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REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMISSION ESTAB-
LISHED TO INVESTIGATE RELATIVE TO
RECONSTRUCTING A BRIDGE OVER THE
MYSTIC RIVER BETWEEN THE CITIES OF
BOSTON AND CHELSEA.

[Municipal Finance.]

Boston, Mass., December 1, 1933.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives.

The special Commission required by chapter 36 of the
Resolves of the year 1933 to make an investigation and a
report relative to a proposed bridge over the Mystic River,
between the cities of Boston and Chelsea, beg leave to
report as follows:

This Commission consists of the Commissioner and
Associate Commissioners of the State Department of
Public Works and the following officials of the cities of
Boston, Chelsea and Revere, respectively, designated by
the mayor of each respective city: Leo Bayles Reilly,
division engineer of bridges and ferries of the city of Bos-
ton; James A. O’Brien, city engineer of the city of Chel-
sea; and James A. Lockhart, city engineer of the city of
Revere.

CJ)e Commontoealtf) of Massachusetts

The resolve, chapter 36 of the year 1933, under which
this report is made is as follows:
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Resolve providing for an Investigation by a Special Commis-
sion RELATIVE TO A PROPOSED BRIDGE OVER THE MYSTIC RIVER
BETWEEN THE CITIBS OP BOSTON AND CHELSEA.

Resolved, That an unpaid special commission, to consist of the
commissioner and associate commissioners of public works and one
official of each of the cities of Boston, Chelsea and Revere to be desig-
nated by the mayor thereof, is hereby established to investigate the
matter of constructing a new bridge, with or without draws, over the
Mystic river from a point at or near City square in the Charlestown
district of the city of Boston to a point at or near Chelsea square in
the city of Chelsea. Said commission shall also consider whether it
is feasible so to reconstruct the present bridge over said river between
said Charlestown district and said city of Chelsea as to make it ade-
quate for traffic requirements. Said commission shall report its con-
clusions to the general court by filing the same with the clerk of the
house of representatives on or before December first in the current
year. It shall also inquire as to whether the newly constructed or
reconstructed bridge, in view of the fact that it will serve as part of
a main route of travel, should be taken over and maintained by the
commonwealth. It shall include in its report sketches and plans of
any bridge recommended by it hereunder and if it finds that recon-
struction of the present bridge is feasible, shall also submit plans for
such reconstruction, and shall include in its report an estimate of the
cost of any work recommended by it and also an equitable allotment
of said cost among the different units of government concerned. To
carry out the purposes of this resolve, said commission may expend
such sum, not exceeding five thousand dollars, as may hereafter be
appropriated therefor by the general court. The commonwealth
shall be reimbursed for all expenditures hereunder as follows;
seventy-five per cent by the city of Boston, fifteen per cent by the
city of Chelsea and ten per cent by the city of Revere. The amounts
to be paid as aforesaid by said cities shall be assessed and collected
by the state treasurer in the same manner and at the same time as
state taxes. [Approved June 28, 1933.

In pursuance of this resolve the special Commission
met and organized on October 10,1933, and designated the
Commissioner of Public Works as chairman and the secre-
tary of that department as secretary of the special Com-
mission. Lewis E. Moore of Boston was appointed con-
sulting engineer.

A duly advertised public hearing was held on Novem-
ber 1, 1933, at which representatives from the cities of

Chapter 36.
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Boston, Chelsea and Revere, and of various public utili-
ties, transportation and maritime interests, appeared and
were heard. Plans of the various schemes which had been
studied by the Commission were presented and were ex-
plained in detail by the engineer.

The following is a description of the existing conditions
and of the schemes upon which the Commission is making
this report.

Existing Bridges.

The so-called Chelsea bridges, located on the highway
between City Square, Charlestown, and Winnisimmet
Square, Chelsea, form a very important link in traffic
communications easterly and northerly from Boston.
The bridges referred to are two in number, with a viaduct
between, and are commonly referred to as the Chelsea
North bridge and the Chelsea South bridge.

The Chelsea North bridge is over the Mystic River and
consists of a drawbridge 363 feet long, giving, when open,
two 125-foot channels on either side of the center pier,
with a wooden pile approach at each end. The length
of this whole structure is approximately 1,163 feet. The
present drawbridge was built in 1911. It superseded one
which was at a lower level. The pile approaches to it were
constructed on top of the piling of the old bridge. The
roadway is only 40 feet wide over the draw and is slightly
wider on the approaches and over the Mystic docks of the
Boston & Maine Railroad.

So far as the condition of the Chelsea North bridge is
concerned, the steel draw-span itself and the center pier
are in good condition, but the old pile approaches, having
a total length of about 800 feet, are in extremely poor
condition and cannot possibly be maintained more than
a year or two without complete reconstruction. As it now
stands, the three bents adjacent to the draw-span on the
Boston side need a complete and thorough renewal at
once, as they are settling constantly. A condition re-
quiring the closing of the bridge to all street traffic may
arise here at any time.

The bridge known as Chelsea South bridge is over a
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branch of the Mystic River commonly called the “Little
Mystic. It was rebuilt in 1924 as a bascule draw-span.
It is in good condition, but its two roadways, each 20 feet,
7 inches wide, are too narrow to accommodate present
traffic adequately.

Between these two bridges is a viaduct about 1,350 feet
long over the Mystic docks with a roadway 44 feet wide.
This viaduct belongs to, and is maintained by, the Boston
& Maine Railroad.

River Traffic
The Mystic River, which is spanned by the Chelsea

North bridge, accommodates a heavy water-borne traffic,
and therefore the openings of the bridge are very frequent,
amounting to 4,792 in the course of the year 1932. The
openings are restricted to certain hours during the day
in order not to impede rush-hour highway traffic. This
results in some delay to water-borne traffic, and may
influence industries dependent upon water transportation
against locating above the bridges.

Street Traffic.
It is well known that there is much congestion and

delay to street traffic at these bridges.
The worst congestion occurs at the Chelsea North

bridge, partly because of its more frequent openings and
partly because of its long and narrow roadway. The
street traffic congestion, particularly after a draw open-
ing, is very great. The delays at this point cause much
loss of time to those using the bridge. There is un-
doubtedly an appreciable financial loss to those who
habitually use the structure. Some action should be taken
at once to improve or, if possible, completely to remedy
the very bad conditions which are only outlined above,
but which are well known to every one who has occasion
to use the bridge.

A traffic count was made for 24 hours from 6 a.m. on
November 16 to 6 a.m. November 17, 1933. This was
one of the coldest November sixteenths on record. Dur-
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ing the summer the traffic is much heavier because of the
greater use of pleasure cars at that season. A total of
6,709 commercial vehicles, 19,298 passenger automobiles,
7 busses and 535 street cars passed over the bridges in the
24 hours in both directions. A grand total of 26,549
vehicles of all descriptions used the structures. The num-
ber of horse-drawn vehicles was practically negligible,
amounting to about 30 in the 24 hours.

The maximum number of vehicles using these bridges
in any 30-minute period was 528 south-bound between
8.30 and 9 a.m., and 689 north-bound between 5.30 and
6 p.m. The maximum number in the heaviest half-hour
period was about 2.2 times the average for the 24 hours.

The number of vehicles which passed over the bridges
in the 10-hour interval between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m. was
16,260. A traffic count made in 1930 showed 15,000
vehicles passing over the bridges in 10 hours.

Studies Made and Plans Proposed

Studies have been made and plans proposed of three
schemes.

Scheme On
The first scheme contemplates the rebuilding of the

approach spans of the Chelsea North bridge with a plate
girder structure and continuing the use of the present
draw-span, raising the latter about 18 feet, so as to give a
clearance of 31 feet above high water. This would allow
about 40 per cent of the vessels which now require draw
openings to pass under the bridge in its closed position.
A 5 per cent grade would extend from the end of the
Boston & Maine viaduct to the draw-span, a distance of
some 580 feet. This scheme does not contemplate in-
creasing the width of the roadway across the draw,
although it provides for widening to 44 feet between
curbs a short distance away from the draw on each ap-
proach. A temporary bridge would have to be built across
the Mystic River for use during the reconstruction.

The only relief from street traffic congestion which
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would be obtained from this change would be that due to
the decreased number of times the draw would need to
be opened. The draw openings would be reduced from
about 4,800 to approximately 2,800 in the course of a
year.

This scheme includes the widening of Broadway, Chel-
sea, from the end of the Chelsea North bridge to Winni-
simmet Square, and easing the sharp turn in the roadway
at the Chelsea end of the bridge. The total cost of this
scheme is estimated to be 8942,000, including land
damages.

Scheme Two.
The second scheme contemplates the widening of the

bridges and the whole street from City Square, Charles-
town, to Winnisimmet Square, Chelsea, to a width of 80
feet, with 60 feet between curbs and two 10-foot sidewalks.
The present Chelsea South bridge would remain, but an
added span would be built alongside to give the required
total width of roadway at this point. The whole of the
Chelsea North bridge would be rebuilt, including the
draw-span, which would be constructed to give a clearance
of 31 feet underneath. A temporary bridge would have
to be built across the Mystic River for use during the
reconstruction. The viaduct over the Mystic docks would
also be widened and the surface rebuilt with suitable
pavement.

The increased width of roadway would lessen the con-
gestion on these structures, but traffic would still be sub-
ject to delays caused by opening the draw-spans.

The total cost of this scheme is estimated to be 83,-
992,000, including land damages.

Scheme Three.
The plans for scheme three contemplate starting at

City Square, Charlestown, and extending along Park
Street. Park Street would be widened, and the highway
would be extended along the shoulder of Bunker Hill
through private property to a point near Tremont Street.
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From this point a viaduct would be built to the high level
bridges over both Little Mystic and the Mystic rivers.
Each of these bridges would have a clearance of 135 feet
above high water. Beyond them another viaduct would
descend to the edge of Williams Street, at the commence-
ment of Winnisimmet Square in Chelsea. The plans
provide for a width of roadway of 60 feet between curbs,
with a 5-foot sidewalk on each side, the grades at both
ends to be a little over 5 per cent. Although this scheme
is the most expensive of the three schemes studied, there
is much to commend it.

A precedent for such construction exists in New Jersey,
where the State has built a high level viaduct over the
Hackensack and Passaic rivers to relieve traffic from the
congestion caused by frequent drawbridge openings. The
New Jersey viaducts have a width of roadway of 50 feet,
with no trolley cars, and are said to have a capacity of
5,400 vehicles per hour in both directions, in four lanes of
traffic. The average total traffic is assumed to be 54,000
vehicles per day. An actual count of traffic showed
44,000 vehicles in 24 hours in 1926. The viaduct was not
then finished. The count represented vehicles that used
the part which had been completed.

The high level bridge between Boston and Chelsea
would be at such a height as to take the structure above
the tops of all the shipping, and there would be no inter-
ruption at any time of shipping or highway traffic, as
draw-spans would be unnecessary. It can be built with-
out any disturbance to the existing structures or any inter-
ruption to traffic during construction. Any of the other
schemes referred to in this report would involve consider-
able interruption or delay to traffic in the course of their
construction.

The total cost of this scheme is estimated at 17,775,000,
including land damages.
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Advantages and Disadvantages of the Various
Schemes.

Any scheme which involves a continuance of the use of
draw-spans is disadvantageous both from the standpoint
of highway traffic and of shipping. Openings during the
rush hours have been discontinued for some time. This
helps the highway traffic but hinders the shipping. High-
way traffic at this point is heavy at all daylight hours,
so that whenever the draw is opened there is delay and
resultant congestion. The draw was opened an average
of over 13 times per day during 1932. As most of these
openings occur during daylight hours it means about one
opening every hour during daylight. A complete opening
and closing, including, of course, the time consumed by
the vessel passing through, consumes from 10 to 15 min-
utes. This means that the highway is blocked from one
fourth to one sixth of the time during daylight. With
such heavy highway traffic, averaging 1,626 vehicles per
hour between 8 a.m. and 6 p.m., it will be seen that there
is an enormous aggregate delay to traffic in the course of a
year. The presence of the drawbridge, with its restricted
times of opening and consequent delay to river traffic,
also acts as a deterrent to industries which might other-
wise locate above the bridge. The construction of either
schemes one or two involves the building of a temporary
bridge at an expense of about $200,000, which would be
thrown away on the completion of the permanent struc-
ture. Traffic would be subject to considerable delay and
inconvenience throughout the period of construction, as
all work would of necessity be carried on in, or immediately
adjacent to, the street. The time of actual construction
would be about one year.

The high level bridge can be constructed with no inter-
ference to traffic and without constructing a temporary
bridge, as all the work would be on a new location except
for a short distance alongside Broadway, Chelsea. V hen
completed the high level bridge would enable both high-
way and water traffic to proceed at all hours with com-
plete freedom from interference.
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The maintenance on the high level bridge will only
amount to painting at intervals. The cost of painting of
over a mile of bridges and viaducts will average about
$27,000 per year.

The expense of maintaining and operating the Chelsea
North bridge now amounts to about $27,000 per year.
In addition to this, special appropriations have been made
from 1924 to 1932, inclusive, for contract repairs totaling
$290,057.70 for the nine years, or an average of $32,-
228.63 per year. These special appropriations would
become unnecessary if any one of the three schemes for
rebuilding were to be adopted.

In any case, the Chelsea South bridge would be re-
tained; but, if the high level bridge were built, it would
only be an entrance to the Mystic docks, and not a part
of a main highway as it is now. The traffic to the docks
is so small that the number of men on duty at the draw
could be reduced and openings could be made at any time.

The high level bridge would, both because of freedom
from draw openings and a wider roadway than the present,
greatly reduce the time of transit between City Square,
Charlestown, and Winnisimmet Square, Chelsea. It
would probably reduce the average time between the two
points for each vehicle by at least 10 minutes.

Conclusions and Recommendations.
The Commission is of the opinion that the public will

best be served by the construction of a so-called high level
bridge and approaches thereto, herein referred to and
described as scheme three, but owing to the existing
economic conditions, it does not recommend such con-
struction at this time. It does, however, recommend that
the present bridge be repaired and strengthened, so as to
make it safe for travel until such time as the construction
of the high level bridge may reasonably be undertaken.
This temporary measure contemplates the rebuilding of
the present bridge without changing the level or the high-
way approaches. It is estimated that the cost of such
repairs would amount to $250,000. The Commission
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recommends that the repairs be made by the city of
Boston, and that 50 per cent of the cost of such repairs be
paid by the Commonwealth and the remaining 50 per
cent by the cities and towns in the metropolitan district.
The Commission is of the opinion that the bridge as so
repaired should not be laid out as a state highway, but
should be maintained as at present.

Plans of the schemes herein described are filed with
this report.

FRANK E. LYMAN
Commissioner,

RICHARD K. HALE
h. a. Macdonald,

Associate Commissioner
Department of Public Works.

JAMES A. O’BRIEN,
City Engineer of the City of Chelsi

JAMES A. LOCKHART,
City Engineer of the City of Reve
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In the Year One Thousand Nine Hundred and Thirty-Four,

An Act authorizing the City of Boston to Repair the
Chelsea North Bridge over the Mystic River between
the Cities of Boston and Chelsea.

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

1 Section 1. The city of Boston is hereby authorized
2 to repair and strengthen the Chelsea North bridge over
3 the Mystic river between the cities of Boston and
4 Chelsea, and to expend therefor a sum not exceeding
5 two hundred and fifty thousand dollars.

1 Section 2. The cost of the work authorized by
2 this act shall be paid in the first instance by the city
3 of Boston.

1 Section 3. Fifty per cent of the cost of the work
2 authorized by this act shall ultimately be paid by the
3 commonwealth from such appropriation as may here-
-4 after be made from the Highway Fund, and the re-
-5 maining fifty per cent shall ultimately be paid by the
6 cities and towns of the metropolitan parks district in
7 proportion to the respective taxable valuations of the
8 property of said municipalities as defined by section
9 fifty-nine of chapter ninety-two of the General Laws.

Cfee Commontoealtl) of sgjassadmsctto
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1 Section 4. To meet the cost of construction the
2 city of Boston is authorized to borrow, in anticipation
3 of reimbursement from the commonwealth and the
4 metropolitan parks district, the sum of two hundred
5 and fifty thousand dollars, and to issue bonds or notes
6 therefor which shall be payable in not more than two
7 years; and the interest on any money so borrowed by
8 the city of Boston shall be deemed to be a part of the
9 cost of the work authorized by the act.

1 Section 5. On or before June tenth of the year
2 nineteen hundred and thirty-four and each subsequent
3 year until the work is completed and the entire cost
4 thereof ascertained, the city auditor shall ascertain
5 and certify to the state treasurer the amount expended
6 for the work authorized under this act since the begin-
-7 ning of the work or since the last certificate of cost was
8 filed by the city auditor, and upon such certificates
9 the state treasurer shall pay to the city of Boston the

10 sums so certified, and the amounts due as aforesaid
11 from the municipalities shall be assessed and col-
-12 lected by the state treasurer in the apportionment and
13 assessment of the annual state tax; the amounts so

14 collected to be credited to the Metropolitan Parks
15 Fund.

1 Section 6. This act shall take effect upon its
2 passage.
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December 1, 1931

By authority of chapter 36 of the Acts of 1933, the
special Commission appointed under the provisions of the
act reports briefly as follows:

The Commission is unanimous in its decision that immediate action
some kind is necessary if this bridge is to be kept open for travel,
its condition is now dangerous.

A majority of the Commission advocates a high level
bridge, with suitable approaches from City Square,
Charlestown, over private land in Charlestown, the south
branch of the Mystic River, the Boston & Maine Railroad,
Charlestown, the north or main branch of the Mystic
River and on and over private land in Chelsea, to Chelsea
Square, Chelsea.

The bridge is to have a 60-foot roadway, two 7-foot
sidewalks, is to clear both river channels by 135 feet above
high water, and their estimated cost is $7,774,900.

My estimate of cost for this project is not less than
§8,500,000.

If the cost were apportioned 50 per cent on the State
and 50 per cent on the Metropolitan District (the city of
Boston pays about 50 per cent of the metropolitan assess-
ment), the cost to be paid by the city of Boston would be
about $2,150,000.

The Commission recommends that the existing ap-
proaches to the Chelsea North draw be strengthened at a
cost of $250,000, to serve as a temporary bridge until the
construction of the high level bridge is accomplished.

I cannot concur in this decision entirely, and I herewith
submit a minority report to the General Court for its
consideration.

MINORITY REPORT.
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A brief statement of three plans considered by the
Commission is as follows, Plan 111 being the one advocated
by a majority of the Commission, with the above de-
scribed modifications and additions.

Plan I.
New Chelsea North Draw Approaches. Raise swing

draw 18 feet, 44 feet roadway. Cost, 81,000,000.

Plan 11.
New Chelsea North Draw Approaches. Raise swing

draw 18 feet, widen Chelsea South bridge by adding addi-
tional leaf to 80 feet, widen viaduct to 80 feet. Recon-
struct present viaduct with permanent floor. Widen
Boston approach to 80 feet from City Square to bridge.
Widen Chelsea approach to 80 feet from Chelsea Square
to bridge. Cost, 84,000,000.

Plan 111.
New high level bridge, 80 feet roadway, from City

Square, Charlestown, to Chelsea Square, Chelsea. Cost,
88,500,000.

Plan I was unanimously rejected as an expensive make-
shift which would not accomplish any of the desired
results.

Plan 111 as recommended by the Commission, while it
would give unrestricted and unimpeded travel (both
vehicular and water borne) with reduced internrban
traveling time and less liability for accidents (highway
and marine), nevertheless, is not feasible or desirable at
this time for many reasons.

Its high cost cannot be borne by adjacent cities or the
State at this time, as all the funds of these governments
are too heavily mortgaged by welfare demands to allow
indulgence in an extravagant luxury. A great part of
the benefits of this high level bridge can be obtained at
one half the cost by adoption of Plan 11.
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The trestle approaches of the high level bridge on the
Charlestown end constitute another elevated structure,
extremely detrimental to the property over which and
near which it passes.

St. Catherine’s Church, Parochial School and Convent,
the Wm. H. Kent School, the Frothingham School, the
Jacob Foss School, and other valuable properties, are all
in its path or under its shadow.

In view of the public demand for the abolition of the
present elevated structure through Charlestown, there is
a serious objection, well sustained, against this project.

On the Chelsea end, to make this plan do what it is
intended it should do, it would be necessary to widen its
approach through Chelsea Square and Bellingham Square
to the Revere Beach Parkway, entailing new expense
which could not be considered at this time.

This plan, while costing more than twice as much as
Plan 11, is no different in the result to be accomplished,
namely, the maintenance of an even and steady flow of
traffic while accommodating shipping, with the exception
that on Plan II it will be necessary to open the draw for
the passage of large vessels, but will accommodate the
passage of tugs and small boats without such opening.

Furthermore, while it does eliminate the North draw
with its maintenance charges, it does not eliminate the
South draw, which would still be needed to serve the
Boston & Maine Railroad and the Mystic docks.

The cost of maintenance of the Chelsea North draw is
about $30,000 a year, and Boston at present pays 60 per
cent of this cost, or about $lB,OOO a year.

The benefits derived from the adoption of Plan II are
many.

The number of draw openings at the North draw will be
reduced 60 per cent by raising the bridge to a clearance of
31 feet above high water, thus allowing all towboats and
other small craft to pass through the channelway at all
times.

The widened approaches of Chelsea Street, from City
Square, Charlestown, to the bridge and from the bridge to
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Chelsea Square, Chelsea, to 80 feet, means unimpeded and
unrestricted traffic through provision for additional lanes
of travel.

Bascule spans at the North draw, replacing the present
cumbersome swing draw, will cut the time of opening to a
minimum.

The permanent type of construction proposed by Plan
II reduces its maintenance to a minimum.

The widening of the draw-spans at the Chelsea North
draw and at the Chelsea South draw, to 80 feet, will stop
the choking of traffic at these points, as now happens after
openings are completed. Causes of vehicular accidents,
which are now frequent at this bridge, will be removed by
this construction, since it erects positive barriers at the
draw openings by the use of bascule spans and by pro-
viding a sufficient number of lines of travel.

It will not cause the very serious land damages in
Charlestown or Chelsea which would be caused by ele-
vated approaches under Plan 111 passing through the
above mentioned localities.

Because this bridge and its approaches will become a
radial highway, accommodating all traffic going north of
Boston or coming into Boston and going south, and be-
cause the benefits to the city of Boston are not peculiar
to it but are general to the entire Commonwealth, it is
my opinion that the cost of the change, regardless of the
plan adopted, should be borne entirely by the State or
through the State Highway Fund.

The reason for this becomes more apparent when it is
considered that this change is to be made for the accom-
modation almost wholly of automobile traffic, and is
connecting with other highways which circle the city of
Boston, and removes from the business center tourists
and others who, if brought into the city proper, would
add to its business.

The fact that it will be not only possible but will in fact
be the customary thing for a person who is traveling from
Cape Cod to Maine to entirely escape the city proper by
circling the city and using this highway, seems to con-
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clusively point out that no peculiar or special benefit is
derived by the city of Boston from the proposed con-
struction or alteration. It may be stated further that if
Plan 111 is adopted and paid for entirely by the State, an
additional burden will in any event be placed upon the
city of Boston by reason of the certainty of lower valua-
tion of property adjacent to the elevated structure re-
quired in putting through this project. Serious considera-
tion should be given to this feature.

Further, it must be borne in mind that the city ofBoston
is just completing the East Boston Tunnel at an expendi-
ture of $19,000,000, built for the purpose of relieving
traffic congestion and for the accommodation of automo-
bilists moving from the south of Boston to the north of
Boston and vice versa. It is provided by law that a toll for
the use of this traffic tunnel be imposed which it is hoped
will assist materially in the payment of the carrying
charges.

If a new broad, convenient highway is to parallel the
traffic tunnel, the use of which is not to entail any cost to
the automobilist, how much will this affect the income of
the traffic tunnel, and how much larger burden is to be
imposed upon the city of Boston because of the duplicated
accommodation given to the traveling public as a whole?

For the above mentioned reasons I respectfully recom-
mend that the State take over this entire project, making
Chelsea Street from City Square, Charlestown, to City
Square, Chelsea, a state highway; to build and operate
this bridge according to Plan II and pay the entire cost
of its construction, as the cities of Boston, Chelsea and
Revere are without any funds whatsoever to pay for this
very necessary project.

This is not an unfair recommendation, since the appro-
priation for state highways in Boston is practically zero,
and inasmuch as Boston has been paying from 50 to 55
per cent of the metropolitan assessment it is felt that some
relief of a nature similar to this construction should be
afforded to these cities.

In any event, I feel it my duty to report the absolutely
dangerous condition of this structure at the present time.
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The approaches to the North draw are in a state of
disintegration and decay, which compel its rebuilding.

No matter what plan is adopted by the General Court
for the relief of this congested traffic situation, it will be
compulsory to either rebuild the approaches to the North
draw or close the bridge within a year.

The Commission recommends that the present bridge
be repaired and strengthened as a temporary measure,
at a cost of $250,000, without changing the level, or the
highway approaches, the repairs to be made by the city
of Boston, and that 50 per cent of the cost of such repairs
be paid by the Commonwealth and the remaining 50 per
cent by the cities and towns in the Metropolitan District.

In this decision I concur, provided the General Court
decides against the adoption of Plan 11.

Respectfully submitted,

Member of Special Commission,
Chelsea Bridge North Rebuildi

L. BAYLES REILLY,






