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RECOMMENDATIONS.

In the preparation of this report, the Division has 
conferred and co-operated with the Metropolitan Dis
trict Commission, Department of Public Works, Boston 
Transit Department, State Planning Board and the 
Mayor’s Conference on Traffic for Boston.

No recommendations for rapid transit are included 
in this report. Chapter 64, Resolves of 1939, estab
lished a Special Commission “ to investigate the possi
bilities of co-ordinating transportation facilities in and 
around the Metropolitan Boston area.” The Division 
awaits with interest the report of that Commission to 
the Legislature.

To the Legislature of 1939 the Division presented a 
suggested six-year program of highway development for 
the Metropolitan District. The report, printed as House 
Bill No. 63 of 1939, was accompanied by drafts of pro
posed legislation, House Bills No. 64 to No. 67, inclusive. 
The program called for a total expenditure (including 
Federal funds) of $18,100,000 over a six-year period. 
The projects included were as follows:

1. Circumferential Highway (Route No. 128). Completion of the
northern portion from the Worcester Turnpike in Wellesley 
to the Newburyport Turnpike in Lynnfield, also a short dis
tance in Hingham to the Nantasket Road. (Approximately 
two miles are now under construction in Lynnfield and Wake
field.)

2. General traffic route, Canton-Randolph-Braintree.
3. Inner Circumferential, or Milton-Quincy Highway.
4. Watertown-Newton-Waltham Highway.
5. Extension of Concord Highway —  Alewife Brook Parkway to

Porter Square, Cambridge.
6. Portion in District of New York Highway —  Milton to Walpole.
7. Extension of American Legion Highway to Washington Street,

Boston.
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8. Extension of Middlesex Turnpike to Concord Highway in Lex
ington.

9. Extension of McClellan Highway from Day Square to the Sum
ner Tunnel, East Boston.

10. Dorchester Avenue widening, Boston.
11. Gerry’s Landing bridge and connections, Boston and Cambridge.
12. Memorial Drive extension to Arsenal Street, Cambridge and

Watertown.
13. Circle at intersection of Northern Artery and Prison Point Via

duct, Cambridge.
14. Grade separation at intersection of Northern Artery and Wash

ington Street, Somerville.
15. Grade separation at intersection of Washington Street and Boyl-

ston Street, Brookline Village.
16. Grade separation at Arborway and Washington Street, Forest

Hills, Boston.
17. Traffic circle at Boylston Street, Park Drive and Riverway,

Boston.
18. Grade separation at Commonwealth Avenue and Cottage Farm

Bridge, Boston.
19. Grade separations and traffic circles at Revere Beach Parkway,

Broadway and Main Street, Everett.

A draft of a bill to establish and carry into effect the 
above described six-year program accompanies this re
port.

The Metropolitan District Commission is considering 
recommending for immediate construction the following 
projects:

1. Completion of widening of Old Colony Parkway from Popes Hill
bridge to Neponset Circle.

2. Reconstruction and widening of Revere Beach Parkway from
Fellsway, Medford, to Eliot Circle, Revere.

3. Traffic circle at the intersection of Hancock Street and Quincy
Shore Drive, Quincy.

In the opinion of this Division, these three projects 
are necessary improvements, vital to the efficient opera
tion of the Metropolitan parkways.

Looking toward the relief of Boston’s serious down
town traffic problem, the mayor, in January, 1940, 
established the “ Mayor’s Conference on Traffic,” com
posed of representatives of many business, civic and gov-
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ernmental groups. The representatives of this Division 
were assigned to the subcommittee on projects which 
recommended the construction of the following improve
ments (projects marked * had already been studied and 
recommended by this Division in the past):

1. * Central Artery (elevated highway).
2. * Blue Hills radial.
3. Dover Street widening.
4. * Rutherford Avenue widening, Charlestown.
5. Porter Street widening, East Boston.
6. * Traffic circle at Brookline Avenue and Park Drive.
7. * Dorchester Avenue widening.
8. Kenmore Square busway.
9. Embankment Road extension.

10. *  American Legion Highway extension.
11. * Gerry’s Landing bridge.

With all of these recommendations, and particularly 
the Central Artery and its related street improvements, 
this Division heartily concurs.

It is our understanding that the Department of Public 
Works will, this year, recommend a six-year program 
of major highway construction for the entire State. 
The list of projects is not as yet published, but our con
ferences with that Department have indicated that sev
eral of the projects (practically all of which have been 
previously recommended by this Division) lie within the 
Metropolitan District. A splendid program is being pre
pared, and it is the hope of the Division that it will 
receive favorable consideration.

The Division has made repeated studies of the traffic 
situation around Medford Square, which is much in need 
of relief, and we have in the past recommended a con
nection between Main Street and Fellsway West, known 
as the Gravelly Creek cut-off. We understand that the 
city officials of Medford are much interested in this proj
ect, and it is certainly worthy of consideration.

Indiscriminate access to our important highways from 
abutting property adds to the danger of travel upon our 
roads. For several years there have been before the
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Legislature recommendations for the adoption of a so- 
called “ Freeway,” or “ Limited Access Road” law. It 
is hoped that favorable consideration will be given such 
proposals this year.

Too much emphasis cannot be placed upon the im
portance of a comprehensive network of highways and 
other arteries of traffic as adjuncts to our national de
fence. It is difficult to say which projects can be singled 
out as the most vital. Suffice it to say that any and all 
improvements which will provide a rapid and smooth 
flow of heavy traffic are of distinct military value.

5
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Accompanying the recommendation of the Division of Metropoli
an Planning. Highways and Motor Vehicles.

Cbe Commontuealtl) of ^a00acbusett$

In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Forty-One.

A n  A ct  a u t h o r iz in g  t h e  a d o p t io n  o f  a  p r o g r a m  op

HIGHWAY AND PARKWAY IMPROVEMENTS WITHIN THE 

METROPOLITAN DISTRICT.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Repre
sentatives in General Court assembled, and by the 
authority of the same, as follows:

1 S e c t io n  1. For the purpose of relieving the traf-
2 lie situation that has arisen, owing to the increasing
3 use of motor vehicles, and solving the problems aris-
4 ing therefrom, there is hereby established and adopted
5 a systematic and organized six-year program for the
6 construction of highways, parkways and highway and
7 parkway improvements within the metropolitan dis-
8 trict.

1 S e c t io n  2. The highway construction projects to
2 be included in said six-year program, and designated
3 as projects one to nineteen, inclusive, in the current
4 recommendations of the division of metropolitan
5 planning, shall from time to time be laid out and
6 constructed by the department of public works, the
7 metropolitan district commission and the city of Bos-
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8 ton, respectively, in so far as the costs of said projects
9 are authorized by the legislature and approved by 

10 the governor.

1 Section 3. After deducting any grants which
2 may be received from the federal government, funds
3 for carrying this program into effect may be appro-
4 priated by the legislature from time to time, with
5 the advice of the department of public works, the
6 metropolitan district commission, the division of
7 metropolitan planning, and, with respect to projects
8 herein designated as city projects, the mayor of the
9 city of Boston, in amounts sufficient to consummate 

10 this program within the aforesaid six-year period.




