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To the Senate and éenerd Assembly
of the State of ‘New Jersey,
Through His Extellency, ‘
Morcan F. LARSON
Governor of the State of New Jersey:

_ The South Jersey Transit Commission, appomted under the
. provisions of Chapter 251 of the Laws of 1929 “To study and
report upon the. best:plan, or plans, to be followed in provrdlng ‘
a comprehensive scheme of rapid passenger transit between the
- several communities of the Counties of Atlantic, Burlington,
Camden, Cape May, Cumberland, Gloucester, Ocean and Salem,
as well as between such’ communities and the City of Philadel-
phia,” begs leave to submit herewith a report of progress, as
follows: 5

The Commlssmn completed its organization on October 2,
11929, and submitted a prehmmary report, based upon an outline
survey of the transit conditions in the district, early in the 1930
session of the Leglslature

SPECIAL AcTtiviTiEs DURING 1930

Our most active efforts during 1930 were, by unanimous con-
sent of the members of the Commission, confined to the Camden
area, it being recognlzed that a constructive and intelligent solu-

“tion of this local problem was of the greatest 1mportance and
that, to a certain extent at least, relief in the South Jersey dis-
trict was dependent upon success that might be attained in co-
ordination and extension at Camden, with particular reference
to the necessrty of improved trans-river traffic facilities, the need
for which has not only operated to paralyze the development of
real estate and other interests in the South Jersey area but has
actually resulted in a retrogression by reason of the present costly
and impeded transportatron over the Delaware River Bridge.
Expectation in the construction of the brldge promlsed great
advantage to the district and realization of this promise was an
important consideration in the formulating of Step No. 1, which
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" proposed “A high-speed, connecting line from railroad terminals,
or a union station, in Camden, through a suitable bus terminal

- and crossing the Delaware River Bridge to a proper connection
with the subway system in Philadelphia

The work of the Transit Commlssmn during the year that
has passed may be classified as follows:

A. Obtaining accurate 1nformat10n on the busmess
done by the various. passenger-carrying ut111t1es
operating in the Camden district..

B. Harmonizing interests, particularly the rail-
roads, with our previously developed plan for
Step No. 1 in the solution of the intercity prob-
lem.

C. Arousing interest and securing co-operation of
authorities and influential individuals in Phila-
delphia.

D. Encouraging joint operation, or a unified inter-- » -
est, between the Pennsylvania and Readlng rail-
road systems in Camden. -

E. Promotion of Step No. 2 in the solution of our
problem, which proposed “A tunnel under the
Delaware River to suitable terminals in Phila-
delphia for joint dperation, or use, by the two
railroad systems.”

It remains our conviction that “By the time Step No. 2 could
be realized by completion of the tunnel, the bus, trolley car and
ordinary intercity traffic would engage the facilities provided
by Step No. 1, which might readily be extended, under suitable
operating and financial arrangements, to sections which are now,

“suburban to the City of Camden.”

TRAFFIC RECORDS AND INTEREST THEREIN

In collecting records of passenger traffic of 1929 we have,
generally speaking, encountered satisfactory cc-operation; even
a few of the independent bus operators, who naturally would be
inclined to conceal their results from us, responded favorably
to requests for traffic records. Both railroads gave us all de-
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sired information, and in as much detail as-their audltmg or
accounting methods permltted all organized bus lines, in like
 manner, complied with our requests for facts. The summariz-
ing of all reports along with estimates, based on actual counting
of passengers on days of average operation in connection with
a few independent bus lines, disclosed the fact that approxi-
~-mately 55,500,000 persons crossed the river, in one direction or
the other, during 1929, and that of this total approximately 30,-
000,000 were bus passengers. Reduced to per-diem figures, this
'means that on the average day of 1929 there were 152, 082 trans-

river trips, or 76, 041 in each direction, between Camden and
Philadelphia.

Our efforts to harmonize the railroads to our Step No. 1
progressed to such an extent that responsible representatives of
both the railroads have openly committed themselves to the plan
of joint operation, ;subject to an equitable division, between
themselves, of the expendltures necessarily. involved in revision
and additions to existing construction and in the operation of
the improved facilities. This would seem to be an adjustment
- that might be worked out readily enough.

Continued act1v1t1es toward arousmg public interest in Phlla-
delphia have borne fruit, particularly since publicity has been
given to the actual records of trans-river traffic, and it has
become recognized that “Real estate values will increase in South
Jersey, along with bank deposits in Philadelphia, as the result of
intercity rapld transrt '

~ Transit officials recogmze that the proposed connection of
Philadelphia’s subway system with Camden will be a real asset
and “The only profitable c1ty-owned rapid transit unit now in
existence or contemplatlon

Many conferences were held and much effort expended in our
endeavor to secure direct connection with the Market Street Sub-
way, in the belief that it would best serve the needs of South
Jersey; we desisted: only when convinced that Afurther efforts
along that line meant indefinite delay in the consummation of any
plan. Our suggestion of a two-track subway under Arch and
]unlper Streets, to. be operated by the rallroads was dlscouraged ,
5



. but future comsideration of it is reserved. Such a structure
would, later on, be increased to a four-track subway to include
. the tracks that will eventually operate through the ~under-river
tunnel in our Step No. 2. The approaching sessions of Legis-
lature in both New Jersey and Pennsylvania, at which certain re-
visions of existing statutes are needed to authorize our project and
to provide a practical method of financing it; and the fact that
the - Pennsylvania Legislature meets regularly only in alternate
years impressed upon us the necessity of an early agreement with
the Philadelphia authorities so that the Legislatures of both
States might be approached with a definite and finished plan for
a rapid transit line; otherwise we could not hope for any real
relief within a penod of two years.

DELAWARE River TUNNEL

“Unquestionably the solution of South Jersey’s transit prob-
lem is contained in Step No. 2 of the Commission’s plan.and will
be' found in the realization of that development. To be able to
travel from the heart of Philadelphia to Atlantic City, Cape

May or other seashore or distant points, or in the opposite «direc-

tion, without change of ears is an ultimate advantage for which
the public hopes and toward which the Commission is bending -
its effort.

. Railroad officials have expressed deep interest in the project
 -and the Pennsylvania Railroad, having had it under considera-
tion for several years, has developed a scheme that anticipates
the construction of a subway under Juniper Street, deflecting
to Arch Street at a point about midway between Broad Street
‘Station and the river front, which can be continued into an under-
-river tunnel to emerge at a ‘point near the present Broadway pas-
senger station in Camden. It has been suggested that, with
legislation similar to that under which the Port of New York
Authority operates, the project might be financed by the two
States and be operated by the railroads. " :

"The commencement and completion of ,ithe ‘pr-.oject will de-
pend upon the increase of poprilation and consequent revenue that
" -can be realized from the operation of such a tunnel and, at :the

' present time, all authorities are not in agreement on the pros- .
Vo 6



pects of the case. Pennsylvama Rallroad engmeers Have esti-
mated the cost at about Forty-five Million Dollars, and that Com-
pany has signified its willingness to operate such a tunnel if
built by the 1nterested States. »

The project would lend itself readily to bein® operated jomtly '
by the two railroads and it is interesting 1nformat10n that the
_Transit Department .of the City of Philadelphia, in connection
with the construction of the North Broad Street Subway, pro-
‘ vided a reinforced concrete slab comstruction over the subway
* of ‘such des1gn as will support the proposed overhead, railroad
subway. It is entlrely possible to design a subway so that con-
nections for the convenient loading and unloading of passengers
at the present Readmg Terminal Station can be accomplished.
The arrangement at Broad Street Station would probably be a
direct connection of the proposed subway to the existing track
system between the new railroad terminal station and the station
which it is proposed to construct at West Philadelphia.

In addition to the financing and actual construction of the
tunnel project there is involved the question of electrification of
the two railroads inthe South Jersey area, which in itself will
involve heavy expenditure and requlre considerable time in its
realization; the system that has been in use, for a conmderable
number of years, by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company in the
operation of its Hudson River Tunnel into New York, which
involves changing locomotlves at Manhattan Transfer, could be
used at a transfer statIon in Camden where electric and steam
locomotives would 1nterchange but thls is an expensive and
- cumbersome . operatlon '

GENERAL CONFERENCE oN SteEP No. 1

Upon completion' ot' a thorough study of the situation im all
its important details, which made necessary many consultations:
and meetings with the _corporations, and individuals dlrectly con-
nected: with the mvolved utilities, as well as with civic, service
and political organizations, associations and committees' inter-
ested in-the possibility of improvement in transit facilities, the
‘Transit Commission ‘felt ready to seek a joint conference of all
the involved utility owners and operators and the representatives
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of the interested municipalities.. With the energetic and able

assistance of Honorable David Baird, Jr., who has been unfail- -

- ing in his activities, counsel and other help to the Transit Com-
mission at all times, the matter was brought to the attention of
His Excellency, @overnor Larson, who promptly called the New
Jersey members of the Delaware River Bridge Joint Commis-
sion into conference with him and, a little later on, the Transit
Commission and Senator Baird. A result of the latter conference .
was that the Governor issued personal invitations to the chief
executives of all interested utilities and to others, whose pres-
ence was needed, to confer with him at the Administration
Building of the Delaware River Bridge Joint Commission, on

“November 12, 1930, at which time and place there assembled
-a group of men of almost unlimited authority in local trans-
portation matters, as well as men of great influence and prom-
inence in other lines, everyone of whom disclosed a keen interest
in the solution of the problem at hand. From this Governor’s
Conference there was appointed, by the Governor and under the .
chairmanship of Senator Baird, an Engineers’ Committee, or

- Committee on Interstate Transit, upon which was represented -

the Pennsylvania Railroad, the Reading Railroad, Public Ser-

vice Interstate Transportation Company, Philadelphia Rapid

- Transit, the Cities of Philadelphia and Camden, the Delaware

River' Bridge Joint Commlssmn and the South ]ersey Transit

Commlssmn

Four meetings, at intervals of about one week, were held by -
this Committee and every feature of the project was considered
~in full detail." No suggested, or even likely, plan was overlooked
and Appendices “A” and “B;” attached hereto, give reports of
the Director of Transit on the Philadelphia situation and of the
Transit Commission on the Camden situation; each report is
accompanied by plans of the routes discussed. The  general
~ character, as well as the location for construction, of the subway
in Camden was agreed to and determined in consideration of a

broad principle proposed by Senator Baird, that “Camden must
defer to South Jersey in all thmgs that help South Jersey and
do not injure Camden and South. Jersey, in turn, must concede
to Camden all things that help Camden and do not 1n]ure South.‘
Jersey.”
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* The proceedings of the Committee were not always in perfect
harmony but unlimited discussions were permitted and these
were carried on, with commendable frankness, to the conclusions
stated in Appendix #C,” which is the Committee’s report to the
Governor’s Conference called into session to receive the report.
and presided over by His Excellency, The Governor, on De-
cember 18, 1930. Some suggestion and_even criticism, in con-
nection with certain; proposed plans that had not been favorably
considered by the Committee, were offered, heard and considered
- and, upon the conclusion of all discussion on the question, the
report of the Committee was accepted and approved by the -
“Governor’s Conference, the dissenting vote of the Reading Rail-
‘road being recorded: Appendix “D” is the report of the trans-

actions at the Governor’s Conference and Appendix “E” is the
~ statement of the Readmg Railroad Company in support of 1ts
dissenting vote. o ‘ ‘

It was requested that the recommendations approved and
adopted by the Governor’s Conference be referred to the Del-

~ aware River Bridge Joint Commission and to the South Jersey

Transit Commlssmn, for their use in having the solicitors of the
two ‘commissions prepare bills for consideration by the Legis-
latures of Pennsylvama and New Jersey at the begmmng of the
- respective sessions. ;' An offer by Hon. T. Harry Rowland, New
Jersey Solicitor of the Delaware River Bridge Joint Commission,
_to act as solicitor for the South Jersey Transit Commission in
the situation and without compensation was graciously tendered .
and, at a special meeting of the Commission on December 18,
1930, was formally accepted. At the same meetmg the following
_resolution was adopted '

“WHEREAS The South Jersey Transit Comm1ss1on in
line -with its endeayor to hasten the work of, the Commission,
felt it to be adv1sable to solicit the aid of His Excellency, the
Governor, and, with the co-operation of the Hon. David Baird,
Jr., did ‘secure a conference at the Governor’s office for the
‘purpose of presentlng the situation to him; and .

WHEREAS, The presentation of the proposed plans by the
Commission at the aforesaid conference did tesult in the appoint-
ment, by the Governor, of a committee which, through a sub-
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* committee headed by the Hon David Baird, Jr., has reviewed
the various planis proposed, both in the City of Camden and the
City of Philadelphia, and has giveti a great deal of effort and
carefiil study to the situation with the result that the Goverror’s
Committee has accepted and approved a comprehensive plan,
with definite locations in both the Cities of Cariden and Phila-
delphia, which action by the Govérrior’s Committee has been re--
ported to the South Jersey Trarsit Commlsswn and

WHEREAS The work of the South Jersey Transit Com-
" miission, in formulatirig a feasible plan for the early solution of
the problem that has existed 'in connection with rapid transit
betweeri Camden and Philadelphia, has beeni promoted and

- greatly aided by the activity of the Governor’s Comimittee,

- NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED That the South
Jersey Transit Commission, and its individual members, do
hereby express their appreciation to His Excellency, the Gover-
not, to the Hon. David Baird, Jr., and to each othér member of
the Governor’s Committee for the definite results and the prompt-
ness in securing same; and .

~ BEIT FURTHER RESOLVED, That. a certified copy of .
this Resolution be forwarded to His Excellency, Governor
Larson, to the Hon. David Balrd Jr., and to each other member
of the Governor’s Commlttee '

JOINT OPERATION OF RAILROADS

Effort and suggestion, made in advance of the creation of
our Commission, toward corisolidation or joint operation of at
least certain divisions of the existing railroads have been expanded
and empha.51zed as a major effort until public sentiment has
- grown greatly in favor of unification, or at least joint operation,
of the existing railroads. The recent revision and development
of the plan, originally proposed by the Interstate Commerce
Commission, which would group Eastern railroads into four
systems, promises, through merging the Reading with the Balti-
more and Ohio System, to introduce economical operation in such
a definite ‘way as must necessarily brmg us at least limited joint
operatlon The advantages possible in stich a developmeént, under
supervision of the Interstate Commerce Commlsswn are in-



creased train capac1t1es, 1mproved arrangement of train sched-,
~ules, better terminal facilities, -decreased elapsed time for train
' operations, with quahty of service and operated rollmg stock at

least. up to present standard '

DETAILED OPERATION REQUIREMENTS AT CAMDEN

 In view of the cr1t1c1sm on the part of the Reading Railroad

Company to Step No 1, as set forth in Appendix “E” of this-
_report, a careful investigation of existing conditions and a dil-
igent study of changes and revisions included in the adopted -
plan have been made and, aside from partlal abandonment of the’
existing Reading Terminal facilities in Camden, there are in-
volved the followmg revisions and new constructlon or im-
' provements : :

1.

Elevation of the section of Pennsylvanla Railroad tracks .
over which the trains of both railroads would be
operated, together with elevation of the Readmg ap—

proach to the section.

Grade crossing eliminations, by bridges over certain
streets and' crossing vacation at others, in connectlon:'
with the aforesaid track elevation.

. Additional trackage in the same section of roadbed over

which both rallroads would be operated. : ‘
Revision and increase of present capacity of Pennsyl-

' vania Ra11road terminal yards as may be required for

operation of both railroads.
A union station that will make effec’ave the plans for

~ Step No. 1, and, with subsequent revision and extension

as may be 1 necessary, become also a feature of Step No. 2
and thereby provide, during many years to come, for
all through railroad transit requirements of the South
Jersey atea, while meeting the needs of local trafﬁc dis-
tribution.

- The total cost of the above revisions and improvements, in-

- cluding properties ;and damages, has been approximately esti- ‘

mated at Five Million Dollars and, as prev10usly mentioned, this
must be met by the railroads. - A saving of net operatlng costs

11
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to both railroads in the total ‘of $250,000 per year would justify
the expenditure, not to mention the business that would be won
back from the busses by the 1mpr0ved facilities offered to the
traveling public. ~

TuE SituaTiION OUTSIDE 0OF CAMDEN

Except for minor changes in routes and the number of busses
there have been few developments or improvements in the gen-
eral South Jersey area, outside of Camden. Public sentiment
all over the section, is being aroused, by interested organizations
of men and women, toward improved transit to such an extent
that nothing short of radical improvement will be acceptable.
Unification of existing railroads is everywhere discussed and,
although there may be some difference in methods proposed for
accomplishing it, direct and through transit by railroad, into and
from Philadelphia with an optional stop in Camden, is practically
the unanimous desire. Many outlying communities are still
~ struggling in the throes of unorganized and more or less un-
dependable bus service but, to .a considerable extent, the people
‘realize the difficulties to. be overcome and are commendably
" patient. Busses continue to demonstrate that they can fill an
important place in the general transit scheme and, to those who
are giving transit problems continuous and intensive study, the
picture of the future is gradually unfoldmg

In - Philadelphia the almost 1mposs.1b1e situation of busses
monopolizing the down-town streets has been somewhat im-
proved by the construction, or at’ least setting apart, of bus
stations on privately owned property. If such terminals are not
advantageously ‘located, if the development is accompanied by
curtailment of allowed bus stops at important street corners and
if routing of busses on streets not convenient for the uses of
bus riders is arranged, there will naturally result decreased
popularity of transportation by busses.

Traffic conditions on the Delaware River Bridge, for vehlcles
other than busses, have been greatly improved by being made
more safe through confining the busses to the outer traffic lanes
of the roadway, where they travel at a lower rate of speed than
' formerly
12



SPECIFIC, OBJECTS TO BE ACCOMPLISHED

The developed behef of the Tran31t Comm1551on is that a
center of populatlonl distant thirty-five miles from the center of .
Philadelphia should have a commuting schedule’ of not more
than one hour, with; lesser distances cared for in the same ratio.

. Outside the thlrty-ﬁve mile zone there should be co-ordniation,

unification and extension of existing transit facilities to the end
_ that present and reasonable needs will be provided for, and en-
couragement for development will be offéred to all seashore re-
sorts and other centers of population that do not now enjoy
- modern transportatlon advantages : -

S In support of these two beliefs the Tran31t Commission' has i
- exerted. its efforts, yv1th some measure of success toward the .
promotion of Step No. 1 and Step No. 2, alréady described at
length herein, and has addressed itself to the followmg under-
- takings:

- 1. Securing express, commuting trains between outlying
' centers of populatlon especially resort cities, and Cam-
den at usual .commuting hours. . '

2. Securing rapld transit between principal centers of
' population; ;with feeder lines that will operate on -
s schedule that make immediate connections. 3

3. The poss1b1hty of developlng a commutlng traffic over
the Delair Bridge for the benefit of the area now served
by the Amboy Division of the Pennsylvama Railroad.

" 4. Upon the enactment of F ederal legislation that will make
~ interstate bus traffic subject to regulation by the Inter-
state Commerce Commission, a restricting of bus service
to important, interstate traffic; to strictly local operation,
" on secondary roads, between 'outlying towns not prop- -
erly served by railroad traffic and to operation as feeders

for rapid transit rail lines.

5. The constructlon of an additional bridge over, or a tun-

© nel under, the Delaware River at a point South ‘of
_Camden, by which vehicular traffic between South Jer-
sey and Phlladelphla may be carrled

13
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6 Offerlng all p0551b1e encouragement and assrstance to~ ‘-
~ward un1ﬁcat1on or joint operation of existing railroads;
under supervrsron of the Interstate Commerce Commis- - o
sion, i securing the benefits and advantages prevrously e
herein, enumerated . "

'

PROSPECTIVE

Wlth enablmg leglslatlon that will broaden the authorrty of
the Delaware River Bridge Joint Commission ‘and make funds
 available, there is good reason to expect that Step No. 1 can be )

put into actual 'service at a date not much later than one year
“subsequent to the awarding of essential contracts, covering the
_ construction and completion of modern subways and the laying -
" of rails-on the Delaware River Bridge, which latter operation
has already been authorized by, the NeW Jersey Legislature.

, The good offices of the Public Utlhty Commission, exerted
~toward secring an agreement between the two. railroad com-
panies for sharing their proper’ expendltures in establishing joint
. operation at Camden in accomplishment of Step No. 1, which

“ has already been requested by an Assembly resolution, wrll go far
toward bringing about the desired end, which, in the language .
of Thomas N. McCarter, President of Pubhc ‘Service Interstate
Transportation Company, is “A step in the right direction.”
This improvement will relieve the acute condition at Camden -
- and will pr0v1de for a raprdly 1ncreasmg demand for. ‘transporta-
tlon i . o .

"\/Ve earnestly request that the recommendatrons of the Gov-. -
“ernor’s Conference, which are contained. in Appendix “C” of -
this report, be accorded your prompt and ' definite approval | -
_ through the enacting of legislation in accordance with bills now.
- under consideration. Prompt action will have great influence
-in securing the legislation by Pennsylvania, that is necessary to'
'~ supplement and 'make ecective New Jersey legislation, in clearing
the way for improvements in’ transPortation that are not only
highly essential to prosperity in the Camden area but are in-
dispensable to development of the entire South Jersey section.
Indlcated 1mprovements will bring such 1ncreased Welfare and

. 14 - .



prosperity to the section, through advantage being taken of op-.
portunities in the development of natural resources and latent
potentialities, as will surpass all ordinary expectation.

Respect fully submitted,

SOUTH JERSEY TRANSIT COMMISSION
‘ James V. MoraN,
Chairman,
Enocu L. Jounson
Gustavus W. BERGNER
Ernest H. Rice -
. Kitram E. BENNETT
Hexry H. FrrHIAN
HereerT WiLLIs
Damon G. HuMPHREYS
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"Hon. Davip BAIRD, Jr., Chairman,

 APPENDIX “A”

Interstate Rail Tzfcmszt Commzttee
Camden, N 7.

l DEAR Sir:

In compliance with mstructlons from your Comm1ttee No-

“vember 17, 1930, I beg leave to report as follows relative to the

five possible high speed transit connections from the Delaware
R1ver Bridge to the high speed tran51t system in Phlladelphla

Roure No. 1——A two- track connectlon from the Delaware* v

RiverBridge, across Franklin Square to Eighth and Race - ‘

Streets, ,where the track would connect with the existing subway

structure now nearing completion and where provisions have"

been made for this connection. Trains operating over the

bridge through, this connection would run south in Eighth Street
to Locust Street, west in Locust Street to the future terminus -
_of this line in southwest Philadelphia, returning over the same

route. The estimated cost of this connectlon if made to the two -

.outer tracks on the bridge, would be $2, 650 000. If the connec-

tion were made to the two south tracks of the bridge, the cost
would be $2,416, 000.

- ROUTE No. 2—This is the connection proposed by the South

. Jersey Transit Commission and consists of a connection from -

the Bridge tracks at a point near Third Street by means of a
curve of more than 180 degrees and thence extending parallel

to the bridge to Front Street to a connection with the existing. .-

structure of the Frankford Elevated Railway Trains operated .

“over this connection would run south in Front Street to Market
‘Street and thence west in Market Street to S1xty—mnth Street,

returning over the same route. This connection, if made to the

. two outer tracks, would cost $1,263,000. .If made to the two

south tracks it would cost $880, 000

“RoutE No. 3—The connection from this route Would ex-
tend from the Bridge across Franklin Square to Eighth -and
. 16 | :



Race Streets, Would run southbound in Erghth Street to Filbert
. Street, . west in Filbert Street to Broad Street and thence out the
Parkway, ultimately running through the northwest section of
the City to Roxborough, and returmng by the same route to
. Seventh and Filbert Streets, north in Seventh Street to Race

Streét, and across’ Franklm Square to the Bridge connection.
The cost of this connection from Sixteenth Street to the bridge,
connectlng with the outer tracks of the Bridge, would be $9,-
- 800,000. If the connectron were made to the south tracks of

- the Bridge, the cost: would be $9,610,000. ‘

"Route No. 4———Connect10n from the Bridge to this route
would extend across Franklin Square 'to Elghth and Race
Streets, south in Elghth Street to Arch Street, west in Arch
Street to Sixteenth Street and the Parkway, ultimate running
through the northwest section of the City to Roxborough, and
: returnmg by way of the same route to Seventh and Arch Streets,

north in Seventh Street to Race Street and across Franklin

~ Square to the Bridge. The cost of this connection from Six-

teenth and Arch Streets to the Bridge, connecting with the outer

tracks of the brldge would be $8,980,000. If the connection

were made to the south tracks of the Bridge the cost would be
$8,800,000.

: ‘RourtE No: 5———-Connect10n for this route to the Bridge would

" be across Franklin' Square to Eighth and Race Streets, and

thence west in Racé Street to Broad Street, with a connection

~ to the existing Broad Street Subway, returning over the same

' '[route The cost of this connection, if made to the outer tracks

of the bridge, would be $7,780,000. If the connection .were
made to the south tracks of the Brldge the cost would be $7 -
626 000. E .

ALTERNATE CONNECTIONS FOR EACH OF THESE ROUTES, AS
" SHOWN, TO THE BRIDGE—West-bound either from the north or

outside tracks, or from the tracks immediately south of the:

Bridge roadway, 1s shown. East-bound track is the same in
either case. 5 , . :

This matter of the tracks to be used on the. Bridge for thlS
connection should be ‘givén further careful consideration before
- any of these plans are adopted. In our previous considerations

17 i ’
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of future connections, it has been our thought that unless there
should be fairly conclusive evidence shown that all four tracks
. would be required for rail transportation, it would be wiser to

utilize the two outer tracks, leaving the track space immediately - .

- adjacent to the Bridge roadway, on the north and south sides,
a,yailable for future use for truck, bus or automobile- use.

You will note that Route No. 3 and No. 4 utilize a part of

~ the three-track subway structure that we are just completmg in
Elghth Street. ’ :

‘These estimates 1nclude track, swnals and operatlng appur-=
tenances, except cars, but they do not include any provision for
© the reconstruction of the underpass in Fifth Street nor for any
‘other street underpasses that may later be required by the adop-
‘tion of plans prepared by the City Planning Commission.

Whichever route shall be ultimately adopted for a connec-
‘tion between the Bridge and a rapld transit system being built
* by the City, it is our conviction that the first step in any solution
of this problem must be a connection from the Delaware River
Bridge to the existing subway in Eighth-Street at Race Street.
All our studies extending over a period of years have established -
~_this conviction so firmly that we felt warranted in includiﬁg in -
the subway contract now in progress in Eighth Street provisions
'for the same, at a’substantial expenditure of the City’s funds.

" Route No. 2, connecting with the existing structure of the -
Frankford Elevated Raxlway, cannot be con51dered from any
angle. It has already been pointed out on several occasions that -

- .the existing traffic conditions on the Frankford Elevated and in -

“the Market Street Subway would preclude the operatlon of such‘ »
‘a route. :

-In connection with Route No. 3, it ‘should be con51dered that
the Department changed the profile for depth of the Broad Street
Subway at Filbert Street by lowering it to a sufficient depth
‘to permit future crossing. of the Broad Street Subway by the,
extension of the Pennsylvania subway tracks eastward in Filbert -
_ Streéet. Should the Pennsylvania Railroad desire to develop
“the suggested connection between their suburban station at Six-
“teenth Street and Camden this is the only -point available for

( 18



~ sidered as a basis for study of the subject.

-such a .crossing and in this case the suggested route would be
- unworkable. If these conclusions are correct, then the City
* should reserve Arch Streef between Seventh Street and Slxteenth\ -
- Street for future Clty-owned rapid transit routes.

Route No. 4 would appear to be a through routing connection

for a future City-owned rapid transit' line from northwestern

- Philadelphia and Roxborough to New Jersey by way of the Dela-

ware River Bridge: It is not clear in our minds, at this time,

_that this solutlon would meet the needs of the citizens of that -

section of the Clty

Route No. 5 connectlng with the four-track subway in Broad

- Street and extending southward through that system, has many
* - undesirable features and should be studled very carefully before-

rece1v1ng serlous consxderatlon

_All the routes shown on this plan, with the exception of
Route No. 1, are of a tentative character and should only be con-

Regardmg the estimate of tributary trafﬁc would state that

‘at the present stage of discussion of a proposed rapid transit

11ne over the Delaware River Bridge, there are a number of in-
déterminate factors which would affect the actual traffic carried -
by the line, such as the final routing and extent of the line in
Camden, the routing of the delivery terminal in Philadelphia,
the competition of bridge busses and their future routing or dis-
posal, the rate of fare on the rapid transit line as related to the
fares on other trang-river facilities, transfer privileges with sur- -
face ‘lines in Camden, convenient connections with steam rail-
road stations, etc. " No complete set of passenger statistics of
present facilities has become available to ‘us in the limited time
of this study, but estlmates made from the most recent statistics.
obtainable from varlous sources indicate that the present total

 traffic, via all modes of transportatlon across the Delaware River =
~ Bridge and the ferries, is in the nelghborhood of 70,000,000
~ passengers per annum

. In making this prehmmary estimate from the . ava1]ab1e in-

formatlon, a favorable situation, with respect to the proposed
rapld transit line, has been assumed based on the building of the.



_ complete rapid transit line in Camden as far south as Kaighn’s
~ Point, direct delivery to the central business district in Philadel-

phia, and a rate of fare favormg the use’ of the rapid transit °

‘line. On the above basis, it is estimated that the tributary traf-

fic of such a line in the year 1930 would be approximately 26,- -

000,000 passengers. The accompanying statement shows 'the |
- “estimated derivation of this traffic by diversion from the existing

groups of trans-river traffic handled by present facilities. No;"

"+ estimate for local traffic in Camden is included. S J
DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE |
'PROPOSED RaPID TRANSIT LINE -

Estlmated Trlbutary Traffic.

Estumated Passengem

Diverted from * . Year 1930
Delaware River Bridge = ' '
‘Busses ..inivniiiiieion o 13,400,000
_ Private Autos ............... ...+ 1,300,000
Ferries = - S - R
Individuals ........ 0o eia.. ... 11,300,000
Private Autos .......... ceeesdto. 200,000
Estimated Total Traffie—1930........... 26,200,000 '

'Estimated Normal Weekday—1930....... 84,000

There is attached hereto Department of C1ty Tran31t Draw-

- ing No. 26798.

- In making this. plan and submlttlng this report to your Com— ‘
~ mittee, I must state that in no sense is the Department of City
Transit of Philadelphia committed to any of these. propositions

’ | save only the line from the Bridge to Eighth and Race Streets.

The other information is given to you for study purposes only,
without commltment on the part of this Department

Very truly yours,

C. E. Myrs,
D1rector
Department of City Tran51t Ph1lade1ph1a
20
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APPENDIX “B”

Camden, N. 7T, December 2, 1930.-

- Hon. Davip BAIRD Ir.,
- Chatrman, Interstate Rail Tmnszt C ommzttee
Camden, New Jersey.

DEAR SIR: ‘

For the mformatwn of your Committee in comprehendmg
the possibilities of - meetmg the transit requirements of South
Jersey, particularly in the immediate -vicinity of Camden at this
time, I am submlttlng herewith a map of a considerable section
" of the City of Camden upon which are shown the locations of,
all rapid transit lines that have been suggested and I am including
herewith descr1pt1ons and estimates of construction costs. :

PLaN No. 1, Known as the rev1sed “Bardo Plan is es-
sentially an extension of Plan No. 7 to the Delaware River
Bridge, through a‘station in the neighborhood of Pearl and
Sixth Streets and with a terminal at the old Vine Street Ferry.
This plan proposes to. carry through railroad trains over the
- bridge and, by tunnels or subways to be constructed in Philadel-
phia, to existing terminal railroad stations there. The inherent
construction d1fﬁcu1t1es and the costly, or near-lmp0551ble opera-
‘tion of the plan, as' definitely set forth by representatlves of the
interested railroads, have discouraged us in attempting to esti-
mate the cost of construction further than to ascertain that, even

© if constructed as an’ elevated system, it would be highly expenswe
by reason of necessary grade crossing eliminations and excessive
property damages. ' It is objected to because it would create a
so-called “Chinese Wall” through a section of Camden where
realestate values are high. The original “Bardo Plan” prov1ded
a three-story terminal station immediately over and covering the
Bridge Plaza; with. both local and through trains operatlng over

. the Bridge.

- Pran No. 2, Known as the “Costello Plan,” 1nvolves com-
paratively small cost, beyond the bridge-rails operation, if de-
- : 21 .



signed- as a tempofary project. "' As a permanent project, with a
station in keeping with the adjacent bridge construction archi-
_ tecture, a suitable terminal bus- station, pedestrlan tunnels, re-

. arrangement of traffic lanes and other necessities, it involves an

" estimated cost of $820,000.00. It would provide fairly well as.
a transfer for bus passengers but would be of llttle value to-
- passengers travehng by railroad trains. :

Asa temporary pro;ect—1f connection with the Phlladelphla '
~ Subway System could be promptly arranged—it would' serve a -

good purpose during the construction period of other plans and,
under certain conditions, it might. be contlnued as ‘a- statlon on
- Plan No. 3 or Plan No. 6.

~ Prax No. 3. This plan is exactly the same as Plan No. 6,

except that it terminated at the Pennsylvania Railroad Bridge

- over Fifth Street and proposes that railroad' passengers use a
~ pedestrian tunnel to and from the station opposite the new City

\

Hall. The length of the subway proposed by Plan No. 6 is -

shortened and the estimated cost is reduced to $2,929,000.

PLAN No. 4. This plan was a feature of the 0r1g1na1 sug-
gestion of the South Jersey Transit ‘Commission and consists

of a branch of Plan No. 6 to run from, approx1mately, Federal
and Fifth Streets, by subway to Henry Street .and by elevated

construction on Henry, Line and Second Streets and on Ferry - |

“and Atlantic Avenues, to the ex1st1ng Reading Terminal Station.

The estimated cost of this plan is'$4,600, 000 Two intermediate / :

stations are provided in this plan. v :

~Pran No. 5. This \plan starts at the same pomt as Plan No.
" 4 and is substantially the same’except that subway construction

is required through its'entire length of approximately eight
thousand (8,000) feet and the location is on Fifth Stréet, New-
_ton Avenue, Fourth Street and Atlantic Avenue to. the same

terminal as Plan No. 4. The estimated cost of this plan is
$7, 500, 000. Two intermediate sta.tlons are prov1ded in this
-plan. .

)

' Prax No. 6. In the South JerSey Transit Comm‘ission"s plan.

~ this is “Step No. One” in the solution of the transit problem and,
~since a connection with Market Street Subway in Philadelphia
‘ " 2 S
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apparently cannot be realized, there now exists no economy in

~construction. that | Just1ﬁes carrying both tracks on the down-

stream side of the bridge, and, especially to meet Mr. Modjeski’s
suggestion, the plan'now comprehends a West-bound track on
the outer, up-stream traffic lane of the bridge and an East-bound

track on the outer, down-stream traffic lane of the bridge. These

tracks converge at Fourth Street and at about the present street

elevation, to form : a ‘two-track subway approach which descends,
at the approximate grade of the bridge, to the' subway portal.
“Jlocated near the North property line of Linden Street; from this-
- point the subway proceeds, under Fifth Street and with a suitable

‘station opposite the new City Hall, to Federal Street where
- it curves to the East and parallels the existing right-of-way of
the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, through a terminal station
to be constructed by the railroad interests, to a terminal near the

West property line of Haddon Avenue. Under proper manage-

., ment and some further development, this subway might be con-

tinued to a physma_l connection with the railroad tracks and so

make possible the operation of a reasonable number of rapid
transit trains, in connection with Plan No. 7, to and from sub-

urban stations on both of the interested rallroads the plan also

lends itself to extension, independent of existing rallroads into
" the suburban district. The estimated cost of this plan is
$3,600,000. ' 4-

Pranx No. 7. Thls plan, or suggest1on 1nd1cates .a method
by which.a reasonable joint operation of the two rallroads may

.~ be accomphshed by ‘constructing a physical connection at what:
- is known as Bulson Street Crossmg, eliminating several existing"

grade crossings of :streets immediately North of this Junction

and constructing a Union Station near the site of the present

Broadway Station.: Operated in connection with Plan No. 6
this would provide, through atransfer at the Union Station from
railroad to rapid transit trains, a quick trip across the river and
access, through a rapidly developing subway system, to destina-

who use, and will contmue to use, railroad facilities. Incident-
: ally, this is the essential preliminary to accomphshmg an under-

~ N

tions, in Philadelphia, desired by those residents of South Jersey -

river tunnel for the use of through railroad trains direct to

'Philadelphia termmals, which is indispensable to furnishing the
‘ L b 23 :



kmd of rapld tran31t to wh1ch South Jersey is entitled. ThlS
plan is bemg studied by the engineers of the interested railroads
- who are expected to submit, at this meeting, interesting informa-

tion regarding its development and the approxlmate cost of 1ts :
- constructlon .

GENERAL STATEMENT

- Compilation of available records of railroads and organized

busses, including estimates based on incomplete returns of ‘in-
dependent bus lines and neglecting the passengers carried by
street cars, shows that there were, approximately, fifty-five mil-
lion five hundred thousand (55,500,000) trans-river crossings
during the year 1929, of which total approximately th1rty mil-
~ lions (30,000,000) were by busses. ‘ :

Making allowance for the natural increase of travel and with
reasonable deduction for continued use of existing facilities and
possible further use of private automobiles, I believe -it is a
conservative estimate that fifty-two million (52 000,000) people
will be available for transportation over the bridge, during the
year 1933, by a rapid transit system that offers reasonable con-
nections with railroads and busses in Camden, just and equitable
rate of fare and transfer privileges, and subway connections and
service, in Philadelphia, that meet the needs and reasonable con-
vemence of the traveling public. :

Respectfully,

ArLeExANDER H. NELSON,
Engineer, South Jersey Transit Commission.

”
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APPENDIX “C”

Administration Building,
Bridge Plaza, Camden, N. J.
o December 18, 1930.

- To His Excellency, .
' 'GOVERNOR MorGaN F. LarsoN
AND MEMBERS OF G#NERAL CoNFERENCE COMMITTEE. .

"GENTLEMEN : g : :

- In accordance W1th 1nstruct10ns received from the General .
Conference called by Governor Larson on November 12, 1930,
‘your Committee has carefully studied the problem of prov1d1ng
high speed rail transit between Pennsylvania and New Jersey in
the vicinity of Phlladelphla and Camden.

Meetings were held by the Committee on November 17th, "
'November 24th, December 2nd and December 9th. - Reports -

. analyzing all suggested routes in Philadelphia were submitted

* by Director Clarence; E. Myers of the Department of City
Transit of Phlladelphla and in Camden by Mr. Alexander H.
Nelson, Engineer of the South Jersey Transit Commission. An
analysis of the difficulties attending the operation of railroad
trains across the Delaware River Bridge was made for the Com-
mittee by Mr. T. J. Skillman, Chief Engineer of the Pennsyl-

vania Railroad and Mr. George I. Wright, Engineer of Electrlc
Traction of the Readmg Railroad.

‘These statements may be studied in detail in view: of the fol- -
lowing: recommendatlons the Commlttee makes :

RECOMMENDATIONS

‘ 1 That the powers of the Delaware River Bridge Joint--
' Commission be extended by the Legislatures of Penn-
sylvania and Nevv Jersey to cover the construction and-
operation of a high speed rail transit line beginning ap-
- proximately at Haddon Avenue and Carman Street,
Camden, crossmg the Delaware River Bridge on the
outer track sections and joining the subway system of

the City of Philadelphia at Eighth and Race Streets.

25 C '



' 2. That the Joint Cormission be empowered to ‘make an.
-~ engineering study at once of a tunnel linking the rail-
- road systems of Pennsylvania and New Jersey.
. 3. That authorlty be given to the Joint Commission for the
© construction of additional brldges across the Delawarew
River or tunnels beneath the river.

4. Joint operation of the Pennsylvania and Readlng Ra11-
* ) ‘roads by construction of a physmal connection and a
Co Un1on Station in Camden. :

"The Commlttee is of the opinion that the recommended ex- .

"tension of the Philadelphia subway system into Camden is of
immediate - 1mportance and offers quickest relief from present'
conditions. For - future serious consideration are recommended |

- the possibilities. of a subway in Arch Street, Philadelphia, and

. an extension of the proposed bridge high-speed line from Fifth |

and Federal Streets to the Reading Railroad Station in South '-

Camden. = o o . /

Preliminary estimates indicate ‘that a two track connectlon '
from Eighth and Race Streets; Philadelphia, to Haddon Avenue

" and Carman Street, Camden can be bullt at a cost not to exceed

$10,000,000.

Trams would be operated over the outer track sect1ons of
. the Delaware River Bridge which orlcrmally were des1gned for.

- high speed service and which have not been utilized to - date.

There would still remain the two inner track sections which ad-
. join the present vehicular roadway and which might be paved
~and 1ncorporated in the bridge highway whenever the demands‘
of mcreasmg traffic Warrant :

. The Commlttee recommends that the present terminus of the_>
line be located at Haddon Avenue, paralleling the Broadway

Station of the Pennsylvania Railroad. The transfer of railroad .

‘passengers to the subway would be at least as éasy and comfort-
- able as that occurring at the S1xty-n1nth Street Station of the
Market Street subway around which centers a most remarkable

‘development. Another station would be provided in the plaza - /

- around the Camden Clty Hall Where it is proposed to build a,
- ‘bus terminal. ~ . . .

i
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Provision would be made for at least one station in Phila-
delphia. At Eighth and Race Streets the tracks would connect
with the subway now nearing completion. Bridge trains would
run south under Eighth Street to Locust and west in Locust
Street to the future terminus of the Locust Street line in south-
west Philadelphia and return over the same route.

The contract -to build the Locust Street subway as far as
Eighteenth Street has already been awarded by the Department
of Cxty Transit of Philadelphia.

It is conservatively estimated that the proposed line would
be patronized by 25,000,000 passengers annually. There is no
doubt that there now exists sufficient demand to warrant imme-
diate construction. '

The Committee has kept in mind the problem of financing
‘the improvement and believes that this can best be done through
extension of the powers and duties of the Joint Commissiomn.
In this connection the Committee has been told that on the
Pennsylvania side of the river the City of Philadelphia had
appropriated $10,784,662 for the construction of the bridge
through a series of bond issues and the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania had appropriated a similar amount out of general re-
ceipts. The State of New ]ersey provided $15,895,418.57 for
the bridge through two bond issues aggregating $36,000,000
which were used for the construction of the bridge and the Hol-
land Tunnel between New York and Jersey City. Pennsylvania
and Philadelphia each has an unexpended balance of about $187 -
918 and New Jersey $19,920.40. x

The City of Philadelphia went into Common Pleas Court
No. 5 on June 24, 1929, with a petition to have the amount in-
vested in the bridge deducted from the City’s borrowing capacity
and the Court approved the petition when evidence was presented-
that the City’s share of the net revenue from bridge tolls was

in excess of the interest and sinking fund charges upon the
$10,784,662.

These charges the Court found amount to $562,084.04 an-
nually. During the fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, the return
to Philadelphia from operation of the bridge was $766,992.59
or a surplus of $204,908.55 over Sinking Fund charges.

' 27 . ‘



Tt was sug ested that the C1ty might be able to capltahze this
excess by issuing bonds without endangering the borrowing
capacity in accordance with the provision of the amendment to
the Constitution of Pennsylvania adopted November 2nd, 1920
which reads as follows: .

“In ascertaining the borrowing capacity of the City of Phila-
delphia, at any time, there shall be deducted from such debt so
much of the debt of said city as shall have been incurred, or is
about to be incurred, and the proceeds -thereof expended, or
about to be expended, upon any public improvement, or in the
construction, purchase, or condemnation of any public. utility,.
or part thereof, or facility therefor, if such public improvement
or public utility, or part thereof,” whether separately or in con-
- nection with any other public improvement or public utility, or
part thereof, may reasonably be expected to yield revenue in
excess of operating expenses sufficient to pay the 1nterest and
sinking fund charges thereon.” :

‘By this means possibly $3,000,000 could be provided by the
City and probably a like appropriation might be had from Penn-
. sylvania. These sums would be added to the cost of the bridge

to be repaid from tolls. ~ Several plans were, con51dered in regard ..
to New Jersey’s share of the cost. :

Beyond indicating possible methods of meeting the cost
of the improvement your Committee does not go, believing this
to be a matter for further consideration by those charged with
' the responsibilities of State and Mun1c1pa1 financing.

It is respectfully pointed out, however, that the Legislatures_, '
of both New Jersey and Pennsylvania will be in session next
month and the requested legislation should be prepared -without
delay.

- Of great importance to the travellng pubhc and the progress .
of the States would be a physical connection between the Penn-
sylvania and Reading Railroads as recommended by this com-
mittee. This has been stamped as feasible by the representa-
tives of the railroads on this Commlttee and the cost is placed at
$5,000,000. ’
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The Committee reports that the recommendations in this
report are approved by all the members with the exception of
Mr. George 1. Wright, representing the Reading Company. Mr.
- Wright was compelled to record his dissent formally stating
“The Reading feels that Recommendation No. 1 does not pro-
vide for the needs of its patrons and that the possibility of real-
izing Recommendation No. 4 at this time is very doubtful.”

Respectfully submitted,

JOSEPH K. COSTELLO

Secretary.

Davip Bairp, Jr., Chairman
CLARENCE E. MYERS
WiINFIELD S. Price
TuomAs J. DALy

TroMAS B. SMIiTH -

Jor~ B. KATES

T. J. SkiLLMAN

- W. R. ScAaNLIN

MARTIN SCHREIBER

_ JamEes V. Moran.

ArexaNper H. NELson
GeorGe 1. WricHT (Dissenting)
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APPENDIX “D”

. ADMINISTRATION BUILDING, .-
- Bripe Praza, Campew, N. J.
December 18, 1930. »
~In response to a call from Governor Morgan F. Larson, the
- General Conference of representatives of interests engaged in

the study of improvement of transit communication between
Pennsylvania and New Jersey in the vicinity of Philadelphia and

~ Camden was held in this office at 2:00 P. M. on the above date ’
-+ Governor Larson presided. Among those present were . .

- Senator David Baird, Jr., Chairman of the Sub-Committee on
Interstate Transit; Mayor Harry A. Mackey of Philadelphia; -
Mayor Winfield S. Price of Camden; Clarence E. Myers, Direc-
tor, Department of City Transit of. Philadelphia; Thomas N.
McCarter; President, Public Service Interstate Transportation
Company; William H. Folwell, I. Norwood Griscom, Thomas
B. Smith, John B. Kates, Thomas J. S. Barlow, Arthur C. King,
‘and Richard Weglein of the Delaware River Bridge Joint Com- -
mission; Ralph Modjeski, Chief Engineer, and T. Harry Row-
~ land, Counsel Delaware River Bridge Joint Commission; James
V. Moran, Chairman, Enoch L. Johnson, Killam E. Bennett,
Gustavus W. Bergner, Henry H. Fithian, Ernest H. Rigg, Her-
‘bert Willis, Damon G. Humphreys and Alexander H. Nelson,
. Engineer, South Jersey Transit Commission; Ralph T. Senter,
~ President, Philadelphia Rapid Transit Company; W. R. Scan-'
~ lin, Chief Engineer, Philadelphia Rapid Transit Company; C.
- L. Bardo, President, New York Shipbuilding Company; Thomas.
. J. Daley, City Engineer of Camden; M. W. Clement and C. F.
- Krick, Vice Presidents, and T. J. Skillman, Chief Engineer,
Pennsylvania Railroad; George I. Wright, Engineer, Electric
Traction, Reading Company; Martin Schreiber, General Man-
‘ager in Charge of Plant, Pubhc Serv1ce Interstate Transporta-
tion Company

Senator Baird presented the report of the sub Commlttee on
Interstate Transit to the General Conference and explamed in
, 30 : ‘ '
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detail each of the recommendat1ons offered in the report. The
recommiendations Were as follows.: :

1. That the powers of the Delaware River Brldge ]omt
Commission be extended by the Legislatures of Penn-
sylvania and New Jersey to cover the construction and
operation’ of a high speed rail transit line begmnlng ap-
proximately at Haddon Avenue and Carman Street,

' Camden, crossing the Delaware River Bridge on 'the -
outer track sections and joining the subway system of
the City of Philadelphia at Eighth and Race Streets.’

2. That the joint Commission be empowered to make an
engineering study at once of a tunnel linking the rallroad
systems of Pennsylvania and New Jersey.

3. That ,authorrty be given to the Joint Commission for
the construction of additional bridges across the Dela-
ware R1ver or tunnels beneath the river.

4. Joint operatlon of the Pennsylvama and Readmg Rail-
roads by comstruction of a phys1cal connectlon and a
Union Statlon in Camden.

Mr McCarter spoke in favor of the report which he char-
acterized as a step in the right dlrectlon toward solution of the
present ‘transit dlfﬁcultles

Mr. Bardo sug gested the possibility of operating mult1ple
unit trains across the bridge and Mr. Clements advocated con-
struction of a tunnel under the river for rallroad use. A gen-’
eral discussion followed ‘

The pos1t10n of the Reading Company dlssentmg from the
report of the sub- Commlttee was presented. :

© Mr. Luc1us w. ‘Parker, representing the Camden County
Mayors’ Assoc1atlon presented a resolution callmg for joint
operation of the Pennsylvania and Readmg Rallroad lines in
South Jersey. \

A number of telegrams from Mayors of mumc1paht1es in
New Jersey, endorsing Mr Parker’s stand, were read by direc-

tion of ‘the chair. o

/
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. Mayor ‘Rigg spoke in favor of the carrying out of the report
of the sub-Committee and said that the river tunnel for future
traffic should be anticipated as soon as p0551b1e

Mr. Moran moved that the report be accepted The motion
was carried with all but one dissenting voice.

Senator Baird pointed out that the report should not only be
accepted but approved. ’

Mr. ng moved that the report be approved Carrled

‘Senator Baird suggested that the report should be forwarded -
to the Delaware River Bridge Joint Commlsswn and the South
© Jersey Transit Commission. :

Mayor Mackey said that it would be desirable to have repre-
sentatives appear before the Legislatures of New Jersey and
Pennsylvania in order that authority might be given to the
- Bridge Commission to bring about the needed improvements.

Governor Larson directed the sub-Committee on Interstate
Transit and the General Conference to hold themselves in read-
iness for any call that Senator Baird might issue for a meeting.

The Governor thanked all present for the time and attention
given to the problem and the General Conference then adj ourned.

JOSEPH K. CosTELLO,
Secretary.
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APPENDIX “E”
READI‘NG’ COMPANY

" _PRESIDENT’S OFFICE
17th December, 1930.

HonorABLE Morcan F. LArsoN, Governor
S
Trenton, N. J.

" DEAR GOVERNOR LARSON

As T wired you- on Monday, I expect to be in New York at
a Board Meeting of the Reading Company tomorrow, the 18th,
and it will therefore be 1mp0551b1e for me to be at the meeting
in‘Camden.  As Mr. Ewing'is a member of our Board it will
also be impossible for him to be there. '

Our Electrical Englneer who was a member of the sub-Com-
mittee, will attend the meeting and will be prepared to answer
any quest1on as to detalls that you may desire to ask him.

I write you below as to the position of Reading Company
with regard to this pro ject. ‘

The report of the sub- Comm1ttee, as I understand it, proposes
rapid transit over the Delaware River Bridge. On the Phila-
delphia side connection is made with the.Eighth Street and
Locust Street Subway ‘systems and on the Camden side to ter-
minate in the v1c1n1ty of Haddon Avenue and Carman Street.

FirsT: Under th1s plan there is’ no provision on “Camden.
side for taking care .of the large traffic tributary to the Readmg.
' System. The plan is, therefore, in our judgment, defective in,
that it does not provide for handling from seven to ten million
persons per annum tributary to the Reading System.

On the Philadelphia side, while there is no objection to a
connection with the Eighth Street-Locust Street line, a connec-
~tion with Readmg Terminal and Pennsylvania Terminal via
Arch Street is quite; de51rable and important.
: 33
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SeconND: Recommendation No. 4 reads:

“Joint operation of the Pennsylvania and Reading
~ Railroads by construction of a physical connectlon and
a Union Station in Camden.”

This would require the Reading to vacate the terminal which
it has only recently constructed at a cost of $4,000,000. It can-
not be presumed that the Reading will be able to use the Penn-
sylvania terminals without paying interest charges on the value
of those terminals and a proportionate cost of operation, so that
the Readmg would in effect be assuming the cost of the two
terminals in Camden, in view of the vacation of an ex1st1ng ter-
minal. The cost to the Reading for such use would be pro-
hibitive and in view of the rapidly declining traffic it cannot as-
sume this additional financial burden. '

Eur;‘chermore, there are some serious operating objections te
such plan and unless there is an actual consolidation of railroads
" in southern New ]ersey, this plan is impracticable from a Read-
ing point of view.

- It is indeed unfortunate that the Committee has not been
- able to develop a plan which would take care of all of the traffic
now termmatmg in Camden ‘and «destined through to Philadel-
phia and vice versa, and I want to express the hope that a plan
may yet be found which would include the Reading terrltory as
well as all other territories.

Yours very truly,

AcNEw T. Dicg,
" President.

\
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EXHIBIT “E”

SUMMARIZED EXPENSE ACCOUNT
EROM OctoBER 1sT, 1929

THROUGH January 1st, 1931.

Salaries . . ... vt e $11,641 43
Associated Engi-neer"s Fee .o, . 2,500 00
Office Rent ' ..... 1,505 00
Office Equipment ................... S 831 98
Office Supplies-and Service ........ e 397 99
Tel. and Tel. and Postage ........ e 297 41
Draftsman’s Wages and Expenses ............. 294 -93
Chauffeur and Automobile Expense............. 357 03
Contract for Test Borings ...... e e et ee e : 953 60
‘Commissioners’ Traveling Expenses .......... . 891 97
Engineer’s Traveling Expenses .......... e 250 41
Report to Legislature—Printing .............. .. 181 70
Blue Printing .. .. R e 88 18
Insurance . . . ...... ... 80 25

e ) D ve... $20,271 88
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