
SPECIAL REPORT OF THE DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC WORKS AND THE DEPARTMENT OF
PUBLIC UTILITIES RELATIVE TO SLADES FERRY
BRIDGE, IN THE CITY OF FALL RIVER.

May 1, 1923.

To the Honorable the Senate and House of Representatives of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts.

Chapter 14 of the Resolves of 1923, provides as follows:
Resolved, That the departments of public works and public utilities,

acting jointly, are hereby directed to investigate the expediency and
cost of rebuilding Slades ferry bridge in the city of Fall River; the
expediency and cost of maintaining such bridge in part by the com-
monwealth as part of a state highway; and the expediency and cost
of enlarging the present draw in said bridge. The departments shall
investigate particularly the question of the safety of the present
structure and the question as to whether it reasonably meets the traffic
demands of the locality. They shall report their findings and recom-
mendations, together with drafts of bills embodying the same, to the
general court not later than May first, nineteen hundred and twenty-
three.

In accordance therewith the Joint Board held a public
hearing on April 16, 1923, and visited Slades Ferry Bridge
in the city of Fall River on April 27, 1923.

The Slades Ferry Bridge was built by the Old Colony and
Newport Railway Company under chapter 295 of the Acts
of 1872, and was opened for travel January 4, 1876.
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The bridge is a double deck affair, the highway and street
railway tracks being on the lower deck and the railroad
tracks being on the upper deck. It is about 1000 feet long,

The cost of the bridge was $305,000, of which the county
paid $41,361, the city of Fall River $25,000, the town of
Somerset $5,200, the town of Swansea $3,200, and the rail-
road the remainder.

The expense of maintenance is divided as follows; All of
the part used as a highway, one-fourth of the frame work,
and one-fourth of the substructure is borne by Fall River,
Somerset and Swansea in the following proportions;

Fall River 74
Somerset 15
Swansea 11

The remaining expense of maintenance is borne by the New
York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad.

The bridge is provided with a draw span with an opening
of 69 feet in the clear. The bridge has 7| feet clearance
above mean high water.

The Globe Street Railway Company was granted a fran-
chise to operate its cars across the bridge on October 21,
1895, and the bridge was strengthened at that time at the
expense of that company.

The Brightman Street Bridge which crosses the Taunton
River about 1200 feet north of the Slades Ferry Bridge was
built in 1908, at a cost of about $1,000,000. This cost was
divided as follows;

Bristol County
Fall River .

Somerset
Swansea
Taunton
New7 Bedford

and the remainder by other towns.
This bridge has a clearance of 29 feet above mean high

water and is provided with a draw span with opening of
100 feet in the clear.

Per Cent.
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Since the construction of these two bridges the New
England Oil Company has built a large refinery up river
from both of these bridges and it is necessary for vessels
to pass through both draws in order to reach this plant.

Great difficulty is experienced in doing this, as the draw
span in the Slades Ferry Bridge does not point in the direc-
tion of the draw in the Brightman Street Bridge and is not
opposite to it. These bridges are so near together that a
large vessel in passing through the Slades Ferry Bridge does
not have time to straighten out in order to reach the draw
in the Brightman Street Bridge. Moreover the draw in the
Slades Ferry Bridge is so narrow and the oil tankers going
to the oil company so wide that there is not more than 18
inches in clearance on each side of the ship in passing
through. The result of these conditions is that the tankers
encounter great difficulties in passing through this draw and
several accidents have resulted.

It was stated at the hearing that the business of the oil
company required the operation of this draw bridge approxi-
mately twelve times a day for tugs and barges and about
once every two days for large tankers.

In 1910 the Legislature authorized the construction of a
new bridge to replace the Slades Ferry Bridge. It was pro-
posed to build this bridge with two decks, the lower to be
used for a highway and the upper for double railroad tracks.
This bridge was to be located 100 feet north of the present
structure and provided with a draw span of a 100 foot
opening and placed easterly of the draw span of the present
Slades Ferry Bridge so as to be in line with the draw span
of the Brightman Street Bridge.

It was estimated at that time that this new bridge would
cost §1,028,000, of which the City of Fall River was to pay
$200,000, the balance to be paid by the New Haven Rail-
road. The cost under present conditions would be approxi-
mately 81,737,000.

J. R. Worcester and Company, consulting engineers, exam-
ined the highway floor of this bridge and reported thereon
in August, 1922, to the City Engineer of Fall River. These
engineers found that the top planking was in bad condition
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and needed renewal throughout; that the underplanking was
undoubtedly badly decayed and that quite a number of the
stringers were in bad condition. The estimate of the cost
of placing the roadway in good condition was approximately
§46,000. They expressed the belief that while they could
not point to any specific weakness in the structure that the
bridge was so old that much more service could not be ex-
pected from it and that it woul'd be wise to restrict the
traffic thereon.

The engineers of the Public Utilities Department have
inspected the bridge from time to time and believe that the
structure so far as it relates to the railroad and street rail-
way purposes is safe for the limited use to which it is put.

The Joint Board has examined the location of this bridge
in relation to the highway systems on both sides of the river
and to the Brightman Street Bridge, located approximately
one-quarter of a mile upstream. The Board believes that
this later bridge is amply sufficient to carry all of the high-
way traffic with slight inconvenience and that the construc-
tion of another highway bridge in that immediate vicinity
is not of sufficient necessity to warrant the large expenditure
that will be required.

The Board answers the questions contained in the Resolve
as follows:

1. Expediency and Cost of Rebuilding Bridge,

It is not expedient to rebuild the bridge. The cost of it
can be estimate as follows. A new bridge upstream from
the present bridge with the roadway 34 feet wide with 7
foot sidewalk, and a double track railroad on top, about
$1,737,000. A double track railroad bridge only on the
present bridge alignment approximately $900,000. A joint
bridge on the present bridge alignment, a highway roadway

34 feet with 7 foot sidewalk outside and double track rail-
road on top approximately $1,400,000.
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It is not expedient to maintain this by the State as the
State already maintains the Brightman Street Bridge and
the Slades Ferry Bridge is not needed on any scheme of
through traffic.

The cost of maintenance is difficult to estimate but it
would probably cost approximately the same as the Bright-
man Street Bridge. This structure has cost the Common-
wealth an average of about $20,000 a year for maintenance.

3. Expediency and Cost of enlarging Draw Span.

The answer to this question depends on whether or not a
relocation of the draw is also included. The Board believes
that the draw span should be located easterly of its present
position and should be widened to 100 feet. If the highway
deck is abandoned the cost 'would be approximately $450,000.

4. Question of Safety of the Present Structure.
That part of the structure that carries the railway and

the railroad deck is safe for the limited use to which it is
put. The highway floor is probably not safe and requires
replanking and replacement of timber at an estimated cost
of about $50,000, but it is believed that even if repaired the
traffic on the highway deck should be limited.

mands of the Locality.

In the opinion of the Board no traffic bridge is required
in this locality. The Brightman Street Bridge is ample to
satisfy all requirements and it is believed that the cost of
rebuilding is not warranted by the use to which it is put.
The Board believes that it does meet the present require-
ments of railroad service.

Conclusion
The Board believes that the bridge as a traffic route should

be abandoned; that the street railway tracks should be
located on the Brightman Street Bridge, which was designed

2. Expediency and Cost of maintaining it by the

State.

5. Does the Bridge reasonably meet Traffic de-
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to carry street railway tracks; and that the bridge should
be taken over by the New York, New Haven and Hartford
Railroad.

The New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad should
forthwith relocate and widen the draw span, and later recon-
struct the bridge when necessity therefor arises.

If the bridge is to be maintained as at present the high-
way deck should be rebuilt.

In no case, in our opinion, should the Commonwealth be
called upon to bear any part of the cost of construction or
the costs of operation or maintenance.

The Board is of the opinion that when the communities
at interest are willing to abandon the use of this bridge for
highway and street railway purposes, the New York, New
Haven and Hartford Railroad should have the exclusive use
thereof, provided that it is willing to relocate the draw bridge
and assume all the costs of operation and maintenance.

Respectfully submitted,

WILLIAM F. WILLIAMS,
JAMES W. SYNAN,
FRANK E. LYMAN,
JESSE B. BAXTER,
RICHARD K. HALE,

Commissioners, Department of Public Works.

HENRY C. ATTWILL,
HENRY G. WELLS,
DAVID A. ELLIS,
EVERETT E. STONE,
LEONARD F. HARDY,

Commissioners, Department of Public Utilities.






