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 Friends of the Community Path 
112 Belmont Street 

Somerville, MA 2143   
617.776.7769  

friendspath@yahoo.com 
www.pathfriends.org/scp/ 

 
 
 
 
April 27, 2011 
 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Attn: Project Manager Anne McGahan 
mcgahan@ctps.org 
publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
 
Re: 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan, Paths to a Sustainable Region 
 
 
To Ms. McGahan and the MPO Transportation Planning and Programming Committee: 
 
We are writing on behalf of the Friends of the Community Path, a community group of almost a 
1000 members, formed ten years ago.  Our mission is to extend the Path in Somerville 2.3 miles 
eastward to Cambridge to connect the 23-mile Minuteman Bikeway network to the 23-mile 
Charles River path network.  This will result in almost 50 miles of continuous region-wide paths 
with multi-modal connections with the future Green Line extension 

As you know, until recently, TIP funds had been programmed for the Community Path and the 
City of Somerville recently applied for 2012 TIP funding for the construction of the next section 
of the Path, from Cedar to Lowell Street in Somerville.  

We are advocating that the remainder of the Path extension be constructed together with the 
Green Line Extension. The proposed Community Path connector from Lowell Street 
(Somerville) to Lechmere/NorthPoint (East Cambridge) cannot be designed and built without 
sharing infrastructure, right-of-way, and heavy construction with the Green Line extension.  As 
such, there is time-critical need for additional Path construction funding along with a regional 
need for this active transportation connection.   

We therefore request, for the following reasons, that the MPO include the Community Path 
connector as a top priority bicycle and pedestrian transportation project in the 2035 Long Range 
Transportation Plan: “Paths to a Sustainable Region”. 
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LRTP Criteria: Transportation Needs Assessments and Visions and Policies 

We have reviewed with great interest the Long Range Transportation Plan draft materials posted 
on the website, including the Transportation Needs Assessments and the Visions and Policies 
documents: 

http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/3_programs/1_transportation_plan/plan_2035_draft_materials.html 
http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/3_programs/1_transportation_plan/Visions_and_Policies.pdf 

This project is perfectly suited to the LRTP regional sustainable transportation needs and to 
helping fulfill these visions and policies. We believe that the Community Path project also will 
score well on the MPO’s revised TIP evaluation criteria, as it will connect existing path (multi-
use trail) networks, thereby synergizing their transportation potential.  

According the Boston MPOs' 2009 booklet (page 4), Transportation Planning in the Boston 
Region: Be Informed. Be Involved, the MPO area has 68 miles of regional multi-use 
trails. However, the draft LRTP materials describe the fact that many transportation corridors 
have few or no multi-use trails and that often there are critical gaps preventing their real use as a 
regional active transportation network. It’s also clear from the bicycle use of the existing trails 
and city streets that there is a high demand for more trails like the Community Path extension. 
Because of the population density of Somerville and the critical connection the Path will make, 
no other proposed multi-use trail will generate the usage of the Community Path when it is 
extended. 
 
Regional, Local, and Transit Significance 

Extending the Community Path will have profound regional and local significance.  There are 
many important reasons to complete this off-road bicycle and pedestrian connection.   

• As mentioned above, this proposed Community Path connector from Lowell Street 
(Somerville) to Lechmere/NorthPoint (East Cambridge) cannot be designed and built without 
sharing infrastructure, right-of-way, and heavy construction with the Green Line extension. 

• The Community Path will connect the walking and biking neighborhoods of Somerville and 
Cambridge to four of the new Green Line Extension stations, bringing riders to the MBTA 
system is the most cost-effective manner.  Harnessing the synergy of these transportation 
modes with mass transit will vastly increase Green Line extension ridership at a low cost per 
rider. 

• The 2.3 mile Community Path connector project is the missing link (as shown in the attached 
regional map) will link the Minuteman Bikeway network and Charles River path network, 
producing a total of almost 50 miles of continuous multi-use paths, a zero-emission active 
transportation network. 

• This Path will confer a regional network of connectivity to many cities and towns to the north 
and west (see regional path networks at the end of the letter): Bedford, Lexington, Belmont, 
Arlington, Cambridge, Somerville, and Medford to the Red and Green Lines (in Cambridge 
and Somerville) and to Boston, Waltham, Watertown, and Newton. 

• Similar to the 25-year old Southwest Corridor Park (where a Path runs next to the Orange 
Line tracks, providing multi-modal access to those T-stations), the 2.3 mile Community Path 
extension will provide a safe ADA-compliant, zero-emissions, traffic-free, off-road route for 

http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/3_programs/1_transportation_plan/plan_2035_draft_materials.html
http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/3_programs/1_transportation_plan/Visions_and_Policies.pdf
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pedestrians, bicyclists and other active transportation users from the communities northwest 
of Boston direct to downtown Boston.   

• The Somerville Community Path is the eastern end of the 104-mile, cross-state Mass Central 
Rail Trail which is already 26% completed. 

• It will provide needed recreational and open space for low-income, minority, and 
environmental justice neighborhoods in Somerville, especially in East Somerville.  The 
section of this Path through the East Somerville and Inner Belt has the densest environmental 
justice and car-less household populations of any segment.  It seems incongruous that this 
area would be among the only neighborhoods with no direct off-road Path access -- as 
compared to the other more affluent communities that already have access to the Minuteman 
and Charles River path.   

• The Path and Green Line extensions will run near 6 Somerville public schools to create safe, 
active routes to schools and work (for parents and older Somerville High School students) 
with good air quality, helping to fight the epidemics of childhood obesity and asthma.  

 
Prior Inclusion in Other State, Regional, and Local Transportation Plans 

The Community Path extension is clearly already a priority project to the State, regional, and 
communities as indicated by the following facts: 

• The Path is also listed in the official 2007 Boston Region MPO Regional Bicycle Plan: 
http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/4_resources/1_reports/1_studies/4_bicycle/regional_bicycle.pdf 

• As the eastern end of the Mass Central Rail Trail, the Community Path is the subject of this 
1997 study by the MPO: 
http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/4_resources/1_reports/1_studies/4_bicycle/central_mass_rail_trail_study_1997.
pdf 

• Until recent temporary program funding changes, the Path had been allocated $4.5 million by 
the Boston MPO. 

• The Somerville Community Path is listed in the official 2008 Massachusetts Bicycle 
Transportation Plan: http://www.mhd.state.ma.us/common/downloads/bikeplan/BikePlanNoLinks.pdf 

• In the MassDOT Capital Investment Plan, MassDOT has identified 97 miles of new high-
priority shared-use paths “that connect to urbanized areas, extend existing paths, and 
maximize the transportation utility of the system” as part of a Bay State Greenway network 
to be completed in the next 10 years. The Community Path connector is 3 of these 97 miles: 
http://www.massdot.state.ma.us/planning/documents/CIP_2011_2015.pdf 

• The Environmental Impact Report Certificates from the Massachusetts Secretary of 
Environmental Affairs directs MassDOT to plan for the Community Path in its Green Line 
Extension design. 

• The Somerville Community Path is shown on the MassDOT Bike Network Map: 
http://services.massdot.state.ma.us/MapTemplate/BikeNetwork 

• MassDOT has committed to design and fund the infrastructure shared between the Path and 
the Green Line extension from Lowell Street to Inner Belt (as estimated $10 million).   

• The Green Line Extension design and engineering phase is commencing very soon – 
including the Community Path.  We also hope in the future that MassDOT/MBTA will also 

http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/4_resources/1_reports/1_studies/4_bicycle/regional_bicycle.pdf
http://www.ctps.org/bostonmpo/4_resources/1_reports/1_studies/4_bicycle/central_mass_rail_trail_study_1997.pdf
http://www.mhd.state.ma.us/common/downloads/bikeplan/BikePlanNoLinks.pdf
http://www.massdot.state.ma.us/planning/documents/CIP_2011_2015.pdf
http://services.massdot.state.ma.us/MapTemplate/BikeNetwork


decide to design the remainder of the Path, from Inner Belt to where it will link with the 
North Point paths, at a minimum of a 10% design to show width, routing options, slopes, 
bridge locations, etc, and what other factors it depends on (such as a highway or transit 
bridge attached to it). 

• The Community Path is part of the proposed Merrimac River – Charles River Corridor of the 
BayState Greenway Implementation Plan (to be posted to the web soon). 

• The existing Community Path is shown on the Bay State Greenway map and as a proposed 
path to be completed on the transportation maps of the Metropolitan Area Planning Council. 

• The City of Somerville includes the Community Path as a priority in its Open Space and 
Recreation Plan, its draft Bicycle Transportation Plan, and in the Comprehensive Plan being 
developed. Toward this goal, the City has already invested about a half million dollars in the 
design and construction of the existing sections of the community path, plus significant staff 
time of the City’s bicycle and pedestrian coordinator and other city staff. 

• NorthPoint developers have already agreed, in a 2003 Special Permit from the City of 
Cambridge that is still binding, to build the Path through their development (mostly in 
Cambridge) to both westward, toward the Fitchburg line tracks; and west, to connect the 
Charles River Path network (presently being extended to Charlestown via the North Bank 
bridge). One section of the latter has already been built.   

• Everyone from local communities to businesses to MassDOT seems to want the Path 
extension.  There are no detractors to delay the project!   

 
With Federal Policies in mind: 

• The Federal DOT's new Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation 
Regulations and Recommendations emphasizes multi-modal transportation systems. This 
Green Transportation Corridor meets Secretary of Transportation LaHood objectives and 
the Federal DOT's new Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian Accommodation 
Regulations and Recommendations emphasizing multi-model transportation systems.  
Secretary LaHood has stared that: This is the end of favoring motorized transportation at 
the expense of non-motorized."  http://fastlane.dot.gov/2010/03/my-view-from-atop-the-table-at-the-
national-bike-summit.html 

• The federal Department of Transportation's interagency Partnership for Sustainable 
Communities policy is to "develop safe, reliable and economical transportation choices to 
decrease household transportation costs, reduce our nation's dependence on foreign oil, 
improve air quality, reduce greenhouse gas emissions and promote public health." 
http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/smartgrowthusa/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/dot-hud-epa-
partnership-agreement.pdf 

 
With State Policies and Interests in mind: 

• The Community Path extension will provide convenient Green Line access, increased 
ridership at a low cost, and meet MassDOT's Green DOT sustainable and active 
transportation goals.   We hope that Community Path construction will be the first 
bicycle/pedestrian legacy of the MassDOT’s GreenDOT initiative. 

http://fastlane.dot.gov/2010/03/my-view-from-atop-the-table-at-the-national-bike-summit.html
http://www.smartgrowthamerica.org/smartgrowthusa/wp-content/uploads/2011/01/dot-hud-epa-partnership-agreement.pdf
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• The Community Path extension will also meet Commonwealth's Healthy Transportation 
Compact, which directs MassDOT and other agencies to "Develop policies to create a 
transportation system that increases opportunities for physical activity particularly safe 
bicycle and pedestrian travel along and across roadways in urban and suburban areas". 

• Remarkably, Massachusetts ranks last in the nation in allocating federal funds for 
alternative transportation projects. Funding the Community Path will the most cost-
effective use of such limited funds. http://tinyurl.com/4xdqpeo 

 
The Friends have been working closely with the City of Somerville and MassDOT on extending 
the Community Path but additional funding is needed. We hope our public comments have 
presented the regional significance, strengths, and future need for the Community Path. We 
appreciate this opportunity to submit these comments and thankfully acknowledge the past 
support of the MPO. By including the Community Path a top bicycle/pedestrian priority in the 
LRTP, it will acknowledge its critical importance and increase the chances of future funding. 
 
Thank you very much, 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
Lynn Weissman and Alan Moore 
Co-Presidents, Friends of the Community Path 

 

“To Lechmere – and beyond!” 

 

CC:   Congressman Michael Capuano  
Transportation Secretary Jeffrey Mullan  
MassDOT Board of Directors 
Mayor Joseph Curtatone, City of Somerville 
Somerville Board of Aldermen   
Senator Patricia Jehlen 
Representative Denise Provost 
Representative Carl Sciortino 
Representative Timothy Toomey 
David Mohler, MassDOT 
Kate Fichter, MassDOT  
Michael Lambert, City of Somerville 
Kathleen Zeigenfuss, City of Somerville 
Ellin Reisner, STEP 
Chelsea Clarke, Groundworks Somerville 

http://tinyurl.com/4xdqpeo
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 Friends of the Community Path 

112 Belmont Street 
Somerville, MA 2143   

617.776.7769  
friendspath@yahoo.com 
www.pathfriends.org/scp/ 

 

 
 
 
May 3, 2011 
 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Attn: Project Manager Anne McGahan 
mcgahan@ctps.org 
publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 

 
Re: Addendum - Long Range Transportation Plan, “Paths to a Sustainable Region” 
 
 
To Ms. McGahan and the MPO Transportation Planning and Programming Committee: 
 
Please consider this an addendum to our April 27 request to include the Community Path in the 
list of the Projects and Programs by Investment Category (Expansion – bike/ped), as released 
April 5, 2011.of the Long Range Transportation Plan, “Paths to a Sustainable Region.”  After 
seeing the April 5 draft list of bike/ped projects (http://tinyurl.com/3dtqj4s), we’d like to emphasize 
the regional call significance of this vital link between two of our most important off-street paths, 
along with the safety benefits.  This 2.3 miles of unbuilt path is all that's left before we can travel 
off-road all the way from Bedford to Boston and to towns west. 

This week, the MPO has received dozens of letters asking for the Community Path connector to 
be included in the LRTP.  And in March, Transportation Improvement Manager Hayes Morrison 
received 138 letters in support of TIP funding the Community Path, further demonstrating the 
tremendous regional support for this bicycle-pedestrian project.   

Notably, many supporters wrote of their yearnings for the safety of an off-road Path to Boston 
versus their currently treacherous on-road commutes.  Some relevant quotes from these letters: 

 
“Without the path extension, it's only a matter of time will another cyclist will be 
seriously injured or killed on the streets of Cambridge or Somerville.” 
 
“Scares the daylights out of me to be in that vicious auto traffic, but I take my time, wear 
my helmet, and hope for the best.   Spent the weekend looking after my 24 year old son 
recovering from shoulder surgery after being hit by a car on his bike, but that's another 
story.” 

mailto:friendspath@yahoo.com
http://www.pathfriends.org/scp/
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“… the roads are unsafe for pedestrians, bikers, and drivers…. I think that the extension 
of the bike path will take some of the bikers off the streets (as well as some of the joggers, 
who also jog year-round in unsafe conditions.)” 
 
“Additionally, the bike paths have a merit that the street bike lanes do not.   They are the 
only place where children can learn to ride and ride safely for extended periods of time.” 

 

According Boston MPOs' 2009 booklet (page 4), Transportation Planning in the Boston Region: 
Be Informed. Be Involved, the Boston MPO area has 23,000 lane-miles of roads and just 68 miles 
of regional bicycle trails.  The Community Path would be a major connector for the existing path 
(bicycle trail) networks, synergizing their transportation potential as well ridership on the future 
Green Line extension. 

We thank you for the MPO’s past support and hope you will take this opportunity to include the 
Path in the Universe of Projects in the Long Range Transportation Plan. 

 

 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Lynn Weissman and Alan Moore 
Co-Presidents, Friends of the Community Path 
 

“To Lechmere – and beyond!” 

 

CC:   Congressman Michael Capuano  
Transportation Secretary Jeffrey Mullan  
MassDOT Board of Directors 
Mayor Joseph Curtatone, City of Somerville 
Somerville Board of Aldermen   
Senator Patricia Jehlen 
Representative Denise Provost 
Representative Carl Sciortino 
Representative Timothy Toomey 
David Mohler, MassDOT 
Kate Fichter, MassDOT  
Michael Lambert, City of Somerville 
Kathleen Zeigenfuss, City of Somerville 
Ellin Reisner, STEP 
Chelsea Clarke, Groundworks Somerville 
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May 4, 2011 
 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Attn: Project Manager Anne McGahan 
mcgahan@ctps.org 
publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 
 
RE: Please include Community Path connector in the LRTP 
 
Dear Project Manager Anne McGahan and the Boston MPO Transportation Planning 
and Programming Committee: 
 
The Charles River Conservancy (CRC) appreciates the opportunity to submit these 
comments to support the work of Friends of the Community Path. I am writing to 
urge the MPO to include the Community Path connector as a top priority bicycle and 
pedestrian transportation project in the Universe of Projects in the next Long Range 
Transportation Plan (LRTP), “Paths to a Sustainable Region." This will maximize 
the chances of the State seeking and allocating future funding for the Community 
Path. 
 
There are several critical reasons why we support the Community Path connector, 
and are advocating that this project be labeled a priority in the LRTP: 
 

1) The proposed 2-1/2 mile Community Path will link the 23-mile Minuteman 
Bikeway and the 23-mile Charles River path networks.  As the CRC’s 
primary goal is to make the parklands more active, attractive, and accessible 
to all, we fully support the work of Community Path to provide a continuous 
path for commuters and recreational users that leads to the Charles River 
pathways.  
 

2) As the CRC provides stewardship of the Cambridge parklands, we appreciate 
that the Community Path will connect the walking and biking neighborhoods 
of Somerville and Cambridge to four of the new Green Line Extensions 
(GLX).  

 
3) With our ongoing efforts to construct a skatepark in North Point Park, and 

our recent advocacy work concerning Education First’s (EF) development in 
this area, we look forward to the numerous community benefits that a greater 
sustainable transportation network will provide. According to information 
from Community Path, North Point developers have already agreed to, in a  

FOUR BRATTLE STREET 
CAMBRIDGE MASSACHUSETTS 
0  2  1  3  8 
 
617‐608‐1410 t 
617 491 1245 f 
 
crc@thecharles.org 
www.thecharles.org 



 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2003 Special Permit from the City of Cambridge that is still binding, to build 
the Path through their development (mostly in Cambridge) to both westward, 
toward the Fitchburg line tracks; and west, to connect the Charles River Path 
network (presently being extended to Charlestown via the North Bank 
bridge). One section of the latter has already been built. 

 
The Community Path connector must be designed and built with the GLX, since it 
must share infrastructure, right-of-way, and heavy construction with the GLX.  Since 
the GLX is required to start construction in the next few years, additional funding 
will be needed to complete the Path.  
 
The benefits of the Community Path are clear, and will continue to serve the greater 
Boston community for decades to come. It is important that Boston prioritizes 
sustainable transportation to make our citizens more active and our city more 
environmentally conscious. This can be accomplished by making the Community 
Path a priority in the LRTP, so that this project has the potential to receive the 
funding that it merits.  
 
Yours truly, 
 

 
 
Renata von Tscharner 
Founder & President 
Charles River Conservancy 
 
 



 
 

 
 

  XXX 
 
 



The 2008 "Massachusetts Bicycle Transportation Plan" describes the primary route of the Bruce 
Freeman Rail Trail as proceeding from the end of the existing section into Concord Center, 
connecting with the Minuteman Commuter Bikeway in Lexington and Arlington and continuing on 
to Cambridge and Boston.  This route makes more cost/benefit sense than the route on the more 
remote rail bed being promoted by recreational bicyclists under the guise of transportation 
because transportation funds provide the funding source.  
 
Acton's feasibility study by FST stated that most rail trail users drive to a trail to use it.  Evidence 
of this is the lack of sufficient parking spaces in Chelmsford and Westford to accommodate those 
coming to use the rail trail in those towns.   
 
Sudbury officials repeatedly assert that the proposed BFRT is for recreation, not transportation.  
Trail counts on existing trails confirm most trips on the local rail trails are made on weekends.  
One must assume these trips are more for pleasure than for commuting 
  
At last year's Municipal TIP Day, Sudbury's DPW director, on information from the Acton Town 
Planner, told the MPO that the estimated construction cost for the BFRT through Acton, Concord 
and Sudbury was currently $3 million per mile. This cost, combined with what has already been 
spent,  plus the cost of purchasing the Sudbury and Framingham sections from CSX and the 
construction costs in Sudbury and Framingham as well as the bridge over route 2, would mean 
the cost to build the BFRT in the present day is fast approaching the $60-70 million range.  
 
Moreover, the route through these three towns is mostly through woods, sensitive riparian zones 
and conservation land.  Sudbury's Town-commissioned “Four-Season Wildlife and Wildlife 
Habitat Evaluation” determined that almost half of the proposed Sudbury rail bed route for the 
BFRT is so important to wildlife that there could be no mitigation from trail construction and a 
prospective trail should be re-routed away from the rail bed.  
 
Another environmental consequence of trail construction is, if the BFRT were to continue from 
Carlisle to Framingham on the old rail bed, and the trail were built to AASHTO standards, 
approximately 65 acres of carbon dioxide absorbing vegetation would be removed. The negative 
impact on wetlands from trail construction is highlighted by the fact that a rail trail in Concord, if 
built, will be exempted from the 2010 local wetlands bylaw, otherwise, it could not receive 
permits. 
  
There is also the inherent presence of contamination along rail beds, an issue of which people 
are often unaware or one which people choose to ignore. It is hoped that this issue would be fully 
examined if the BFRT were to be constructed on the rail bed.  
 
As currently is the case on the existing Chelmsford section, the path in these three towns would 
not have lighting and would not be plowed.  Nor is this route convenient or relevant for connecting 
to schools in any of these towns, although proponents would lead the public to believe otherwise.  
The path through Acton would require bicyclists to leave it to travel on route 2A to access 
businesses.  In West Concord, the old rail bed does not provide a more convenient or direct 
access route to the train or businesses.  .   
 
Some say a bike trail would give an economic boost to a town, yet according to Hudson (Assabet 
Rail Trail) officials, one third of Hudson's downtown business district is empty. Disappointingly, 
the Assabet Trail did not provide the hoped for economic boost.  
  
The BFRT through Acton, Concord, Sudbury and the more unpopulated area of Framingham, 
doesn’t make economic or environmental sense.  There is no tangible evidence that constructing 
a trail on the old rail bed would lead to improvement in reducing air pollution, provide congestion 
mitigation or become a realistic transportation route.  At the MAGIC meeting held in Acton last 
year, a bicycling enthusiast who lives in Acton and works in Chelmsford, said he, like most 
people, did not have the time to get up earlier to commute to work by bike, nor did he want to 
arrive at work covered in sweat.  
 



It seems that diminishing transportation funds would be better spent on projects that move larger 
numbers of people to meet real commuting needs, such as providing buses to central 
transportation centers. Increasing mass transportation opportunities on a consistent daily basis 
regardless of heat, cold, rain, snow, sleet, or darkness in order to really help relieve congestion 
and cut vehicle emissions, is what's needed. It is not a greater environmental benefit to build 
expensive, remote rail trails through sensitive wildlife habitat in affluent suburbs to which most 
people drive for weekend recreation. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Carole Wolfe 
Sudbury 
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   T HE  URBAN RI NG  PHASE  2  

CITIZENS’  ADVI SORY COMMITT EE  

 
Urban Ring CAC Comments on the Boston Region Metropolitan 
Planning Organization’s Draft Transportation Needs Assessment 

for the Long Range Transportation Plan 
March 21, 2011 

 

Visions for the 2035 Plan 
The Draft Long Range Transportation Plan for the Boston MPO, Paths to a Sustainable Region,  
states that system expansion should be accomplished through strategic investments based on the 
regional needs assessment.  The draft plan, which is based on the MetroFuture forecast, notes 
that “the Central Area will be the largest population and employment generator and attractor in 
the region.  It is also seen as a key location for job growth built around medical and educational 
institutions as well as other major industries” that are particularly well served by the Urban Ring 
project. 

The Urban Ring Citizens Advisory Committee concurs that, given the limited resources 
available, any expansion of the present system should utilize these resources in the most strategic 
fashion possible.  It is our conclusion, based on our review and comment on the Urban Ring 
Revised Draft EIR/DEIS completed in November 2008, that the project contains a number of 
elements that would be worthwhile as stand-alone projects, have relatively small costs, and 
which would produce particularly large ridership benefits and would support economic 
development in accordance with the MetroFuture plan.  These elements would serve some of the 
region‟s most dynamic economic centers as well as some of our most transit dependent 
neighborhoods; would improve access between them, as called for in the vision statement; and 
would directly address the deficiencies in the system that produce inequitable transportation 
benefits for minority and lower income populations.  Implementation of Urban Ring elements is 
the surest way to both direct development to dense, already developed areas targeted for 
economic revitalization, and relieve development pressure on natural areas outside the urban 
core. 

Our comments on the Transportation Plan‟s Needs Assessment, below, highlight these elements.   

Policies for the 2035 Plan 
The draft Livability Policies call for transit investments that are consistent with MetroFuture land 
use planning, in that they serve already developed areas, dense areas, and areas identified for 
economic development by state, regional and local agencies.  This CAC worked with the State to 
identify a Locally Preferred Alternative for the Urban Ring project in general, as well as the 
segments which make it up that specifically address each of these policies.  It should be noted in 
this connection that the Urban Ring Compact municipalities, each of which sits on the CAC, 
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have adopted development policies and plans that specifically rely on Urban Ring elements and 
have been designed to accommodate them.  Examples include the City of Boston‟s preparation 
of development RFPs for sites at the intersection of Melnea Cass Boulevard and Washington 
Street that incorporate the alignment of the project; its alignment of reconstructed Maitland 
Street to link buses from Yawkey Station to Mountfort Street, its 25 percent plans for the 
reconstruction of Sullivan Square to provide bus lanes to the Orange Line station; and 
Cambridge‟s development agreements for the full build-out of North Point. 

The CAC welcomes the policy that economic impacts should be a criterion for evaluating 
projects.  Growth in the Urban Ring corridor is projected to exceed that in the region as a whole.  
Its full potential cannot be achieved unless crosstown transit linking corridor sites to the radial 
transit lines is put in place.  We therefore look forward to reviewing the techniques through 
which this criterion is applied to potential projects. 

The 2035 Plan‟s draft environmental policies call for investments that increase the mode share of 
transit.  The Urban Ring RDEIR/DEIS documents the pronounced increase in mode share the 
project would accomplish.  It would do this not only by offering attractive alternatives to auto 
travel within its corridor, but by relieving congestion on existing radial lines, which cannot 
increase their share of travelers without the decongestion provided by the Urban Ring. 

The Urban Ring RDEIR/DEIS documents the equity needs addressed by the project.  It should be 
observed that some of its constituent elements, such as the extension of bus service from the 
imminent East Boston Bypass Road into Chelsea, provide high levels of benefit to underserved 
neighborhoods at limited capital cost and through the extension of existing service rather than the 
institution of new service. 

The CAC notes as well that the project and its component elements directly address the policies 
related to climate change. 

Climate Change and Transportation Planning 
The Regional Transportation Plan should reflect other important State policy initiatives that rely 
on transportation projects such as those of the recently adopted Clean Energy and Climate Plan 
for 2020 which targets a 25% reduction of greenhouse gas emissions by the year 2020 and an 
80% reduction by 2050. In 2020, it is assumed that a 9.8% reduction will be achieved through 
the building sector and a 7.6% reduction through the transportation sector, primarily through fuel 
efficiency standards and low carbon fuel standards.   A 1.4 % reduction comes from the 
Commonwealth‟s GreenDOT to reduce VMT by promoting alternative methods of 
transportation, facilitating more efficient roadway systems operations, and requiring short- and 
long-range regional and state-wide plans to be consistent with the Commonwealth‟s greenhouse 
gas reduction target. To achieve an 80% reduction by 2050, the State proposes two scenarios: 
one requires that transit service increase by 2.5 times current levels, the other one that transit 
service doubles and all commuter rail, intercity rail and 90% of buses become electrified.   

In order to even achieve the 2020 reduction goals, it is important that new transit services start to 
be funded in this RTP. With more than one third of the State‟s greenhouse gas emissions 
attributable to the transportation sector it will be impossible to achieve the 2050 goals without 
significant funding in place very soon to make substantial new transit investments.  Of all new 
transit projects recently studied by the State, the Urban Ring outperforms most, with the RDEIR 
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showing significant reductions of 41,500 person-vehicle trips per day and 189,400 vehicle miles 
travelled per day on regional roadways by getting people to switch from driving to transit. 

Needs Assessment for the MPO’s Long Range Transportation Plan 
We have reviewed portions of the Needs Assessment for the MPO‟s Long Range Transportation 
Plan issued in draft form in February 2011.  Overall, we feel that the assessment is 
comprehensive and covers a wide range of needs that should be addressed in the transportation 
plan and by projects and programs that will be identified and evaluated in the next steps in the 
development of the plan. 

The population and employment projections and travel demand modeling are very useful in 
helping to determine needs.  However, the summary of Travel Demand Modeling in Appendix A 
is so broad and general that there is insufficient material to comment on.  It would be helpful if 
there were a more explicit connection between the modeling and the items cited in the Needs 
Assessment.   

While formulating specific comments on the modeling process and its connection to needs is 
difficult, some general observations are nonetheless possible.  Concerns have been raised in the 
past about how closely the adopted projections and modeling reflect reality because of what is or 
is not included as generators of travel demand.  We hope that in future iterations of the regional 
plan, trips over and above those related to employment, such as those of students to educational 
facilities and patients to medical facilities, can be counted as part of travel demand.  Because of 
the large college student population and the large number of medical facilities in Boston, these 
are a significant part of the transportation picture in this region. 

Still, without extensive documentation of the Travel Demand Modeling, it is difficult to ascertain 
the validity of the stated needs.  Our comments are therefore more impressionistic than 
definitive.   

Comments on Chapter 8 
Despite these reservations, the needs identified in the Central Area analysis – on which we 
concentrated our review -- does identify a number of issues that we wish to highlight, as they 
support the advancement of projects that we believe are important for the future of the region. 

Many of the needs described in the Central Area analysis are repeated in other sections of the 
text, and as a result, these comments also refer to relevant comments in several points below. 

A number of needs identified in this assessment pertain to issue of transit capacity which is a 
major concern for us: 

 On page 8-53 under “Capacity Issues: Circumferential Travel” there is discussion of 
central area trip generators and the constraints of the hub-and-spoke network in serving 
these generators well.  We concur with the statement that “Additional circumferential 
services are needed to provide rapid and direct connections between activity centers in 
the Central Area.”  We further suggest that components of the proposed Urban Ring 
transportation improvements are critical to addressing these needs.  We strongly suggest 
that these factors support advancement of components of the Urban Ring as a 
recommended project or series of projects in the Long Range Plan. 
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 Additional points in the Needs Assessment reinforce this suggestion, including: 
“Capacity Issues” on page 8-54, which states in part that, “More frequent, rapid, and 
through-routed connections would greatly enhance circumferential mobility, particularly 
between …” a list of activity centers located directly in the Urban Ring corridor. 

 On Page 8-55, several other points further reinforce the importance of the Urban Ring in 
meeting the identified needs: 
 “…trip volumes between Somerville and Cambridge are projected to increase 

substantially.  Taken together, these expose a gap in rapid transit service in the 
Central Area.”  An Urban Ring BRT route is designed to bridge the gap between 
the Orange Line, Green Line, and Red Line corridors and Cambridgeport. 

 Trips from both Chelsea and Everett to the urban core do not have access to rapid 
transit service. 

 Commercial development at Assembly Square could burden the congested 
highway system.  Additional transit service proposed by the Urban Ring can 
relieve this burden. 

 With the largest gains in future employment in the Central Area in Seaport, 
Cambridge, and Somerville as well as the Fenway/Kenmore/Longwood area 
(page 8-25), where in the latter “congestion of the transportation system in this 
area constrains growth and economic development potential.” 

 The Green Line Central Subway currently operates at capacity, constraining 
growth.  Projected 2030 ridership demand in the Central Subway and surface 
branches is expected to exceed capacity.  

 Many commuter rail trains cannot stop at Ruggles Station because one of the 
three tracks does not have a platform. 

The projects in the Urban Ring would address several transportation equity issues listed in Table 
8-13, including: 

 Better circumferential transit needed to connect Dorchester to neighborhoods to the west. 
 East Boston traffic congestion, which can be partially addressed by construction of the 

East Boston / Chelsea Bypass Road, now being designed and permitted. 
 Providing transit connections from Everett to employment centers such as Longwood 

with Urban Ring service. 
 For Jamaica Plain and Roxbury, circumferential transit is needed to connect better to 

points west and north in Brookline, Cambridge, and Somerville. 
 For Malden, Medford, and Everett, circumferential transit would reduce the need to travel 

into Boston for connections and travel out on radial transit lines. 

The summary of Central Area Needs at the end of the chapter on pages 8-68 to 8-73 echo many 
of the points made above. 

Comments on Chapter 10 
Many priorities established in Chapter 10 of the Needs Assessment are consistent with the needs 
and projects cited above, as well as the vision statement of the Long Range Plan, which  
emphasizes alternatives to driving that reduce auto dependency, reduce emissions, address 
climate change, and support development in appropriate locations. 
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“Infrastructure Constraints” priority needs listed on page 10-8 that can be addressed by projects 
in the Urban Ring Corridor are the Ruggles station platform improvements; and measures to 
reduce Green Line Central Subway congestion. 

Listed under “Gaps in Service” on page 10-8 are the following needs that could be addressed by 
transportation improvements in the Urban Ring corridor: 
 Increasing trip volumes between Somerville and Cambridge. 
 Densely populated areas of Chelsea, Everett, and Medford in need of improved rapid 

transit access. 
 More frequent, circumferential connections between Central Area activity centers. 

Listed under “Projected Growth” on page 10-9, increased ridership demand on the Green Line 
branches and the Central Subway by 2030 could be addressed by additional Urban Ring service. 

Under the “Projected Growth” heading on page 10-9, the Urban Ring improvements could 
provide increased capacity to accommodate some of the Central Subway ridership.   

Under the “Transportation Equity” heading on page 10-13, the Urban Ring improvements can 
provide improved access to rapid transit and better circumferential transit service in Roxbury, 
Somerville, Chelsea, Medford, and Everett.   

Realization of the MetroFuture land use vision for the region includes meeting the needs of 
projected growth of 2,100 housing units and 2.5 million square feet of commercial and office 
space at Assembly Square in Somerville, and further development of North Point in Cambridge. 

Specific Components of the Urban Ring Concept that Address the Priority 
Transit Needs Identified in Chapter 10 
The MPO‟s Long Range Transportation Plan focuses on how to make the existing transportation 
system work better and emphasizes mobility improvements such as reducing existing and 
projected congestion, filling gaps in service, environmental benefits, livability/land use 
improvements, and economic development by connecting activity centers and providing access 
to jobs, all of which are virtues of the Urban Ring concept. 

One significant attribute of the Urban Ring concept is that it can be implemented incrementally. 
By implementing the concept in segments, it is possible to realize major benefits for relatively 
small investments. 

Several of the Needs Assessment priority issues listed on pages 10-8 and 10-9 can be addressed 
by specific components identified in the Locally Preferred Alternative in the Urban Ring Revised 
Draft Environmental Impact Report / Draft Environmental Impact Statement (RDEIR/DEIS) 
completed in November 2008, and the June 2009 Notice of Project Change (NPC) that 
MassDOT withdrew from MEPA evaluation in January 2010.  Cost estimates and descriptions in 
the NPC are still useful as a starting point for defining early actions.  Those components (and 
conceptual capital cost estimates in 2009 dollars) that address priority needs include: 

Ruggles Station Commuter Rail:  The Ruggles Station platform improvements have been 
studied and are estimated to cost $2.5 million for design and $ 13 million for construction.  
Green Line Central Subway congestion:  Completion of the entire Urban Ring Locally 
Preferred Alternative (LPA), including a bus tunnel through Longwood and the Fenway would 
provide the greatest relief of Central Subway congestion; while its high overall cost may make it 
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out of reach as a next step for implementation, the results of additional studies underway 
regarding short- and long-term alternatives through Longwood should be modeled for ridership 
impacts in this plan.   

Another reasonable next step for the Urban Ring that can begin to address the Central Subway 
congestion problem is a study to identify which segments of the Urban Ring LPA would, when 
implemented, provide the greatest benefit for Central Subway operations.  Such a study could 
reexamine an incremental implementation strategy for the Urban Ring focused on the objective 
of Central Subway relief. 

Trips between Somerville and Cambridge:  A possible Urban Ring early action that has been 
identified to bridge the service gap between the Orange Line and Cambridge consists of 
completion of bus lanes in First Street in East Cambridge and Third and Main Street near 
Kendall Square.  Buses on Binney Street and Broadway operating in mixed traffic would connect 
the First Street bus lanes to Kendall Station.  Until the viaduct connection over the railroad tracks 
to the Inner Belt area in Somerville is completed, buses connecting from the end of First Street 
and Lechmere Station can use the Gilmore Bridge and Rutherford Avenue in mixed traffic to 
reach the Orange Line at Sullivan Square.  Design and permitting for bus lanes on First, Third, 
and Main Streets have been estimated at $200,000 with construction for the bus lanes estimated 
to cost about $2 million. 

Design is already well underway on bus lane improvements for the Sullivan Square area in 
Charlestown and along Route 99 and Rutherford Avenue approaching Sullivan Square.  
Extending the Urban Ring in this area will build upon those improvements. 

A further extension of this service would continue in Cambridge in bus lanes along Main Street 
and Albany Street to Cambridgeport.  Buses could then travel in mixed traffic on local streets 
across the BU Bridge to Boston University, the Fenway, Longwood, and beyond.   

Design and permitting for the bus lanes in this segment have been estimated to cost 
approximately $150,000 with a construction cost of about $1 million. 

Access to rapid transit service in Chelsea, Everett, and Medford:  The first steps of 
addressing the issue of improving mobility and transit connections for portions of the “Northern 
Tier” of the Urban Ring corridor are already underway.  Massport is about to begin construction 
of the East Boston / Chelsea Bypass Road providing a dedicated right of way for trucks and 
buses under local streets from the vicinity of the Airport Blue Line Station and the reconstructed 
Chelsea Street Bridge.  A second component of transit access strategy for this area is the Silver 
Line Extension Study recently completed by CTPS that evaluated alternative routes and service 
between Chelsea and the Blue Line using either the Bypass Road and local streets or a dedicated 
busway along the recently acquired abandoned CSX right-of-way.  Preliminary results of this 
study indicate good ridership potential, with up to 1,800 new daily riders attracted to the system 
for operations in the dedicated busway.  The Bypass Road has been funded by Massport.  The 
design and construction of the dedicated busway through Chelsea is an important connection. 

The Urban Ring Notice of Project Change, originally issued in June 2009 but since withdrawn, 
proposed implementation of a “Northern Tier First Implementation Phase” with a total capital 
cost of $486 million (2009); however, portions of this corridor, which runs from Logan Airport 
West Garage through East Boston, Chelsea, Everett, Somerville, Charlestown, and East 
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Cambridge to Kendall Square, can be determined to have independent utility and could be 
implemented in smaller segments at a lower capital cost.   

In addition to the connection from Chelsea to the Blue Line described above, a dedicated busway 
could be designed and constructed from Everett to the Orange Line either via Wellington Station 
as described in the RDEIR/DEIS with a new bridge over the Malden River or using the existing 
Revere Beach Parkway bridge in mixed traffic, or via mixed traffic on Alford Street (Route 99) 
to bus lanes connecting to Sullivan Station as described in the NPC. 

More frequent circumferential connections between Central Area Activity Centers:  The 
June 2009 Notice of Project Change also identified a series of early actions that can connect 
activity centers in the “Southern Tier” from Kendall to Logan Airport.  As the NPC states, 
“These potential „early actions‟ include infrastructure investments that entail low costs and 
minimal environmental impacts, and that could offer potential independent benefit…”  Capital 
costs listed for each project are in 2009 dollars estimated for the NPC.  These early action 
projects include: 

 Melnea Cass Boulevard reconstruction with a center median busway is about to enter 
the design phase managed by the City of Boston.  This project will improve access from 
Roxbury and Dorchester to Longwood and beyond, and is an important link connecting 
Longwood with the Crosstown area and Boston Medical Center.  The capital cost 
estimate in 2009 was $27 million.  

 Mountfort Street corridor project is now being studied as part of improvements to the 
Commonwealth Avenue bridge over the Turnpike Extension.  The full scope of 
improvements in the corridor includes bus lanes on the Carlton Street bridge as well as 
bus lanes between Park Drive and Beacon Street.  The first phase of work is likely to 
consist of reconfiguration of the Mountfort/Carlton Street intersection to allow 
westbound traffic to continue straight to the BU Bridge.  This phase is not expected to be 
expensive, but the entire set of improvements was estimated to cost $14 million in 2009. 

Improvements along Mountfort Street will extend the investment committed at Yawkey 
Station and on Maitland Street which connects the station area to Mountfort Street. 

 Albany Street bus lanes in Boston would improve access between South Boston and the 
Crosstown area as well as Boston Medical Center.  The bus lanes would also function in 
conjunction with improvements in Melnea Cass Boulevard to enhance access to 
Longwood and beyond.  The capital cost estimate was $2 million for this work. 

 Massachusetts Avenue and Columbia Point bus lanes would extend from Melnea 
Boulevard to Columbia Road and on the Columbia Point Roadways in coordination with 
the City of Boston and planning underway by U. Mass. Boston.  The capital cost estimate 
was $2 million for this work. 

 Ruggles Station Platform Study of design and engineering is currently underway at the 
MBTA, which is expected to be completed in the first two years of this plan, and will 
document the ridership and construction costs related to an additional commuter rail 
platform.  Early estimates indicate a potential cost of $13 million. 

Addressing Route 16 in Medford near the intersection with Route 28/Fellsway -- the 21st ranked 
highway crash location (listed on page 10-5) -- will improve safety along a potential Urban Ring 
bus route. 
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Next Steps for These Projects 
It is critical that these projects and components of projects that address the plan‟s priorities are 
included in the set to be modeled by CTPS to document their benefits and contributions toward 
meeting the objectives and visions of the Long Range Transportation Plan for the Boston MPO.  
We believe that the results of that analysis should result in the inclusion of these projects in the 
final plan adopted by the MPO. 
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May 2, 2011 

Ms. Anne McGahan, Project Manager, and 
The Boston MPO Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization  
State Transportation Building 
10 Park Plaza 
Boston, MA  02116 
 

Re:  Please include Community Path connector in the 2035 LRTP 

Dear Ms. McGahan: 

I write on behalf of the Cambridge Bicycle Committee regarding the Community Path in Somerville.  We 

urge the MPO to include the Community Path connector as a top priority bicycle and pedestrian 

transportation project in the Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP), “Paths to a Sustainable Region." 

This will maximize the chances of important future funding for the Community Path. 

The Community Path represents a critical link for bicycle commuting, finally connecting the hugely 

popular Minuteman Commuter Bikeway with downtown Boston.  As such, it has the potential to serve 

the largest density of users of any shared-use path in the state.  The Community Path will directly 

benefit Cambridge residents, including those who live in North Cambridge and wish to commute to 

downtown Boston or access the Charles River, as well as those living in East Cambridge who wish to 

travel to Davis Square or the Minuteman Bikeway.  The Cambridge Bicycle Committee views the path as 

a critically important link in the growing regional network of bicycle trails.  The path will also support 

bicycle and pedestrian access to the pending Green Line Extension, increasing ridership at a very low 

cost per rider.  However, it cannot be designed and built without sharing infrastructure, right-of-way, 

and heavy construction with the Green Line Extension, and is in need of additional funding. 

Once again, we urge the Boston MPO to support this extremely important project of regional 

significance by including it in the Long-Range Transportation Plan for the region. 

Sincerely, 

 

Catharine M Hornby, Chair 

On behalf of the Cambridge Bicycle Committee 



 

 

 
May 5, 2011 
 

Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 

Attn: Project Manager Anne McGahan 
 

Re: 2035 Long Range Transportation Plan, Paths to a Sustainable Region 
  

Dear Ms. McGahan: 
 

WalkBoston appreciates the opportunity to provide comments to the MPO Transportation Planning 
and Programming Committee in respect to the Long Range Transportation Plan for the Boston 
Metropolitan Area. We are particularly interested that the plan includes the Community Path and 
its connections in the City of Somerville.  
 

The Community Path project, as planned by Somerville, will provide a critical link between the 
Minuteman Bikeway and Charles River path network, encouraging residents to walk and bicycle. 
Perhaps most importantly, the Community Path would provide direct pedestrian access to the 
planned Green Line Extension to Medford.  
 

Portions of the Path already exist and are heavily used by local residents. The extension of the 
Path from Cedar Street to Lowell Street (ID 604331) was included in the TIP and is scheduled to be 
constructed in 2011. WalkBoston urges the MPO Transportation Planning and Programming 
Committee to approve the inclusion of the Lowell Street-to-Cambridge section in the Long Range 
Transportation Plan, “Paths to a Sustainable Region. It is an important project and deserves your 
consideration and approval to become part of the LRTP. 
 

Once it is incorporated into the LRTP, the Community Path project deserves more intense attention 
in future TIPs. The path project east of Lowell Street needs to be designed and built alongside the 
Green Line Extension.  For TIPs developed in the next two years, the MPO should include the 
Lowell Street to Cambridge portion of the Community Path that parallels the Green Line extension 
and serves pedestrians and bicyclists who will be using the new transit service.  
 

The Community Path is a very important regional facility for walking, bicycling and for transit 
access. We hope that the committee will continue to support this project to its eventual 
completion. Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
 
 

Wendy Landman 
Executive Director 
 
Cc Monica R. Lamboy, Executive Director, Somerville Strategic Planning & Community Dev.  

Jaime Corliss, Director, Shape Up Somerville 
Ellin Reisner, Somerville STEP 
Alan Moore, Friends of the Community Path 
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 Friends of the Community Path 

112 Belmont Street 
Somerville, MA 2143   

617.776.7769  
friendspath@yahoo.com 
www.pathfriends.org/scp/ 

 

 
 
 
May 18, 2011 
 
Boston Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) 
Transportation Planning and Programming Committee 
Attn: Project Manager Anne McGahan 
mcgahan@ctps.org 
tppc@bostonmpo.org 
publicinformation@bostonmpo.org 

 
Re:  Community Path as a Line Item in LRTP Investment Strategy 
 
 
 
To Ms. McGahan and the MPO Transportation Planning and Programming Committee: 
 
Based on the time-critical need for construction of the Community Path connector, we are 
writing to request a $25 million budget line item in Long Range Transportation Plan (LRTP) 
Investment Strategy for full construction of the Path with the Green Line extension (GLX) from 
Lowell St. to North Point/Lechmere, over the years 2013 to 2015.  (See page 4, Table 1 for 
budget overview.) 
 
We make this request because it would be much more expensive and logistically 

impractical to design and build the Community Path after the GLX, since the two projects 

require shared infrastructure and rights-of-way, and simultaneous heavy construction.   
 
Due to Clean Air SIP commitments, the Commonwealth is federally mandated to build the GLX 
in the next few years; the Community Path must be constructed on the GLX time line.  

MassDOT has already designed the Community Path to the same level of design as the GLX and 
has committed to continue to design the Path to Inner Belt. We hope they will extend this 
commitment to extend the design to meet the North Point path network to Cambridge and 
Boston, some of which is already built. 
 
Thank you for the MPO's past support.  We also greatly appreciate your current efforts to 
balance highway and bicycle/pedestrian projects in fiscally challenging times, by exploring 
alternate LRTP Investment Strategies.   

mailto:friendspath@yahoo.com
http://www.pathfriends.org/scp/
mailto:mcgahan@ctps.org
mailto:publicinformation@bostonmpo.org
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Of the three Investment Strategies presented to the TPPC on May 5, we prefer (but do not yet 
endorse) Strategy #3, since it moves toward greater investment in Highway/Bike-Pedestrian 
projects, compared with the other two strategies.  However: 

1. None of the three strategies accounts for the time constraints on the Community Path by 
including a line item for the Path on the same timeline as the GLX. 

2. None of the three strategies is consistent with the GreenDOT directive, since a high 
proportion of available funds are allotted for highways. Without a shift to non-automobile 
projects, MassDOT will not be able to attain the required carbon dioxide emissions 
reductions. As an urban active transportation project, the Path will be the “best” such 
investment that could be made.  

 
 
The Community Path is a regionally crucial, zero-emissions transportation project that will: 

 Connect ~50 miles of Path through 11 cities and towns (Bedford, Lexington, Arlington, 
Belmont, Cambridge, Somerville, Medford, Boston, Waltham, Watertown, and Newton), 
by linking the 23 miles of Minuteman with the 23 miles of Charles River path networks.   

 Make the GLX a truly multi-modal transit project, with bike/ped synergy to increase 
GLX ridership at a low cost-per-rider. 

 Extend multi-modal transit connectivity along the Red Line to the Green Line extension. 

 Reduce the automobile traffic burden on our overburdened roads and highways (like 
Routes 2 and 28, and I-93). 

 Improve air quality and confer safety benefits for people of all ages and abilities. 

 Will provide needed low-cost transportation options for low-income, minority, and 
environmental justice neighborhoods, especially in the East Somerville segment, which 
has the densest environmental justice and car-less household populations of any Path 
segment from the Minuteman to the Charles. 

 
 
Continuity and connectivity of paths creates transportation networks for thousands of users.  The 
un-built Path is all that's left before we can travel off-road all the way from Bedford to Boston 
and then out to Newton. 
 
The Friends of the Community Path will continue working with the City of Somerville and the 
Commonwealth to identify and apply for additional funding sources.   Even so, a funding 
commitment is essential now to ensure Path construction along with the GLX.   
 
We hope you will take this opportunity to fully program Community Path construction, in the 
same timeframe as the GLX, as a line item in the LRTP Investment Strategy. 
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Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
Lynn Weissman and Alan Moore 
Co-Presidents, Friends of the Community Path 
 

“To Lechmere – and beyond!” 
 
PS:  Appended are our two recent letters and 5/5/2011 spoken comment which listed the myriad 
of reasons that the Community Path is perfectly suited to addressing the LRTP Transportation 
Needs Assessments and to fulfilling the LRTP Visions and Policies. 

 
CC:     
Michael Lambert, City of Somerville 
Kathleen Zeigenfuss, City of Somerville 
Ellin Reisner, STEP 
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Table 1. Community Path Cost Estimate, from 2010 Tiger II Application 

 
 

 

Design, Engineering and Construction Costs*

MassDOT Contributions 

as part of GLX Project**

Balance Requested in 

LRTP Investment 

Strategy

Design and Engineering to Inner Belt 1,600,000 -1,600,000 0

Construction to Inner Belt 22,329,000 -5,409,000 16,920,000

50% Contingency for Construction*** 11,164,500 -2,704,500 8,460,000

Total $35,093,500 -$9,713,500 $25,380,000

Notes:

* A design firm contracting to the City of Somerville will better define these costs over the next few weeks.

*** While 50% contingency may be high, the surplus may be shifted to a bike/ped bridge crossing from Inner Belt to 

Northpoint/Lechmere.  

** Also confirmed in a letter from Secretary Mullan (November 2010) to Somerville Transportation Equity Partnership (STEP).
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CITY OF SOMERVILLE, MASSACHUSETTS 
Office of Strategic Planning and Community Development 

JOSEPH A. CURTATONE, MAYOR 
 
Office of Transportation & Infrastructure 
 
May 17, 2011 
 
Mr. David Mohler 
MassDOT Office of Transportation Planning 
10 Park Plaza 
Boston, MA 02116 
 
Dear Mr. Mohler: 
 
First, we are writing to thank you for all the support and guidance that you have provided the Boston 
MPO over the past four years that Somerville has served on the board. Devising fiscally constrained plans 
that meet the demands of both aging infrastructure and a growing economy presents a particularly 
difficult challenge for the region. We appreciate the complex analysis that MassDOT must perform in 
order to develop its recommendations for the short and long term. 
 
In that spirit, we now request that Somerville’s Community Path Phase 2 (Lowell Street Station – Inner 
Belt District, Somerville) be added to the LRTP. This addition will serve to acknowledge investments 
already being made in the project, as well as pave the way for the City to seek additional external funding 
for the project. Design work on the Community Path has already begun as part of the Green Line 
Extension project and MassDOT has committed to completing 100% design. Moreover, the 
Commonwealth has agreed to complete any necessary environmental study and construct shared 
infrastructure. The current estimated cost for the Path Extension, not counting shared infrastructure is 
$17 million plus contingency. The City expects that number to significantly decrease as design elements 
are further refined. 
 
The Somerville Community Path Extension is a 1.8 mile bicycle and pedestrian path that will run from 
Lowell Street to the Inner Belt District of Somerville, MA. It is an extension of the existing Community 
Path, which connects to a network of trails that extend into the western suburbs of Boston. The Path will 
be built in concert with and run alongside the upcoming Green Line Extension, a planned Massachusetts 
Bay Transportation Authority (MBTA) transit service extension project in the cities of Somerville, 
Cambridge and Medford, MA.  
 
The timing of this request for funding is critical. Due to the close proximity of the two Extensions, shared 
retaining walls, modifications to bridges, and essential strong connections at stations, enormous 
efficiencies will be gained by constructing the projects simultaneously. Indeed, if the Green Line becomes 
operational before construction of the Path Extension, significant disruptions in service would then need 
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to occur to allow for Path construction. Therefore, in order to take full advantage of  MassDOT’s current 
investments, construction of the Path should occur in the same time frame as the Green Line, currently 
estimated for 2013 – 2015. 
 
The Massachusetts Department of Transportation has completed the environmental process for both the 
Green Line and Community Path Extension and has initiated preliminary engineering as well. While 
funding for the Green Line has been assured, however, the Community Path hangs in the balance. The 
City now asks for MassDOT and the MPO’s support to ensure simultaneous construction of a regionally 
significant multimodal project that will improve transportation options dramatically, unlock economic 
opportunity and bring cleaner air and recreational space to an environmental justice community. 
 
Thanks again for your help and we look forward to discussing this project further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Michael Lambert       Thomas Bent 
Director of Transportation & Infrastructure    MPO Representative 
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