXT THURSDAY

Cambridge, along with all the other communitles in the Northwest Region
. of the Governor's Transportatlon Plannlng Review, is expected to respond to
varlous transportatlon proposals some of which havé been discissed for the past
few months at numerous small neighborhood meetings, workshops, steering committee
sessions, and other gatherings in Cambridge.

~ John. G. Wofford, Director of the Review, has get next Thursday, December 23
as the date by which these responses should be sent to the Boston Transportatlon
Planning Review, 100 Boylston Street, Bogton, 02116, He also invited telephone
inquiries directed to Sima Osdoby at 423-2672 in that office. Governor Francis
W. Sargent will then bury the Belt and Route 2 Extension.

Mr. Wofford want to know whether you:
Agree or disagree with:

Plans to construct the Inner Belt, ('a dead issue )
Plans to construct Route 2 Exten31on, ( a dead issue )
Plans for the Green Line Extension

_The Green Line Extension which is not approved by the Study Group itself
would have rapid transit from Alewife Brook on the surface over the Fitchburg
Division of the railroad towards Somerville and Boston. The Cambridge City
Council unanimously favors a deep bore tunnel only for rapid transit to Alewife.

The Study Group supports ‘the Harvard-Alew1fe subway Extension. The Study
report says the Extension " Can better accomodate Cambridge-bound users as well
as Boston destined, users" and recommends the Green Line be dropped from further
study. So these three issues have been prepared for burial.

‘ But one new questlon whlch has been ralsed in this Transportation Review is
the proposed highway along which trucks would travel the Grand Junction Railroad
right of way from the Boston University Bridge, then adjacent to ‘the industrial

- plants and MIT to East‘Gambrldge residential area before entering Somerville.
In the opposite direction, trucks would use Portland and Albany Streets until
joining the railroad close to the BU Bridge.
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Although Cambridge residents were told repeatedly that they would be informed

well in advance of any plans and proposals before they were announced publicly,
this proposed truck route was announced at a meeting of professionals in Pier 4
Restaurant by the State Secretary of Transportation and reported in the press.
Persons at a meeting in Cambridge who requested the Secretary to announce the
"demapping" of the Bélt and Route 2 Extension, a foregone conclusion by then
of this Study anyhow, were miffed when he refused to consider their request
yet he didn't hesitate to announce a new highway through Cambridge without
even letting the City Council or City Manager know about this plan in advance.

Since the Study Group has $3.5 million in Federal funds for improved trans-

portation planning, residents of the River Street-Prospect Street districts

in Cambridge, upon invitation of the Study Group, requested that serious attent-
ion be given to the problem of 1200 trucks passing daily over these residential
streets. Many ideas on this were discussed informally at meeting held with

various Cambridge groups but the announcement at Pier 4 had the effect of

placing a top-level stamp of approval on the railroad-Portland-Albany Street
proposal. Now the difficult task is to remove the stigma of this "official
approval from the minds of many persons who don't trust planning because

of their Belt-Route 2 experiences in Cambridge.

~ What disturbs many persons is the fact that this Grand Junction- Portland
Street proposed truck route is one of the identical routés that was proposed
for the Belt Highway.

What disturbs some people equally is the text of the official preliminary
findings of the Study Group which states: _ S

" The possibility of a cross-Cambridge truck route along the Boston and
Albany rail right of way should be considered further to determine whether
appreciable numbers of truck trips could thereby be removed from local streets.

" The truck route study should be closely coordinated with a study of
Regional Goods Movements and existing and anticipated needs and locational
preferences of both truckers and their clients.

" Such a routs would give priority to trucks, but might also be opened to
buses, taxis, and, during off-peak hours, auto traffic, if controls could be
devised to assure its proper use. '

" This work should be given high priority during Phase 2."

The map accompanying this statement clearly shows that Portland Street
and Albany Street would be included in this truck route. Further, the proposal
to have buses, taxis and auto traffic move along this route, even under control-
led conditions, seems to many to be a converted version of the Belt Highway
which will require land taking and for the introduction of trucks in a residential

area.
Anyone who has been engaged in this Cambridge battle against the highways

for many years has reason to question every single proposal as well as the
conditions under which the proposals and the public announcements of them are



M"

R - pes
TS st st st 2

———
et
——— -,

———

R

soon. When such developme

U

made,

-3 -

Cambridge has withstood the pressure brought on it by outside agencies to
slice the city into highways and it is prepared to continue this battle if

for no other reason than the Cambridge tax base has increased only about 1/3

in 12 years whereas the state, county, and city governmental costs to the
Cambridge taxpayers have increased about 100 % in the same period. The city
cannot afford to have homes taken, a fact which the Study Group accepts, and

it cannot afford either to have its tax base decreased. The city has 2/ acres
of land at the so-called NASA area which the Redevelopment Authority Director
-assured representatives of the CAC recently will be placed on the market

nt  start to increase the tax base then it might be

ther cuts in that base.

Also Mr. Wofford has asked for an expression of opinion on the ppoposed
4-lane Western Corridor Connector which would take traffic from the end of
Route 2 at the Dewey and Almy traffic eircle to the Massachusetts Turnpike near

the Watertown Arsenal.

Under study is a proposal to have traffic from Route 2 also trawel over
a_ f-lane Alewife Brook Parkway toward Somerville and Medford to connect with
the Mystic Valley Parkway until it reaches Route 1-95, or 4 lanes to travel
over a road following the B & M freight reilroad near the well-known Lynch .
Drugstore in North Cambridge to College Avenue in Somerville and Harvard Street
in Medford to connect with Route I-93 close to or at the Revere Beach Parkway.

time to even consider fur

Somerville officials and residemts have already protested the College
Avenue widening and it is certain that there will be a lot more said in Somer-
ville and Cambridge about the building of highways rather than first concentrat-
ing plans on the improvement of public transportation, including better and new

bus service and the development of the Rapid Transit System.
If convenience to the public is to be the guideline for a balanced trans-

portation program then it is obvious that numerous improvements will have to be m

made first in the MBTA system before any new highway is built. Highways we
have, good bus service we do not have, and this is the reason for the unbalanced

transportation situation.

The cost to Cembridge residents for poor bus service has increased 100 %
since 1960. In 1971 Cambridge paid $3,218,500 for the MBTA or abcut $10 of its
tax rate. In 1972 the projected cost is $4,559,604 or $14 in the tax rate.

 _The Secretary,of_Tranaportation has‘it within his.poﬁer to first work for
an improved MBTA which will at least balance the conveniences of existing
highways before new ones are constructed. ‘ :
Bince Mr. Wofford, the Director of the Tyansportation Planning Review, has

set next Thursday as the deadlifte by which comments should be made on what
is known about his transportation proposals there is far too little time left

for Cambr;dge to respond adequately: B

Rush, rush, rush and then wait, wait and wait.

PJF:nw
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City of Cambridge

Mayor Velluoed : | IN ciTY COUNCIL -
Decsuber 20, 1971.
That this City Couneil go on record as being opposed to construotion
- of any balt routes, tmk routss or highways and the destruction of amy housea,
or business or factories through the Uity of Canbridge, especially as botng
opposed £0 the Eln Street end Portland=Adbeny routes; snd be it Surther
That, the Gity Clerk be instrusted to motify the Boston Transpartation
Flanning Roviaw at 100 Boyletoa Strest, Boston, Masa. 02116, bafors ‘ihumdam
Decesiver 23, 1971, which is deadline set by the Divector of the Review, und that
coples of Cownoil epposition be sent %o all Seustors and Representatives from
Ganbridge, incluiding Governor Sergent.

City Couneil December 20, 1971.
A‘goptet%uby the sffirmative vote of 9 members,
Attastz% Paul B, Healy, Gi'by Clerk.

A trus copy,
Attaetzu %K 'f

City Clerk.
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:cllTY oF CAMBRIDGE
e MASSACHUSETI'S

CITY CO_UNCIL’ T o
~ MRS. PAUL KURT ACKERMANN. . & . s
) .CiTY.‘COUNCIl-‘-,o_R PR N K ”‘}? % g
~ . . ) - i . . | ‘ ;»_"4,.1 :,j
I an hcopy to reco: \to the ¢ity council that at the - AR T N

j‘;lest nmeeting of the Bost-&grransportation Planning Review

menager Walter Hensen reé%bmended that the Tnner Belt end

8-1lane Route 2 extensilon longer be considered es "p0551b1e

=1t ernetives" for SUudy. . , - _

e . , _ L , Lot e

o Governor S?rgent is GXDCCUEd o‘make o decision In line- - - LT
-nluh tbis recommendauion. SRS P e S w

: mbc RPTR stlll does heve uﬁder studv two nefrower roeds -~ - . -

".40 czrry off route 2 traffic, and a pOSSlblG exclusive truck e R
- route down. the Boston and Albeny Branch line in the gastern - Co T
©prrt of the city.  (The truck route will be discussed at & . . R
jBTPR workshop this Wednesday at T: 30 in st Mary 8 Rectory ) e el

, Thev are giving at least equal 1mportance to transit
- ‘alternatives; to.the gubway extension to Alewife and.to
=4 much luproved: and expanded bus service. T

< >

: Perhaps it is premature to,react ﬁo thell new alternatives
_~runt11 the .affected neighborhoods,have had a chance to study
“and. discuss them, . In the weantime city policy remains what it
-has. been since -the begimming of the study: th&t the automobils
-fshou&d ‘be- -discouraged, -and that all transportetion money sbould
'be ‘gpent on improving publio transit Nithout thweatenlng ‘
festa iished neigbborhoods.~

TR e T “ﬂj1S1ncerelyf_“*“"'-‘f‘“ R,
Berbera pckermann - - -

. Chalrwman, coumittee on.
_mransportation and the - Inner let




. SERCEEE S £ ?,'A‘:\?', N W. DUTER AREA ROAD
31995 ""-7"3- B A A AN | AND SUBREGIONAL TRANSIT
rhimmmecmmanum ' TN R - » T

;"1n outer-area town "
canters.

‘4 .Poor'dommuter ser-

;t vice, Bedford and

v%f Sudbury llnes.

i~§C.Increase crosstown 33T ONEY s s o - smnammf
~public transporta- . ... .. % : T Ve N i T e
“tion ®nner areas.," G T e : N S ] N B

‘No direCt transit
- pomerville to CBD.

_serv1ce opportu—
mtles . . : . -

f.mmprovements

i I-Extension of red

"..line to Alewife .
appears better in-
"service & cost to -
green llne exten—
"SlOn-L'é -

'2; een llne exten-

§ 'sion to Medford

4 .. would provide

4 . good service., -

’.3.BuSWay extensionffg”
- of transit from
~-‘Alewife appears
~more cost effec- .-
--tive than trail G
_shuttle. or contin~ %
_uation of ex1st1ng
serv1ce. :

1

S0 ok seosran

1.~Investlgate fea51b111ty 1mprov- o 4 Feas1b111ty study extenSLOn of = -
Ailng town centers fA“ T - g .green llne 1n Somerv;lle,
'21:M1n1 fea51bg};ty Alew1fe ex— L Q:LS; Study of local area publlc trans—
‘tension (1) ﬁ:ﬁ-}v R ' portation.services inner area and
‘ ' prototype systems for Spec1al needs.

;'i;'Locatlon and des1gn study for if*js-"“
. busways. ‘Rte.. 2, Rallroad _ _,j;xiaﬁ InVestlgate opportunltles to 1mprove
| rlghts of way._,, o "g_j ;Af‘i;;j crosstown bus accéss.

) R R S




' 'WORK PROGRAM _
4. ngh env1ronmenta1 1mpact |l InveStlgate implica-

: - B tions of major land ¢

Relleve truLk‘congestlon..S Environmental 1mpacts, po— m - USe development op- " :

. ' "~ . ..tential relief of re51den*'? portunities to trans- -

C. \orth South access S tial area and'Storrow and B portation functions |

_ 'f Memorial Drives. Small . . | and service at Ale-  .i

D Serv1ce development op-" relocatlon.l_’ o ' | vw1fe and B&M yards.

portunltles--AleW1fe and _ - @ i

L B-&M yards. o 6. Combination at end of ,92 Location and feasibi-t

e T Route 2. Low relocation = § 1ity design study of 3

I:mrovements N due to reduced roads. . - f dispersal road com- |

1.-High relocation ... .. .-Relief of Fresh Pond Park- B blnatlons I

i-Marginal transporta- - .. way by providing alterna- R B

E "tl"n beneflt L .f. tive route downtown. Some 3. Locatlon and’ feaqw-,_ﬁ
i

- relief potential .to adja~

 bility design study. éﬁ
cent arterlals.-

2 Ecologlcal lmpact of Routes 35 4 and 5

‘“Moderately high' reloca-_. Ly .-

“tion. Traffic’ .compli- - - 7 May relieve Rlver and e §4 Analy51s of*truck

;'~catlons w1thout daris 80 Prospect Street truck : ~g movements. and useful-
4 o “congeStlon S e '@~ ness and impacts of -
CEm T e e TITRY R Spec1al truck route 7

m-m»

gt oo uf%;s [—
N R Y N

-';ower relocatlon; seme
" .meighborhood: impact: re<
. lieves A;ew1fe ‘Brook:
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- JU[pl}H BOSTON TRANSPORTAT!ON PLANNING nevuew |
1CIJ BOYLSTON STNEET BOSTON MASSACHUSETTS 62115 TELEPHONE (817)423 2672 )

MEETING NOTICE — NORTHWEST SUBREGION

-~

A series of workshops_has:been planned forﬁthe Northwest Subregion.-
They are to be indepth considerations of. transportation related

issues for Phase I. The public is cordially invited to attend, and.

T is urged to share its concerns w1th members of the Plannlng Rev1ew
‘-Staff : 5 s .o

7”They are:

.l. Problems of the Commuter o .
~ Monday, December 6, 1971, 7:30 p.m., = - = 1
" Cary Memorial Hall S s
1625 Massachusetts Avenue, Lex1ngton )

- -

_TOplCS will 1nc1ude.," N Y
- ., ® -Who are the commuters, where are they g01ng now,&
. "7 - at what times and how? ._[_ 5
. T 27 7Y e What are future trends? e o '
“. 2. e What are alternative solutions to ‘the problem of
e L. .getting to Cambrifige or Boston in the future? _
L - @ How do various’ meahs of ’ transportatlon 1mpact the
o © ' ' inner city.
The future of ,commuter rail, busways, a rapld tran51t :
. _extension. to Alew1fe, and 1mproved park and rlde fac111t1es
’-,_w11l be dlscussed. o A A ;

—,_4'.

';”Truck Movement ' Lo s e
‘].Wednesday, December 8, 1971 7 30 p. m.‘ ' _"’_’_,' e
St. Mary's Rectory - o A
,;-_,ug{>l34 Norfolk Street, Cambrldge (near 1ntersect10n of Prospect
e and Harvard Sts ) : , - :

v w ' Topics w1ll include: %
s . -7 e Where are trucks going and why? ‘ e C
oot .. e What effect does location of warehouses, dellvery
-7 .77 patterns, and economic factors have on this? ‘

J’ﬂ;ﬁ¥”f;;f,m'j;e .To what extent cah through truck movement on local

;5T = . streets be relieved? - e
;wiéAlso presented for discussion w1ll be a spec1al truck route
'Pjthrough Cambrldge and Somervzlle _-:, e .

;3.,iPub11c Transportatzon 1n Cambrxdge N B _

Monday,. December 13, 1971, 7:30 p.m.. o e
“‘fLocatxon w111 be announced in our newsletter '/-':%: 4;'

I Please: call Joyce Stevens or Sxma OSdoby at the Commnnxty Liarson
Office: (423-2672)*15 you have any questions.
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IN CITY COUNCIL

 Dososber 20, 1971,

That this City Cownoll go om Wa& being oppused to constiuction
of any balt routes, Lruck routes op highueys and the dsstruction of suy houses,
or business or factories throvgh the Oity of Caxbridge, espesially e boing
oppossd o the Eln Strect and Portlandeilbeny voutes, and be it Purther

Flaning Beviev at 100 bem Straet, Spsten, Hees, 02116, before Thursday,
Decesker 23, EWK,MMMMMWWMMWMW, and thet
coples of Comnedl opposition be sest to all Semsters end fepresentotives fron
Coubrddgo, including Governor Sergent.

In City Coumeil Dswéuber 20, 1971,
opted by the affirmative votc of 9 wembers.
A‘Wastt% Paul E, Eaazy. City Clerk,

Ry 2V Y%

Clty Glerk,

5
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Opposing any belt routes,trﬁck routes or
highways especially the Elm Street and
Portland-Albany routes

December 20, v1971

Mayor Vellucci

o

B





