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Oliver Allamby

From: Rich Lucia
Sent: Wednesday, August 6, 2025 9:22 AM
To: Cstaff
Subject: FW: Barrington Bridge Repairs 2025-02-078
Attachments: CRMC Public Comment_Response Letter_SIGNED_8.6.25.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oliver

Please put in paes 2025-02-078 
 

From: Justin Mateus <justin.mateus@crossmaneng.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, August 6, 2025 9:11 AM 
To: 'Kazem Farhoumand' <KFarhoumand@aiengineers.com> 
Cc: Rich Lucia <rlucia@crmc.ri.gov>; Amy Silva <asilva@crmc.ri.gov>; 'Richardson, Alisa (DOT)' 
<Alisa.Richardson@dot.ri.gov>; 'Morris, Odetta (DOT)' <Odetta.Morris@dot.ri.gov>; 'Steven Cabral' 
<steven.cabral@crossmaneng.com>; 'Sana Shaikh' <sshaikh@aiengineers.com>; 'Michael Greer' 
<MGreer@aiengineers.com> 
Subject: RE: Barrington Bridge Repairs 2025-02-078 
 
Hi Kazem, 
 
As you are aware, CRMC received public comments related to the Barrington Bridge project. Attached is 
a letter responding to those public comments. 
 
Please note that CRMC and RIDOT have been copied on this email. 
 
Thank you, 
Justin 
 
JusƟn G. Mateus, P.E. 
Project Director 
 
CROSSMAN ENGINEERING 
ConsulƟng Engineers & Surveyors 
 
Rhode Island Office                               MassachuseƩs Office 
100 Jefferson Boulevard, Suite 200     1 George Leven Drive, Suite 200 
Warwick, Rhode Island  02888             North AƩleboro, MA  02763 
(401) 738-5660 Ext. 18                          (508) 695-1700 
 
 
 
From: Steven Cabral <steven.cabral@crossmaneng.com>  
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2025 10:25 AM 
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To: 'Kazem Farhoumand' <KFarhoumand@aiengineers.com>; 'Justin Mateus' <justin.mateus@crossmaneng.com> 
Subject: FW: Barrington Bridge Repairs 2025-02-078 
 
A few comments arrived from the public on the Barrington Bridge repairs. At a glance, the questions are 
for either AI or Pare to address. The questions are on the future navigability of the river due to potential 
loss of water depth and the potential change in flow/velocities.  The flow questions would have been 
addressed in Pare’s scour analysis.  Pare should also attend the CRMC meeting to discuss the 
issues.  Written replies in advance are needed for staƯ to complete there recommendations. 
 
 
From: Rich Lucia <rlucia@crmc.ri.gov>  
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2025 9:24 AM 
To: Richardson, Alisa (DOT) <Alisa.Richardson@dot.ri.gov>; Steven Cabral <steven.cabral@crossmaneng.com>; Amy 
Silva <asilva@crmc.ri.gov>; Cstaff <cstaff1@crmc.ri.gov> 
Subject: Barrington Bridge Repairs 2025-02-078 
 
Alisa, 
We have received  correspondences (Representative of Warren Harbor Commission (Rock Singewald) and Atlantic 
Marine (Stephen Jane Mainella) with concerns submitted to CRMC.    The concerns are  Appendix C (modeling 
results) and Navigation concerns during and after repairs (SEE ATTACHED).    it is suggested that RIDOT and/or the 
consultant(s) address these concerns prior to the Council hearing to avoid any delays etc.  See Attached. 
Thanks 
Rich 
 

 

Virus-free.www.avast.com 
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From: Amy Silva
To: Rich Lucia
Subject: FW: 2025-02-078
Date: Friday, June 6, 2025 8:04:46 AM

FYI-
Questions about the Barrington Bridge project....

Amy Silva
Supervising Environmental Scientist, CRMC
(401)-783-3370p /(401)-783-2069f
http://www.crmc.ri.gov

-----Original Message-----
From: Rock Singewald <rock9@mindspring.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 4:36 PM
To: Amy Silva <asilva@crmc.ri.gov>
Cc: Barber Jim <jimbarber7@yahoo.com>; betts antaya Don Martha <hecticbunny@hotmail.com>; Hunt William
<williamjhuntjr@yahoo.com>; Lippman Craig <craig.lippman@gmail.com>; McVay Jay
<jjmcvay@hotmail.com>; Silva Joe <Jsilva@townofwarren-ri.gov>; Singewald Rock <rock9@mindspring.com>
Subject: 2025-02-078

Amy, I’m on the Warren Harbor Management Commission, and at our meeting last night we discussed this permit
application for repair work on the Barrington River Bridge.  We had a question about the flow projections in
Appendix C.  It appears to us that the work described will make the openings under the bridge arches both narrower
and shallower than present due to the addition off grout bags around the bridge pillar structures and the addition of 2
feet of rip rap on the river bottom under the arches and sloping upwards around the bridge pillars on the outside of
the grout bags.  It seems to us that a narrower and more shallow channel would necessarily increase the flow at peak
tides as the volume of water seeks to find its level through a smaller space. The modeling described in Appendix C
concludes there will be no change in flow while tide heights remain the same at MHT and MLT.  The flow through
this bridge now is significantly increased over the course of the tide cycle with water levels backing up against the
pillars at peak tides. The increased flow is markedly greater during king tide cycles. 

At peak tides the current through this bridge is already difficult for small boat traffic, kayaks, etc.  We are concerned
that this repair work will make the bridge even more dangerous during peak tides. Even if flow does not increase,
which seems unlikely to us, the raising of the river bed with rip rap will make for a much more shallow passage at
low tide especially in the arches near either end of the bridge. Does your technical staff agree with the conclusions
in Appendix C that flow and tide heights will not increase?

We would appreciate any information you can share so we can decide whether to make a formal response.

Thank you.

mailto:asilva@crmc.ri.gov
mailto:rlucia@crmc.ri.gov
http://www.crmc.ri.gov/
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Oliver Allamby

From: Rich Lucia
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2025 9:24 AM
To: Richardson, Alisa (DOT); Steven Cabral; Amy Silva; Cstaff
Subject: Barrington Bridge Repairs 2025-02-078
Attachments: FW_ 2025-02-078.pdf; FW: Public Notice 2025-02-078 / Barrington Bridge #123 (County 

Road)

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oliver

Alisa, 
We have received  correspondences (Representative of Warren Harbor Commission (Rock Singewald) and Atlantic 
Marine (Stephen Jane Mainella) with concerns submitted to CRMC.    The concerns are  Appendix C (modeling 
results) and Navigation concerns during and after repairs (SEE ATTACHED).    it is suggested that RIDOT and/or the 
consultant(s) address these concerns prior to the Council hearing to avoid any delays etc.  See Attached. 
Thanks 
Rich 
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Oliver Allamby

From: Amy Silva
Sent: Friday, June 6, 2025 8:05 AM
To: Cstaff
Subject: FW: 2025-02-078

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Categories: Oliver

 
 
Amy Silva 
Supervising Environmental ScienƟst, CRMC (401)-783-3370p /(401)-783-2069f hƩp://www.crmc.ri.gov 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Rock Singewald <rock9@mindspring.com> 
Sent: Thursday, June 5, 2025 4:36 PM 
To: Amy Silva <asilva@crmc.ri.gov> 
Cc: Barber Jim <jimbarber7@yahoo.com>; beƩs antaya Don Martha <hecƟcbunny@hotmail.com>; Hunt William 
<williamjhuntjr@yahoo.com>; Lippman Craig <craig.lippman@gmail.com>; McVay Jay <jjmcvay@hotmail.com>; Silva Joe 
<Jsilva@townofwarren-ri.gov>; Singewald Rock <rock9@mindspring.com> 
Subject: 2025-02-078 
 
Amy, I’m on the Warren Harbor Management Commission, and at our meeƟng last night we discussed this permit 
applicaƟon for repair work on the Barrington River Bridge.  We had a quesƟon about the flow projecƟons in Appendix C.  
It appears to us that the work described will make the openings under the bridge arches both narrower and shallower 
than present due to the addiƟon off grout bags around the bridge pillar structures and the addiƟon of 2 feet of rip rap on 
the river boƩom under the arches and sloping upwards around the bridge pillars on the outside of the grout bags.  It 
seems to us that a narrower and more shallow channel would necessarily increase the flow at peak Ɵdes as the volume 
of water seeks to find its level through a smaller space. The modeling described in Appendix C concludes there will be no 
change in flow while Ɵde heights remain the same at MHT and MLT.  The flow through this bridge now is significantly 
increased over the course of the Ɵde cycle with water levels backing up against the pillars at peak Ɵdes. The increased 
flow is markedly greater during king Ɵde cycles.   
 
At peak Ɵdes the current through this bridge is already difficult for small boat traffic, kayaks, etc.  We are concerned that 
this repair work will make the bridge even more dangerous during peak Ɵdes. Even if flow does not increase, which 
seems unlikely to us, the raising of the river bed with rip rap will make for a much more shallow passage at low Ɵde 
especially in the arches near either end of the bridge. Does your technical staff agree with the conclusions in Appendix C 
that flow and Ɵde heights will not increase? 
 
We would appreciate any informaƟon you can share so we can decide whether to make a formal response.  
 
Thank you.  












