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June 11, 1945

Tc the Honorable, the City Council:

Thers is attachad for your information end com-
venience a copy of the Plaunning Board’s Report om the pro-

poaed'Rapid Transit Extension submitted to you Mondey,

June 4, 1945, and subsequently transmitted by your order

to the Transit Recess Commission of the Lagislature.

Bacause of the vital impertance of this exten-

sion to Cambridge, we would appreciate your cereful review

of this report.

Very truly yours,

Frederick J., Adems, Chalrman
. Cembridge Planning Board
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CITY OF CAIBRIDGE

In City Council,
June 4, 1945,

WIEREAS =

The Cambridge Planning Board in a corrmnication to the
City Council of Cambridge feel that the proposal by the Recess
Cormission of the Legislature for the extension of the Harard
Square Rapid Transit facilitles through Cambridge via Mt. Auvburn

Street and the lMstropolitan Parkway seems to be detrimental to
the interests of the City of Cambridge, and
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L The Cambridge Planring Board transmitted a brief report
v to the City Counecil indicating its objections and woposing sev-
eral posd ble alternate routes and feel that these alternate routes

: should be recormmended to the Leglslative Recess Commlssion for fur-
; ther detailed study, i1t is therefore

2 s v

RESCLVED S =

~ That the alternate routes proposed by the Camaridbe Plene-
nlng Board be transmitted to the Legislative Commission on Rapid

Transit for future study and in order that the clty may be offi-
cially recorded againgt the present parkway proposd ,

. In City Councll June 4, 1945
E ' Adopted by the affirmative vote of 7 menoers .
Attests~ Frederick H., Rurke, City Clerk.

A true copy,
Attest e~ I'rederick Il. Burke
City Clerk.




June 4, 1945

To the Homorgble
The City Council

Gent lemen:

The proposal by the Recess Commission of the Legisleture
for the extension of ths Harvard Square Rapid Tramsit facilities
through Cembridge via Mt. Auburn Street and the Metreopoliten Fark-
way seems to the Planning Board to be detrimentel to the interssts
of the City of Cambridge. The Board presents herewith a brief re-
port indicating.its objections and proposing several possible alter-
nate routes. Because of the vital importance of this extension, we
believe these alternate routes should be recommondsd to the Legis-
lative Recess Commission for further detailed study.

If acospteble to the Council, such recommendetions should
be trensmitted immediately to the Recess Commission in order that
they will be avilable to them for future study end in order that the
City may be officially recorded ageinst the present parkway proposal.

Very <ruly yours,

Frederick J. Adams, Cheirman
Cambr idge Planning Board
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REPORT FRCM THE CAMBRIDGE PIANNING BOARD

T0 THE CITY COUNCIL ON RAPID TRANSIT EXTENSIONS

Disadvantages of Harvard Square Extension as Proposed in Rapid Transit Report

The Reoess Commission of the Legislature includes in its recommendations
for the extension of the rapid trensit system of the metropolitan arca an extension
of the line now terminating at Hervard Square. The proposed line involves the ex-
Yension of tho subway alongz Mount Auburm Strest to its intersection with Memorial
Drive, emorging by remp to the surfeos in the Metropolitan Perkway area immediately
adjacent to Mount Auburn Street. It thon follcws around the Parkway, passing to
the South of the Stillman Infirmary and the Cambridge Hospital and proceeding around
tho Cambridge Cemetery. I% completely blsukets the river front above Memorial Drive
and prevents any access to the river or the psrkway. The presence of ths ramp and
the gurface right-of-way together with the unsightly, noisy operations would com-
pletely destroy the value of the parkway for perk or recrestional purposes. It
would act.as a blight on all the propsrty along Mount Auburn Street fronting om
the river and would be extremely detrimental to the Stillmsn Infirmery end the
Cembridge Hospitel. The completion of this construction would almost sursly prevent
the logiecnl extension of Memorial Drive upstream through the perkway and around the
river to Watertova and complicate the construction of a bridge at Gerry's Landing,
both of which have been proposed for many years., These proposals are included in
the poetwar parkway program for the Metropoliten Districto

So far as providing new rapid transit service to Cambridge, this route is of
no value since it merely skirts the edge of the City and then passes through parkway
adjacent only to the Mount Auburn end.Cambridge cemetsries. The route is extremely
clrouitous and gerves no population betwsen Harvard Square end East Wetertown.

: : . ! \
Alternate Routss and Terminal Sites Proposad by Canbridge Flanning Board

The Cambridge Plaaning Board hes given comsiderable study to the propoged
extension of tho rapid transit and recommsnds ths consideratiorn of gsveral alternate
Gambridge routes, all of which appear t¢ be more dirsct and at the same time provide
botter service for Cambridge. The choice of which Cembridge route is adopted will
depend %0 a large extent upon ths location of the trensfer terminal; and the looation
of the tranefer terminal will in turn bs determined by the ultimate scheme adopted
for serving Arlington, Lexington, Belmont, Wetertown and Waltham. Therefore, we

propose the consideration of two general areas for the losation of the trensfer tere
minals

The first ares designated on the plan as Scheme A and called the Rindge Avenue
Terminal, lies immediately north of the B & M trecks and west of the Alewifs Brook
Parkwey. This area would be the logical locetion for a terminel if the rapid transit
extension is tc use either the Arlingten Branch or the Central Mess, Division of the
B & ¥ or both in the form of a lcop. The second area designated on the plan as
Scheme B, and called the Concord Avenue Terminel, lies immediately south of the
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B & M tracks and west of the Alewifs Brook Parkway and would be the logicael loca-
tion for & terminal if the rapid trensit extension is to use a combinetion of ths
Arlipgton Branch and the Watertown Brench of the B & M which would also make possi-
ble a loop operation.

Two alternate routes through Cambridge are propogsed as approaches to each
of these areas. Route 1 and 3A are possible approaches to the Rindge Avenus Terminal
while routes 2 and 3B are possible approaches to the Concord Avenue Terminal.

\

Pfoposed Route Noo 1

Proposal No. 1 would involve the extension of the subwey northward under Mass-
achusetts Avenue to Porter Square, coming to the surface on the nertherly side of the
Fitchburg Division of the Boston end Maine tracks, following the B & U right-of-way
to the Alewifs Brook Parkway, and thence to a terminal immediately beyomd in the
trisnpgular area (Scheme A) lying between the parkway, the Central Mass. and the
Pltchhurg Divisions of the Boston and Maire, The right-of-way ncrth of the Fitch-
burg Division for much of its length is but lightly developsd, with scattered resi-

- dence and only two coal and coke sheds. There appears $¢ be adequate room not only
for the necessary transit tracks but also for an arterial highway which is necessary
a8 an oxtension of the Concord Turnpike tcward Boston., Such & higlway has already
bsen propesed by the Planning Board in tis report on major thoroughfares. At the
Rindgs Avenue Terminal a transfer station would be developed permitiing the transfer
of passengers from the high level platform cars of the subway to low level FCC cars
which would operate to Arlington and Iexington via the lexington Branch of the Boston
end Maine and to Belmont and Weltham vis the Central Mass. right-of-way. This solu=
tion in the form of & loop would permit operation from Lexington through Arlington
to Cambridge end back out to Pelmont and Walthaem providing a very short haul from
‘these points to the connection with the Cambridgesubwsy. Use of such a locp would
probably increase the nsw revenue psssengers over the proposal recommended in the
Comnigsion®s Report, which merely providss service to Arlington end Lexington. Any
number of satisfactory solutions are possible for +the design of the Rindge Avenue
Terminal. Howaever, in any design we feel that the terminal should function not only
a8 & transfor point and bus terminal for local feedsr service, but might profitably
be combined with & regional shopping center and 8 large parking area to servic
commuter traffice ,

Proposed Route Noo 2

The second proposal would extend the Cambridge Subway via Conoord Avenue to

the Alewife Brook Parkway, coming to the surfece just beyond the Parkmay in the A
area bounded by Concord Avenue, the Alewife Brook Parkway and the Fitchburg Division
of the B. and M. At this point, & transfer terminal would be built similar to the
proposed for Route Wo. 1, permitting transfer to PCC cars which could then opcrate
to Lexington vla the Lexington Bransh of the Boston and Maine or %o Belmont end
Waltham via the Central Mass. R.R., or, if feasible, might be routed over the
Watertown Branch of the Boston and Maine to Watertown and Walthem. Terminal facili=
ties should provide em edequate bus station and parking space for a large shopping
center as auguested in Proposal Fo, 1, ,
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Proposed Routes Noo, 34 and 3B

Route Noo 3A illustretes an alternate approach to the Rindge Avenue Terminal
while Route 3B illustrates an altemate approach %o the Conoord Avenue Terminale
Both routes would provide for the extension of the Cambridge Subway via Garden
Street, coming to the surface just beyond Walden Straest. Route 3A would then
follow around the cast side of the clay pit cressing the B & M tracks by overhead
tressel apd follow the north side of the right-of-way ultimately connecting with
the Lexington Branch at the proposed Rindge Avenue Terminal. Route 38 would follow
around the south side of the clay pit underpassing the Watertown Branch of the B & M
end the parkway by tunnel, smerging agsin to the surfacs &t the Concord Avenus Ter-
minalo. The %erminal fecilities for eithsr route would be similer to those suggested
in Proposal Yoo 1 and No, 2 respactively.

Comparison of the Routes

Any of the above routes would be more desirable then the Mount Auburn Street
end Parkway route proposed by the Commission. As may be observed from the study of
the population distribution map, these routes not only permit more direct connection
to the Lexington end Central Mass. tracks (shorter by 2 to 2% miles) but provide
much better service for Cambridge. The approximate length of subway and surface
right=of=way for esach of the various routes is indicated in the folloming table.

Length of Various Routes from Harvard Square to Prcpased Terminals

‘Egﬁfil ~ Surface Totél .
Transit Commission Route 2,300 £%, 10,000 ft. 22;300 £t.
Cembridge Propossd Noo 1 ' 5,600 f<o 7,000 £%. 12,600 £,
Skdiridge Propessi Noo 2 | 9,600 4. - 9,600 ft.
Cambridge Propﬁsed Nqo 34 6,200 f%, 4,800 %, 11,000 %,
Cambrldge Proposed No. 3B 8,000 f%, 3,800 fto 11,800 f¢.

The Carden Street or concord Avenue routes ectually pass almoat directly through
the center of population of the northern portion of the City. Furthermore, provision
of rapid tranait facilities to the industrial area in Worth Ceabridgs would  also en-
oourage the csonstruction of manufacturing plants in this section of the City.

By the construction of statioms &t Porter Square on Route Noo 1, or at Taylor
Sq uare on Route %A or 3B, or Huron Avenue on Route 2, & major portion of the popula=
tion of new Cembridge area will bte within walking distance of the subway. Local feeder
service to any of the proposed stops can easily be developed to serve the balsnce of
the arcac. Of the thres routes, the Conocord Avenue one is the most desirabls from the
point of view of Cembridge population served. However, both the Hassachusetts Avenue
end the Carden Street Routes appsar to be cheaper because of the small r emcunt of
subway construction, eand both mske use of thre Rindge Averue termimal, which appears to
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be better located for developing a connection betwesm the Laxington Branch and the
Contral Mass. Divisions. Furthermore, the Massschusetts Avenuve Route is probably
better located with respeot to hendling both Cambridge snd West Somerville traffic and
with a etop at Porter Squsre would provide oonvenience to R. R. passengers entering or
leaving Boston via the B & M Fitchburg Division permitting them to board at Porter
Square rather then North Station. Only more detailed enginsering studies will of
gourse meke possible accurate determination of the most desirable route.

(3

Cambridge Planning Board

Frederick J. Adams, Chagilrman
Dreveaux Bender, City Plenner
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ity of Cambridge

IN CITY COUNCIL

June 4, 1945,
WHEREAS =

The Cambridge Planning Board in a communication to
the City Council of Cambridge feel that the proposal by the
Recess Commission of the legislature for the extension of the
Harvard Square Rapid Transit facilities through Cambridge via
Mt. Auburn Street and the Metropolitan rarkway seems to be
detrimental to the interests of the City of Cambridge, and

WHEREASS -

The Cambridge Planning Board transmitted a brief report
to the City Council indicating its objections and proposing
several possible alternate routes and feel that these alternate
routes should be recommended to the Legislative Recess Commission
for further detailed study, 1t is therefore

RESOLVEDS =

That the alternate routes proposed by the Cambridge Flanw
ning Board be transmitted to the Legislative Commission on Rapld
Transit for future study and in order that the city may be officially
recorded against the present parkway proposals

Gity Council
Adopted by the affirmaiive vote

of_m_.,7__,_‘__members

i K ke CityElerk
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CITY OF CAMBRIDGE
MASSACHUSETTS

A

PLANNING BOARD Iy N o

PROF. FREDERICK J. ADAMS, CHAIRMAN i /Zyé’
DANHEL-A-BUCIBY: secRETRRT '

ALDRICH DURANT

J. W. GREER

JOHN F. FERRICK

Justin Hartzog, Secretary ‘/¢/4“4;Vz}

Ge Frank Hooker H \

James J. Casey June 4, 1945

To the Honorable
The City Council

Gentlemen:

The proposal by the Recess Commission of the Legislature
for the extension of the Harvard Square Rapid Transit facilities
through Cambridge via Mt. Auburn Street and the Metropolitan Park-
way seems to the Planning Board to be detrimental to the interests
of the City of Cembridge. The Board presents herewith e brief re-
port indicating its objections and proposing several possible alter-
nate routes. Because of the vital importance of this extension, we
believe these alternate routes should be recommended to the Legis-
lative Recess Commission for further detailed study.

If acceptable to the Council, such recommendations should
be transmitted immediately to the Recess Commission in order that they
will be available to them for future study and in order that the City
may be officially recorded against the present pgrkway proposal.

Very truly yours,

<W%W

Frederick J. Adams, Chairman

'ggA:Bi Cambridge Planning Board
Ce
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