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REPORT OF THE METROPOLITAN DISTRICT COMMIS-
SION RELATIVE TO AN INVESTIGATION AND STUDY
ON CERTAIN METROPOLITAN MATTERS.

4
Metropolitan District Commission

20 Somerset Street, Boston 8, December 27, 1960,

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives.

Chapter 81 of the Resolves of the current year directs the Metro-
politan District Commission to make an investigation and study
relative to the redevelopment of certain Mystic River Reservation
land and the establishment of a sailing program at Wollaston
Beach in Quincy, as follows:

Resolved, That the metropolitan district commission is hereby authorized and
directed to make an investigation and study of the subject matter of the investiga-
tion and study proposed by current senate document numbered 305, relative to
redevelopment of certain Mystic river land, and current house document numbered
2439, relative to the establishment of a community sailing program at Wollaston
beach in the city of Quincy. Said commission shall report to the general court the
results of its investigation and study and its recommendations, if any, together
with drafts of legislation necessary to carry such recommendations into effect, by
filing the same with the clerk of the house of representatives on or before the last
Tuesday of December in the current year. Approved June 2/t , 1960.

The development of Mystic River Reservation lands between
Cradock bridge and Wellington bridge has been investigated and
studied on a number of occasions since the Metropolitan Parks
System was first established in the early 1890’s. The preliminary

Parks Report of 1892 stressed the desirability of de-
veloping these lands for public purposes and the John R. Freeman
Report in 1904 on his study of the Mystic River drainage basin
reiterated the earlier recommendations of the preliminary report.
Again in 1910 the Metropolitan Park Commission reported favor-
ably to the 1911 Legislative Session on Mystic River developments.
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More recently, the Metropolitan District Commission in 1932
(House, No. 400) and 1937 (House, No. 294) reported on Mystic
River improvements and the Massachusetts Public Buildings Com-
mission in 1948 (Senate, No. 425) and 1950 (Senate, No. 535) re-
ported on the construction of a dam across the Mystic River which
was authorized under chapter 647 of the year 1957 at a cost of
$6,000,000, the dam to be located between Somerville and Everett
so that waters of the Malden River as well as the Mystic may be
maintained at a constant level.

At the present time one important consideration regarding these
_

proposed developments is the uncertainty as to the final layout of|l*
Interstate Route 93 by the Department of Public Works beyond
the Medford Veterans Memorial bridge where it now terminates,
unless some firm action can be taken to keep its extension from
traversing any part of the Mystic River lands included in this study.

Beyond this, we also would advise that the study called for in
Senate bill No. 305 will be somewhat at cross purposes with the
study now being carried on by the Special Commission under chapter
57 of the Resolves of the current year, in that the latter has been
asked to report on current House bills Nos. 2151 and 2152 which
would authorize a conveyance of lands substantially as described
in Senate, No. 305 to the city of Medford.

The Special Commission under Resolve, Chapter No. 57 has been
appointed and organized and, we understand, will seek an exten-
sion of time in which to complete its study and to file a report.

It is respectfully suggested that the authorization granting such
extension to the Special Commission under Resolve, Chapter No. 57
might very well be made with the understanding, either expressed
or implied, that attention be given to the subject matter of Senate
document No. 305.

HOUSE, NO. 2439.
The Commission has given particular attention during the past

several years, since the suggestion was first offered, regarding the a,
desirability and feasibility of establishing a community sailing pro-,
gram in Quincy Bay with a boathouse on Wollaston Beach, and has
discussed the matter on several occasions with board members and
managers of Community Boating, Inc., the non-profit corporation,
which operates the Commission’s dinghy sailing program in the
Charles River Basin.
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In making necessary comparisons, we have been forced to conclu-
sions, which quite clearly show that conditions in Quincy Bay
present a number of difficulties which do not have to be contended
with in the Charles River Basin, nor at Lake Quinsigamond in
Worcester, where Community Boating, more recently, has assisted
materially in establishing and operating a sailing program for the
Department of Natural Resources.

A major consideration would be a lack of opportunity to confine
sailing to a restricted area in the same manner as is possible in the
Charles River Basin and at Lake Quinsigamond. The policing and

Control problem would be formidable as practically all of the mem-
bers joining a new program would be novices needing special atten-
tion, particularly those with inclinations to wander away. This
condition -would undoubtedly result in a substantial increase in
operating costs as compared -with the other programs.

Other questionable considerations would be an adjustment to the
ebb and flow of the tides as contrasted with the relatively stable
level of water in the Charles River Basin and Lake Quinsigamond,
the fact that several other yacht clubs operate and cause quite a
bit of congestion in the Quincy Bay area and a serious doubt as to
whether the very substantial investment needed to construct a
boathouse, purchase boats and a wade variety of other gear can be
adequately justified in view 7 of the rather limited area from which
prospective dinghy sailors might be attracted. The well-established
sailing program operated by Community Boating over the past
twenty-five years in the Charles River Basin attracts members,
both junior and senior, from all of the 48 or 50 cities and towns in
our Metropolitan District.

The Department of Natural Resources expended $750,000 for the
boathouse constructed at Lake Quinsigamond and a substantial ad-
ditional amount for boats and gear aside from about $30,000 sub-
scribed by members and friends of Community Boating, Inc., of
Worcester.

In all these circumstances, we doubt that the establishment of a
failing program in Quincy Bay can be considered feasible, particu-
larly in view of the availability of the Charles River Basin program
to residents of our District.

Respectfully submitted,

ROBERT F. MURPHY,



£

�


