
HOUSE No. 252

SPECIAL REPORT OF THE DIVISION OF METRO-
POLITAN PLANNING RELATIVE TO EXTEN-
SION OF THE BOSTON ELEVATED RAILWAY
RAPID TRANSIT SYSTEM THROUGH ROX-
BURY CROSSING AND JAMAICA PLAIN TO
FOREST HILLS.

[Transport ation.]

Division of Metropolitan Planning,
JO Somerset Street, Boston, November 30,November 30, 19:

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives in General Court
assembled.

Chapter 21 of the Resolves of 1936 reads as follows:

Cf)t CommontocaltJ) of

Resolve providing for an Investigation by the Division of
Metropolitan Planning relative to the Advisability of
Extending the Rapid Transit System of the Boston Ele-
vated Railway Company in the City of Boston through

the Roxbury Crossing and Jamaica Plain Districts to the
Forest Hills District of Said City.

Resolved, That the division of metropolitan planning of the metro-
politan district commission is hereby authorized and directed to
investigate the advisability of extending the rapid transit system of
the Boston Elevated Railway Company in the city of Boston from
the southerly terminus of the Washington street tunnel, or by a tunnel
from Copley square, to a point connecting with the location of the
New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad, thence along said
railroad location through the Roxbury Crossing and Jamaica Plain
districts of said city to the Forest Hills district thereof. Said division
shall report to the general court the results of its investigation, and
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its recommendations, if any, together with estimates of cost and drafts
of legislation necessary to carry its recommendations into effect, by
filing the same with the clerk of the house of representatives on or
before the first Wednesday of December in the current year.

Approved May 22, 1936.

In conformity with that resolve this Division respect-
fully submits its report.

The intent of the resolve is clear and definite in speci-
fying the use and occupation of a portion of the right of
way of the New York, New Haven & Hartford Railroad.
Therefore, the first work of this Division was to investi-
gate the availability of said right of way and to contact
the railroad to check on the possibility of acquiring the
same. In some detail we list the following opinions:

From Back Bay Station to Camden Street the rapid transit line
would have to be entirely clear of the railroad, as there is no spare
land to use for this purpose. Possibly the street east of the railroad
could be used for the rapid transit, but the street is narrow and some
additional residential property would be required to the east of the
street.

From near Camden Street to Prentiss Street, Rcxbury, the rail-
road owns most of the land east of the main line tracks to Columbus
Avenue, but this land is occupied by freight tracks, driveways, freight
houses, industrial sidetracks and lead tracks from the main tracks to
these freight facilities, all in very active use. It seems to be plainly
impracticable to construct the rapid transit tracks on this land, be-
cause of the destruction of these facilities which are being continually
used by the shipping interests of Boston.

From Prentiss Street, Roxbury, to Centre Street south of Heath
Street Station there is no available railroad land outside of the main
tracks, and the rapid transit would have to use developed private
property or use Columbus Avenue. From near Centre Street to Green
Street there is some railroad land to the east of the railroad tracks,
but for about two thirds of this distance Stony Brook lies in a large
conduit under the surface, and it seems inadvisable to construct a

rapid transit structure over it. From Green Street to Forest Hills the
railroad land is occupied by either main tracks or industrial tracks
and facilities, and it is impracticable to use any of it for rapid transit
purposes.

A careful survey of this line, therefore, very definitely indicates
that a rapid transit structure on railroad or any portion of railroad
land is entirely impracticable, and one that the railroad company
would very emphatically object to.
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Furthermore, the use of private land for rapid transit purposes im-
mediately adjoining the New Haven railroad would destroy its use-
fulness for industrial purposes, with sidetrack connections for which
it is now eminently fitted.

It seems, therefore, inadvisable and impracticable to consider this
railroad right of way for rapid transit purposes.

Acquisition of new right of way paralleling the railroad
would be very expensive, running easily to $5,000,000
over and above the construction costs. There would be
sections where subway construction would be necessary
and many overpasses would be required, so that an addi-
tional $11,000,000 for construction would be a conserva-
tive figure. The total cost, therefore, would be not less
than $16,000,000.

The total potential passenger traffic which would be
attracted by such a route and particularly served by it
would be probably 8,000,000 a year, which at 10 cents
per day would amount to $BOO,OOO per year, which might
be collected on the new run. However, as these people
are already served by existing trolley, bus or rapid
transit service, there would be little, if any, increased
revenue for the Elevated.

1. The use of the New York, New Haven & Hartford
Railroad right of way is not feasible.

2. The cost of acquiring new right of way is prohibitive.
3. The cost of construction of such a rapid transit ex-

tension would be so great that there would be no possi-
bility of financing it in a practical manner or operating
without increased annual deficits.

4. The rate of increase in population in the districts
served, by such a route is diminishing, as shown by the
1930 census and a census taken in 1934, some portions
of the territory actually showing a loss.

5. The area adjoining the proposed route is bounded
by Huntington Avenue, Centre and South streets on the
west, and Tremont Street, Columbus Avenue and Wash-
ington Street on the east, and the existing service is
reasonably adequate and fairly expeditious.

Conclusions.
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6. Passengers who might be attracted to the proposed
extension would be lost to existing facilities, so that
there would be little, if any, additional income for the
Elevated.

7. The Elevated could not operate such an extension
without loss, and the public would not be benefited to
any great extent, either in convenience or saving of time.

For these reasons the Division cannot recommend this
project.

Respectfully submitted,

DIVISION OF METROPOLITAN PLANNING

Frederic H. Fay,
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Richard K. Hale.
Richard D. Grant.
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John F. McDonald.
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