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Backhoes and bulldozers. Patch trucks 

and pavers. We get it. Risk is inherent 

in your business. Whether you’re build-

ing commercial offices, constructing 

a bridge over water, or transporting 

aggregate from the plant to the field, 

unexpected hazards lurk.

That’s why you call upon the expertise  

of the insurance advisors at Gencorp 

Construction Practice Group.

Our full service industry advisors don’t 

just understand the construction insur-

ance and surety business: we understand 

your business. This unique knowledge 

base allows Gencorp Construction Group 

to create innovative risk management 

and bonding solutions, and in doing so, 

allows you to avoid financial pitfalls by 

keeping your projects on track and on 

budget.

Chad Bjorklund
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T H E  D R I S C O L L  D I F F E R E N C E :

Your key to  
obtaining the  
expertise  
needed to  
meet your  
bonding  
needs.

After serving major contractors for more 
than 50 years, the Driscoll Agency truly  

understands the unique risks, insurance require-
ments and surety demands of the construction 
industry.
 
Managing risk can be very difficult. Which is  
why it’s critical to obtain adequate and proper 
insurance coverages. Our underwriting specialists
will work with your best interests in mind when
proposing solutions to your insurance needs.

When it’s time to navigate through the com-
plexities of surety bonding, you can rely on our 
expertise and connections to get you aggres-
sive representation and unbeatable access to 
industry decision-makers. 
 

To discover the Driscoll difference, contact  
Tim Lyons, Bond Department Manager at  
781-421-2560 or tlyons@driscollagency.com.

“The entire surety bonding team at 
Driscoll has the experience, expertise  
and industry contacts to give us the best 
possible representation and service.   
In an industry as specialized as ours,  
we wouldn’t consider letting any other  
agency handle this important need of  
our company.”      – Satisfied Client

The Driscoll Agency, Inc. • 93 Longwater Circle, Norwell, MA 02061 • Phone (781) 681-6656 • Fax (781) 681-6686 • www.driscollagency.com
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If you are a member in good standing and would like pictures of your company at work to appear on the 
cover of the CIM Construction Journal, please call the CIM office at 781-551-0182 and we will 
schedule a photographer to come to your job site. 
 

COMING EVENTS 
 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 
Thursday, November 13, 2014 

7:30 a.m., CIM Office 
Norwood, MA 

 
BOARD OF DIRECTORS MEETING 

Monday, December 1, 2014 
3:30 p.m., Boston Marriott Copley 

Boston, MA 
 

MARK YOUR CALENDAR 
 

92N D ANNUAL ROADBUILDERS DINNER 
 

Monday, December 1, 2014 
 

Boston Marriott Copley Place 
110 Huntington Avenue, Boston, MA 

 

 
 

FEATURING BOSTON COMEDIAN  
LENNY CLARKE 
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Need Granite 
Curbing? 

NEED IT Fast?

Williams Stone Company serves highway contractors and curb setters across the Northeast 

with a wide variety of granite curbing in finishes, sizes and detail components to complete any 

project.  All of which are quarried and fabricated here in the USA.

If you need all-natural, timelessly durable – and yes, economical – granite curbing for 

your project, then call Williams Stone for the largest inventory, friendliest service and 

fastest delivery...often within 72 hours on most common curb sizes and varieties. 

 

n Vertical curbing, straight & curved

n Bridge curbing, straight & curved, 
pre-drilled

n Edge details: bull nose, chamfer, 
buzzed, beveled mountable

n Inlet stones, straight & curved, single 
& double

n Sloped edging

n 90° Driveway corners

n Highway bounds, lettered & 
unlettered, drilled

n Other components: straight & curved 
handicap transitions, vertical-to-
slope transitions, block curb, square-
back 180° bull-nose ends

n Finishes: sawn, split, thermaled, 
hammered, polished, clean back, 
rock face

Our modern production facility & 
quarry in East Otis, Massachusetts 

WS
Williams stone Company, inC.
1158 Lee-Westfield Road   P.O. Box 278
East Otis, MA 01029-0278   Tel: (800)832-2052
Fax: (413)269-6148    www.williamsstone.com

SERVING THE NORTHEAST SINCE 1947

CALL WILLIAMS STONE FOR 72-HOUR 
JOB SITE DELIVERY OF MOST COMMON 

CURB SIZES AND VARIETIES 



N O  o n  Q u e s t i o n  O n e  C o m m i t t e e

After decades of neglect, the poor condition of Massachusetts’ roads and bridges is now a major public safety crisis. The 
problem is startling: according to the Federal Highway Administration, 53% of all bridges in the state are structurally 
deficient or functionally obsolete – ranking us second-worst among the 50 states. Yet Question 1 would take away critical 
funding we’ve set aside for our roads and bridges, a frightening step in the wrong direction.

A NO vote will send a clear message: we’re against crumbling roads and bridges, and the risk they pose to Massachusetts 
drivers and their families.

BACKGROUND:  a growing public safety crisis

Our state’s safety crisis is not a problem that can be ignored and addressed at some later date. It’s a real and present 
danger.
•    Today there are 27 bridges in Massachusetts that have been closed because they are unsafe and another 447 that  
      can only carry reduced traffic loads.
•    The ten busiest structurally deficient bridges in the state carry more than one million cars every day.
•    One out of five major roadways in the state is classified as being in poor condition.
•    Roadway conditions are a significant factor in one-third of all traffic fatalities in Massachusetts.
•    Motor vehicle crashes cost Massachusetts $6.3 billion a year in medical and other costs.

question 1  would mak e  the  problem much worse

The Transportation Finance Act of 2013 provided dedicated funding to fix our roads, bridges, and public transportation 
system. It set up a stable, predictable source of funding – indexed to protect it against inflation – that allows the state to 
plan years ahead as it works to address the safety crisis.

Question 1 would eliminate a key part of this funding. It would jeopardize $1 billion in transportation improvements over 
the next decade – putting our public safety at risk.

About the  committee

The NO on Question One Committee is a diverse group of stakeholders that includes business, consumer, environmental and 
municipal interests that opposes the ballot question to repeal gas tax indexing. If you are interested in volunteering for the 
campaign visit our website: 

@VoteNoOnQ1 facebook.com/
VoteNoOnQuestion1

w w w. s a f e r o a d s b r i d g e s . c o m

“First and foremost, this is a public safety issue. We can’t afford to put our safety at risk 
by eliminating critical funding for our roads and bridges that are already in disrepair 
throughout Massachusetts.”

Join AAA SoutherN New ENgland in  Voting No on Quest ion 1

- AAA Southern New England
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Massachusetts voters will head to the polls Nov. 4 with an 
opportunity to enhance the safety of drivers across the 
state. 
 
AAA Southern New England is urging voters to say “no” 
on Question 1, a referendum that looks to repeal a law au-
tomatically indexing future gas tax increases to inflation. 
Lawmakers approved the provision last year as part of a 
plan aimed at raising revenue for state transportation needs. 
 
The state could gain $1 billion in funds for transportation 
over 10 years by indexing gas and special fuel tax rates, 
according to the state Department of Revenue. 
 
“Massachusetts desperately needs additional funding for 
transportation improvements, and right now, the gas tax is 
the best means to that end provided transportation-related 
tax revenues are dedicated solely to meeting transportation 
needs and protected from diversion to other uses,” said 
Mark Shaw, president and CEO of AAA Southern New 
England.  
 
“Improvements to infrastructure fuel our economy, create 
jobs, and make our roads and bridges safer and less con-
gested for the entire motoring public,” he said. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
More than half of the state’s 5,000-plus bridges were rated 
either structurally deficient or functionally obsolete as of 
December 2013, according to Federal Highway Admin-
istration statistics.  
 
After decades of underinvesting in transportation, 
MassDOT Secretary and CEO Richard Davey said critical 
improvements are being made to roads, bridges and transit. 
“Sustained funding is key to continuing this progress and 
unlocking economic opportunity in communities common-
wealth-wide,” Davey said. 

A question of roadway safety 

State Department of Transportation Secretary and 
CEO Richard Davey Speaks with AAA Director of 
Public and Legislative Affairs Mary Maguire at the 
Longfellow Bridge in Boston. 
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D e d i c a t e d  t o  e x c e e d i n g  y o u r  e x p e c t a t i o n s . 

25 Blanchard Street, 
Palmer, MA 01069
413-283-8354

43 Old Coldbrook Road
Barre, MA  01005
413-283-8354

1000 Page Boulevard
Springfield, MA 01104
413-737-4020

23 Arthur Street
Easthampton, MA 01027
413-527-6906

Palmer Paving Corporation, Inc                   

Palmer Paving is an industry leading heavy highway civil engineering 

construction firm, serving both public and private sector clients. With 

our own HMA and aggregate processing plants, we are fully integrated 

as a materials producer and roadway contractor for projects of any size.  

We welcome your inquiries and look forward to helping you solve your 

next site, road construction or infrastructure challenge.

www.palmerpaving.com
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Joins 13 Other Mayors in Urging Voters to Reject  
Attempt to Cut Road and Bridge Repairs  

 
BOSTON – Mayor Martin J. Walsh today (October 22) announced he was voting no on Question 1 and urged “any voter 
concerned about public safety” to do the same.  
 
“Question 1 would make an already urgent public safety problem worse by cutting the very funds we need to fix our 
crumbling roads and bridges,” said Walsh.   “Every city and town official in the state is intimately aware of the need to 
have a stable, dependable stream of funds to address this growing problem.   If voters want to ensure their safety and that 
of their families, they should vote no on Question 1.” 
 
Walsh joins 13 other mayors who have endorsed the “Vote NO on 1” campaign, including Joseph Curtatone of Somer-
ville, Kimberly Driscoll of Salem, Joseph Sullivan of Braintree, Michael McGlynn of Medford, Jon Mitchell of New 
Bedford, Donna Holaday of Newburyport, Carlo DeMaria of Everett, Robert Dolan of Melrose, Daniel Rizzo of Revere, 
Daniel Rivera of Lawrence, David Narkewicz of Northampton, Domenic Sarno of Springfield, and Republican Mayor 
Kevin Dumas of Attleboro. 
“This is not a Republican or Democratic question,” said Dumas.  “It is a public safety issue, pure and simple.”  
 
Question 1 would eliminate the state law that indexes the gas tax to the consumer price index, thus eliminating $1 billion 
in transportation funding over the next ten years. 
 
According to the Federal Highway Administration, more than half our bridges are structurally deficient or functionally 
obsolete.  Deteriorating roadways are a significant factor in one third of all traffic fatalities.  
 
“As mayors, we know firsthand the conditions of our roads and bridges and we know they pose a real danger to our resi-
dents,” said Curtatone. “The safety hazard we face is not in the distant future, it is a clear and present danger.”  
 
Twenty-eight bridges are now shut down, including the recently closed Long Island Bridge that connects Boston with a 
critical homeless shelter on one of the harbor islands.  The top ten most structurally deficient bridges in the Common-
wealth carry more than one million cars each day.  

 
In addition to the mayors, the “Vote NO on 1” coalition is made up of a broad spectrum of business, community, and 
civic organizations, ranging from the Greater Boston Chamber of Commerce to the Massachusetts AFL-CIO. For more 
information on the coalition, go to www.saferoadsbridges.com  

MAYOR WALSH ENDORSES NO ON 1 CAMPAIGN 
CITING URGENT PUBLIC SAFETY NEED 
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3000 Connec�cut Ave., NW, Suite 208 ● Washington, DC 20008 ● 202.466.6706 ● tripnet.org  
 

For immediate release                              Contact: Rocky Moretti (202) 262-0714 (cell)            
Tuesday, October 21                          Carolyn Bonifas Kelly (703) 801-9212 (cell) 
Report available at: tripnet.org                                             TRIP office (202) 466-6706 
              
DEFICIENT ROADWAYS COST MASSACHUSETTS DRIVERS $8.3 BILLION 
ANNUALLY, AS MUCH AS $1,900 PER DRIVER. COSTS WILL RISE AND 
TRANSPORTATION WOES WILL WORSEN WITHOUT SIGNIFICANT AND 
RELIABLE LEVEL OF FUNDING  
Eds.: The report includes regional pavement condition, bridge condition, congestion and highway 
safety data, and cost breakdowns for Boston, South Coast, Springfield and Worcester.  
 

Boston, MA – Roads and bridges that are deficient, congested or lack desirable safety features 
cost Massachusetts motorists a total of $8.3 billion statewide annually – as much as  $1,900 per 
driver - due to higher vehicle operating costs, traffic crashes and congestion-related delays. Sig-
nificant investment in transportation improvements at the local, state and federal levels could re-
lieve traffic congestion, improve road and bridge conditions, boost safety, and support long-term 
economic growth in Massachusetts, according to a new report released today by TRIP, a Wash-
ington, DC based national transportation organization.  

The TRIP report, “Massachusetts Transportation by the Numbers: Meeting the State’s 
Need for Safe and Efficient Mobility” finds that throughout Massachusetts, approximately one-
fifth of major roads and highways are in poor condition and more than half of Massachusetts’ 
bridges are structurally deficient or functionally obsolete. The state’s major urban roads have high 
levels of congestion, with drivers wasting significant amounts of time and fuel each year. And, 
Massachusetts’ rural non-interstate traffic fatality rate is more than three-and-a-half times higher 
than the fatality rate on all other roads in the state.  

Driving on deficient roads costs each driver as much as $1,913 per year in the form of 
extra vehicle operating costs (VOC) as a result of driving on roads in need of repair, lost time and 
fuel due to congestion-related delays, and the financial cost of traffic crashes. The TRIP report 
calculated the cost to motorists of insufficient roads in Massachusetts’ largest urban areas: Bos-
ton, South Coast, Springfield and Worcester. A breakdown of the costs per motorist in each area 
and a statewide total is below. 

The TRIP report finds 19 percent of Massachusetts’ major roads and highways have pave-
ments in poor condition, while an additional 64 percent of the state’s major roads are rated in me-
diocre or fair condition and the remaining 17 percent are rated in in good condition. Driving on 
deteriorated roads costs the state’s motorists $2.3 billion each year in extra vehicle operating 
costs, including accelerated vehicle depreciation, additional repair costs, and increased fuel con-
sumption and tire wear.  
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deteriorated roads costs the state’s motorists $2.3 billion each year in extra vehicle operating 
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sumption and tire wear.  

A total of 52 percent of Massachusetts’ bridges show significant deterioration or do 
not meet modern design standards.  Nine percent of Massachusetts’ bridges are structurally 
deficient, with significant deterioration to the bridge deck, supports or other major compo-
nents. An additional 43 percent of the state’s bridges are functionally obsolete, which 
means they no longer meet modern design standards, often because of narrow lanes, inade-
quate clearances or poor alignment.   

Traffic congestion is mounting across the state, costing each driver as much as 
$1,147 annually in lost time and wasted fuel, a total of $3.9 billion statewide.  

“Improvements to our infrastructure are an investment in public safety – whether it 
be for drivers, cyclists or pedestrians,” said Mary Maguire, director of public and govern-
ment affairs for AAA Southern New England. 

Traffic crashes in Massachusetts claimed the lives of 1,697 people between 2008 
and 2012. Traffic crashes on Massachusetts’ non-Interstate rural roads are particularly 
deadly, with a fatality rate in 2012 of 2.07 traffic fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of 
travel, more than three-and-a-half times the fatality rate of 0.58 on all other roads and high-
ways in the state.  

The efficiency of Massachusetts’ transportation system, particularly its highways, 
is critical to the health of the state’s economy.  A 2007 analysis by the Federal Highway 
Administration found that every $1 billion invested in highway construction would support 
approximately 27,800 jobs.  

In 2013 the Massachusetts legislature passed the Transportation Finance Act of 
2013 that is projected to raise an estimated $600 million annually.  However, this much-
needed infusion of additional funding falls $400 million short of fully addressing additional 
funding needs – estimated at $1 billion per year over the next 20 years – for Massachusetts’ 
roads, rails, and public transit systems. A report released earlier this year by Transportation 
for Massachusetts found that the 2013 state funding package has been very helpful in 
providing additional funds for the state’s public transit agencies as well as more than 75 
additional road and bridge projects in the state, including the I-91 Viaduct in Springfield.   

 “Improving these conditions in Massachusetts and reducing transportation costs to 
the public will require significant and reliable funding at the state and federal levels,” said 
Will Wilkins, TRIP’s executive director.  

“The TRIP report is a wake-up call to residents in New Bedford and across the 
South Coast that the public safety threat from ignoring our infrastructure is real, and that 
the consequences include spiraling costs and deteriorating roadway conditions,” said Roy 
Nascimento, president & CEO of the New Bedford Area Chamber of Commerce. 
“Particularly for those supporting South Coast Rail, this report underscores the economic 
importance of having a safe and well-maintained transportation infrastructure in our re-
gion.” 

“The TRIP report is a confirmation that without the proper maintenance and fund-
ing, our transportation system will continue to deteriorate, burdening drivers with unneces-
sary costs and increasingly dangerous roadway conditions,” said Tim Brennan, executive 
director of the Pioneer Valley Planning Commission. “It is imperative to heed this report’s 
findings and ensure the safety of every road and bridge throughout the Pioneer Valley and 
Springfield region.”  

  “Today’s report acknowledges the basic reality that congestion and roadway con-
ditions are directly linked to a region’s economic development,” said Josh Ostroff, outreach 
director of Transportation4Massachusetts. “The deterioration of our transit system is not 
merely a question of aesthetics, but a core economic issue severely shortchanging the resi-
dents of Greater Springfield and the Pioneer Valley.”  
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EXCAVATOR MOUNTED SHEET PILE VIBRATORY HAMMER

MILLING

CALL TODAY FOR OUR VIBRATORY HAMMER & MILLING SERVICES

 ALBANESE D&S, INC.            
T: (978) 937-0909  F: (978) 937-9292

Paul R. Scenna: pscenna@albaneseds.com
Andrea Ciano, Jr.: acianojr@albaneseds.com

“Dedicated to improve job performance and quality”
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OCTOBER 22,  2014  

No on Ques�on 1: Keep gas tax �ed to ina�on 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

GAS TAXES pay for bridges, highways, and other transportation projects, and passing ballot Question 1 — 
which would prevent the state gas tax from rising with inflation — would make it harder for the Common-
wealth to keep people and goods moving around. Voters should reject this measure.  
 
Like most states and the federal government, Massachusetts now taxes gasoline by the gallon to pay for road-
way construction, repair, and maintenance. The gas tax also helps pay for public transportation — without 
which traffic congestion would be unimaginably worse. The state Legislature voted to increase the levy last 
year from 21 cents to 24 cents, the first increase in decades, and added a provision that will automatically raise 
the rate to keep pace with inflation. That’s the section that Question 1 targets. If passed, the referendum would 
end the automatic increases, meaning the amount of gas tax collected from each gallon would steadily lose its 
buying power. 

Proponents of the ballot question say they aren’t against gas taxes, but instead have what is basically a philo-
sophical objection to indexing the gas tax, or any other tax, to inflation. Each of the automatic increases, they 
argue, represents a separate tax hike — a form of taxation without representation, because the Legislature 
won’t vote each time.  

An aerial view of the Mass. Pike. The Beacon Park Yard in Allston can be seen to the left. 
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But this argument is disingenuous. Characterizing the increases as a hike ignores how inflation affects buying 
power. Raising the cents-per-gallon tax in sync with inflation ensures that the pinch will feel the same as time 
goes on, not that it’ll go up. Other familiar forms of taxation, like income, sales, and property taxes, also rise 
naturally over time, because they’re assessed as a percentage of a dollar figure that goes up as incomes rise and 
goods and property become more expensive. An elected Legislature passed the law, and nothing in the law 
prevents future Legislatures from changing, reducing, or eliminating it.  

Not every change to the tax system needs to pass a legislative vote. The federal standard deduction, for in-
stance, changes every year, without a vote of Congress, and nobody seriously considers that an affront to de-
mocracy.  

The most credible argument against the gas tax is one that the supporters of Question 1 don’t really make: The 
gas tax isn’t an adequate long-term response to the state’s transportation needs, and the state needs a longer-
term plan to shift to a new model. When the gas tax went into law, gas purchased was a rough proxy for miles 
driven, so that people who used the roads more paid more for their upkeep. But fuel efficiency has been rising. 
Electric cars, which pay no gas tax at all, are quickly becoming a reality. Over the long term, states and the 
federal government must update the transportation funding system to restore a linkage between what drivers 
pay and the wear and tear they put on highways — for instance, through a vehicle-miles traveled tax, or more 
extensive tolling. Until then, though, hobbling the existing gas tax would do nothing but damage the state’s 
economy. 
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State’s rough roads cost drivers $8.3B
Study’s timing coincides with ballot question on gas tax repeal

BRIDGE WORK: Construction on the John Greenleaf 
Whittier Bridge connecting Amesbury and Newburyport over 
the Merrimack River on I-95 continues last night.

By Matt Stout

The Bay State’s dilapidated network of highways and 
bridges is draining Massachusetts drivers of a 
whopping $8.3 billion annually thanks to its shoddy 
roads and drive-time gridlock, according to a new 
study that is adding fuel to the gas tax debate ahead of 
an Election Day ballot question.

The 21-page report released yesterday by TRIP, a 
Washington, D.C.-based research outfit, says nearly 
one-fifth of the state’s major roadways are in poor 
condition, helping cost drivers more in repairs, 
accident-related expenses and fuel-chugging traffic 
delays each year.

“This should be a light on the dashboard: ‘If you don’t 
fix me now, it could cost four or five times more in the 
future,’” said Rocky Moretti, TRIP’s director of policy 
and research who crisscrossed the state yesterday in a 
series of events in Boston, Springfield and New 
Bedford to roll out the study’s findings.

“I’m having our findings confirmed firsthand,” he said 
of traveling the state’s highways. “As you have an 
older system and it’s heavily traveled, you have to 
invest adequately.”

Moretti said TRIP timed the release of the study two 
weeks before the election to help “educate” voters 
ahead of Nov. 4, when they’ll weigh a ballot question 

asking residents to repeal the 2013 law that ties 
automatic gas tax hikes to inflation.

Activists and Republican officials, who say lawmakers 
should vote to raise taxes instead of relying on an 
automatic hike, are pushing Question 1 against a 
coalition of transportation and business groups, who 
argue the measure will help fund long-planned 
transportation projects.

Moretti said the group hasn’t taken a stance on the 
ballot question, but repeal opponents were invited to its 
various press conferences, where they jumped on the 
study to back up their battle cry to keep the tax in 
place. TRIP also counts among its past donors the 
Construction Industries of Massachusetts, which gave 
money to the nonprofit in 2008 and has endorsed the
question’s opponents.

“We all have a lot at stake in the future of 
Massachusetts in defeating the question,” said Michael 
Widmer, president of the Massachusetts Taxpayers 
Foundation, which argues that tying the tax to inflation 
will cost each driver roughly $5 more per year. “There 
are public safety issues, economic issues, convenience 
issues. Maintaining roads and bridges is not a luxury.”

State Rep. Geoff Diehl, a Whitman Republican who is 
among the repeal’s most vocal proponents, said the 
state should be “embarrassed people aren’t getting 
their money’s worth” in road repairs and maintenance.

He also pointed to a study last month by the Los 
Angeles-based Reason Foundation that found that 
Massachusetts is spending as much as four times the 
national average to repair its roadways, but the state’s 
highway system ranks near the bottom of the list 
nationally.

“We’re not debating that infrastructure is an issue,” 
Diehl said. “But I can tell you that as far as consumers 
who have to drive from here on out, they’ll have a gas 
tax that will go up automatically without a vote 
forever.”
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One-fifth of Mass. major roads deficient
The Lowell Sun

By Andy Metzger 

STATE HOUSE NEWS SERVICE 

BOSTON -- One-fifth of major 
Massachusetts roads and highways are 
deficient and the combined gridlock, safety 
hazards and poor road conditions add up to 
$8.3 billion in additional costs to motorists, 
according to a report released Tuesday. 

The costs stem from vehicle depreciation 
and repair costs, increased tire wear 
associated with poor pavement conditions, 
the financial cost of traffic accidents, and the 
cost of time spent in traffic and fuel wasted 
during tie-ups, according to the report by the 
Washington, D.C.-based TRIP research 
company. 

The report arrives two weeks before election 
day when activists seeking to limit increases 
on the 24-cent-per-gallon gasoline tax are 
mobilizing to pass a ballot referendum that is 
opposed by major construction firms and
business interests. Question 1 would repeal 
a 2013 law that links future gas tax increases 
to inflation, which was part of a larger tax law 
aimed at funding transportation repairs and 
improvements. 

Tank the Gas Tax argues that lawmakers 
should be required to vote before any 
increase in the gas tax. Between state and 
federal taxes and fees, consumers pay the 
government $6.73 for 15 gallons of gas, 
according to the campaign. Opponents of the 
repeal effort say that before a 3 cent-per-
gallon increase last year, the gas tax hadn't 
been increased in more than two decades. 

TRIP Director of Policy and Research Rocky 
Moretti said the group, which is funded by 
insurance companies, labor unions and 
transportation businesses, does not have a 

position on the Question 1, but was aware of 
it and wanted to educate the public.

"We believe that when people have 
information on their transportation system 
they're in better position to decide how they 
wish to proceed," said Moretti, who said it is 
an "organizational policy" not to take a 
stance. 

Massachusetts Taxpayers Foundation 
President Michael Widmer and AAA 
Southern New England Director of Public 
and Legislative Affairs Mary Maguire, who 
are both vocal opponents of Question 1, 
spoke at TRIP's press conference held in a
Beacon Hill office building. 

Widmer said indexing is a "standard form of 
tax policy so that we don't see our revenues 
depleted," and Maguire said the current 
condition of Bay State roads is unsafe. 

"It threatens the safety of all of those who 
use our roads and bridges," said Maguire, 
who said U.S. Sen. Chris Murphy (D - Conn.) 
has proposed raising the federal gas tax. 

Holly Robichaud, a Boston Herald columnist 
and political consultant who works with the 
ballot question initiative, said the state 
should be "embarrassed" by the reported 
$8.3 billion cost to consumers. 

"Why would we want to pay them any more 
money when we're paying premium prices 
for crappy roads?" Robichaud asked the 
News Service. She said the report reflects 
on bad management and said the ballot 
question is "about making the Legislature 
accountable." 

The TRIP report registers a variety of costs 
associated with the current state of road 
conditions, including accidents, vehicle 
maintenance and time spent sitting in traffic. 

The average Boston-area driver loses 53 
hours each year to traffic. Worcester drivers 
lose 33 hours per year, Springfield motorists 
lose 28 hours and South Coast drivers lose 
22 hours annually. 

Between 2008 and 2012, 1,697 people were 
killed in crashes, an average of 339 per year. 
The rate of fatalities on rural roads was 3.5 
times greater per mile traveled than other 
roads and highways, according to the report, 

which found wider roads, medians, improved 
lighting and other upgrades can improve 
safety. Based on other research, TRIP 
estimated roadway features were a 
"contributing factor" in about one-third of the 
fatal accidents. 

"We want people to be in as forgiving an 
environment as possible," said Moretti. 

Accidents cost South Coast drivers an 
average $754 annually, cost Springfield 
drivers an average of $553, Worcester 
drivers $515 and Boston drivers $298, 
according to Moretti, who said the study was 
"just looking at economic costs." 

The report credits the Legislature with 
adding $600 million in annual transportation 
spending through the 2013 law that upped 
tobacco taxes and raised the gas tax 3 cents 
while linking it to inflation. TRIP also argues 
that the funding increase falls $400 million 
short of the $1 billion annual shortfall 
identified in transportation spending. 

TRIP found that bad road conditions 
contributed to more vehicle repairs, faster 
depreciation and more gas consumption, 
which added up to $2.3 million in increased 
operating costs caused by the roads. 

The report found 19 percent of the state's 
major roads and highways are rated in poor 
condition for their pavement, and 64 percent 
are in mediocre or fair condition. In 
Worcester, 21 percent of the major roads 
were rated in poor condition compared to 
only 2 percent on South Coast. Of the four 
regions surveyed, Worcester also had the 
highest percentage of major roads deemed 
in good condition, at 13 percent. 

The Bay State's population increased 10 
percent between 1990 and 2012, when the 
state reached a population of 6.6 million, and 
over that same span of time the amount of 
vehicle-miles traveled increased by 21 
percent, landing at 55.9 billion miles in 2012, 
according to TRIP. The state's gross 
domestic product increased an inflation-
adjusted 45 percent over that same roughly 
two-decade period. Two years ago there 
were 4.7 million licensed drivers in 
Massachusetts, according to TRIP.
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Report says state roads, traffic cost motorists $8.3B a year
Accidents are costing SouthCoast drivers an average $754 annually
By Andy Metzger
State House News Service 
BOSTON — One-fifth of major Massachusetts 
roads and highways are deficient and the 
combined gridlock, safety hazards and poor 
road conditions add up to $8.3 billion in 
additional costs to motorists, according to a 
report released Tuesday.
The costs stem from vehicle depreciation and 
repair costs, increased tire wear associated 
with poor pavement conditions, the financial 
cost of traffic accidents, and the cost of time 
spent in traffic and fuel wasted during tie-ups, 
according to the report by the Washington, 
D.C.-based TRIP research company.
The report arrives two weeks before election 
day when activists seeking to limit increases 
on the 24 cents-per-gallon gasoline tax are 
mobilizing to pass a ballot referendum that is 
opposed by major construction firms and 
business interests. Question 1 would repeal a 
2013 law that links future gas tax increases to 
inflation, which was part of a larger tax law 
aimed at funding transportation repairs and 
improvements.
Tank the Gas Tax argues that lawmakers 
should be required to vote before any 
increase in the gas tax. Between state and 
federal taxes and fees, consumers pay the 
government $6.73 for 15 gallons of gas, 
according to the campaign. Opponents of the 
repeal effort say that before a 3 cent-per-
gallon increase last year, the gas tax hadn’t 
been increased in more than two decades.
TRIP Director of Policy and Research Rocky 
Moretti said the group, which is funded by 
insurance companies, labor unions and 
transportation businesses, does not have a 
position on the Question 1, but was aware of it 
and wanted to educate the public.
“We believe that when people have 
information on their transportation system 
they’re in better position to decide how they 
wish to proceed,” said Moretti, who said it is 
an “organizational policy” not to take a stance.
Massachusetts Taxpayers Foundation 
President Michael Widmer and AAA Southern 
New England Director of Public and 
Legislative Affairs Mary Maguire, who are 
both vocal opponents of Question 1, spoke at 
TRIP’s press conference held in a Beacon Hill 
office building.
Widmer said indexing is a “standard form of 
tax policy so that we don’t see our revenues 
depleted,” and Maguire said the current 
condition of Bay State roads is unsafe.

“It threatens the safety of all of those who use 
our roads and bridges,” said Maguire, who 
said U.S. Sen. Chris Murphy, D-Conn., has 
proposed raising the federal gas tax.
Holly Robichaud, a Boston Herald columnist 
and political consultant who works with the 
ballot question initiative, said the state should 
be “embarrassed” by the reported $8.3 billion 
cost to consumers.
“Why would we want to pay them any more 
money when we’re paying premium prices for 
crappy roads?” Robichaud asked the News 
Service. She said the report reflects on bad 
management and said the ballot question is 
“about making the Legislature accountable.”
The TRIP report registers a variety of costs 
associated with the current state of road 
conditions, including accidents, vehicle 
maintenance and time spent sitting in traffic.
The average Boston-area driver loses 53 
hours each year to traffic. Worcester drivers 
lose 33 hours per year, Springfield motorists 
lose 28 hours and South Coast drivers lose 22 
hours annually.
Between 2008 and 2012, 1,697 people were 
killed in crashes, an average of 339 per year. 
The rate of fatalities on rural roads was 3.5 
times greater per mile traveled than other 
roads and highways, according to the report, 
which found wider roads, medians, improved 
lighting and other upgrades can improve 
safety. Based on other research, TRIP 
estimated roadway features were a 
“contributing factor” in about one-third of the 
fatal accidents.
“We want people to be in as forgiving an 
environment as possible,” said Moretti.
Accidents cost SouthCoast drivers an average 
$754 annually, cost Springfield drivers an 
average of $553, Worcester drivers $515 and 
Boston drivers $298, according to Moretti, 
who said the study was “just looking at 
economic costs.”
The report credits the Legislature with adding 
$600 million in annual transportation spending 
through the 2013 law that upped tobacco 
taxes and raised the gas tax 3 cents while 
linking it to inflation. TRIP also argues that the 
funding increase falls $400 million short of the 
$1 billion annual shortfall identified in 
transportation spending.
TRIP found that bad road conditions 
contributed to more vehicle repairs, faster 
depreciation and more gas consumption, 
which added up to $2.3 million in increased 
operating costs caused by the roads.

The report found 19 percent of the state’s 
major roads and highways are rated in poor 
condition for their pavement, and 64 percent 
are in mediocre or fair condition. In Worcester, 
21 percent of the major roads were rated in 
poor condition compared to only 2 percent on 
South Coast. Of the four regions surveyed, 
Worcester also had the highest percentage of 
major roads deemed in good condition, at 13 
percent.
The Bay State’s population increased 10 
percent between 1990 and 2012, when the 
state reached a population of 6.6 million, and 
over that same span of time the amount of 
vehicle-miles traveled increased by 21 
percent, landing at 55.9 billion miles in 2012, 
according to TRIP. The state’s gross domestic 
product increased an inflation-adjusted 45 
percent over that same roughly two-decade 
period. Two years ago there were 4.7 million 
licensed drivers in Massachusetts, according 
to TRIP.
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PRICE TO PAVE
Maintenance, repairs costing SouthCoast motorists
By Jon Carvalho
The Standard-Times
Driving on SouthCoast roads costs an 
average of $1,608 a year in maintenance, 
fuel costs and accident repair, according 
to research from a transportation group.

TRIP, a research organization based in 
Washington, D.C., released a report 
Tuesday on transportation across 
Massachusetts, saying SouthCoast is the 
cheapest in the state for motorists in 
some categories, but the most expensive 
in another — safety.

“Per capita, this region has a very high 
rate of motor vehicle accidents,” said 
Rocky Moretti, director of policy and 
research for TRIP, during a stop at the 
New Bedford Area Chamber of 
Commerce Tuesday. “It’s beyond our 
report to say why, but this area has a 
very high traffic fatality rate.”
The area got better marks in vehicle 
operating or maintenance costs and 
congestion, though: SouthCoast 
motorists spend $429 a year on average 
in maintenance due to poor road 
conditions, compared to $541 in the 
Worcester area and $514 in greater 
Springfield.
SouthCoast drivers pay $425 in 
congestion costs, such as fuel after being 
stuck in traffic, considerably less than 
$1,147 in Greater Boston and $677 in 
Worcester.

Safety issues cost SouthCoast car 
owners $754 a year, more than any other 
area of Massachusetts.
Stephen Smith, executive director of the 
Southeastern Regional Planning and 
Economic Development District, said the 
safety costs are due to high-risk areas, 
which SRPEDD documents in its annual 
list of the 100 most dangerous 
SouthCoast intersections. He cited the 
intersection of Ashley Boulevard and 
Wood Street in New Bedford as an 
example. In 2002, Smith said, the corner 
was listed as 19th most dangerous in the 
region. After improvements, it didn’t even 
make the top 100 list by 2010.
The report is another example why 
infrastructure funding is crucial, Smith 
said, supporting Question 1 on the state 
ballot in November. That question asks 
voters whether they would repeal the 
automatic gas tax increase tied to 
inflation, which he said would take 
needed funding away from transportation 
in Massachusetts.
Roy Nascimento, president and CEO of 
the New Bedford Area Chamber of 
Commerce, which hosted Moretti, 
said “There’s no region of the state that 
needs funding more than this one.” He 
listed SouthCoast Rail as well as the port 
and airport as needing money.
According to the report, just 2 percent of 
SouthCoast roads are in “poor” condition, 
with 86 percent in “mediocre” condition —
the lowest percentage of poorly-
maintained roads in the state. Eleven 
percent of the bridges in SouthCoast are 
structurally deficient, the report said, 
including Dartmouth's Padanaram Bridge, 
the New Bedford-Fairhaven Bridge and 
several I-195 overpasses in New 
Bedford.

MassDOT said improvement to the I-195
bridges in New Bedford started this 
month as part of a two-year project. New 
Bedford Mayor Jon Mitchell has called for 
replacement of the century-old New 
Bedford-Fairhaven Bridge to make way 
for development of the northern section 
of the harbor. In Dartmouth, Department 
of Public Works Director David Hickox 
said the Padanaram Bridge and its 
adjoining causeway are slated to have 
significant repairs and reconstruction 
starting with advertising for the bids in 
September 2015.
Follow Jonathan Carvalho on Twitter 
@JonCarvalhoSCT.
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SPRINGFIELD 

Report: Bay State roads a wreck
Poor condition of highways add up to $8.3 billion 

 in additional costs
BY CAROLYN ROBBINS
crobbins@repub.com
One-fifth of state roads and highways are poorly 
maintained and congested, costing Bay State 
motorists an additional $8.5 billion a year, 
according to a new report released by a 
Washington-D.C. based research group 
Tuesday.
The report was released with just two weeks to 
go before Election Day when Massachusetts 
voters decide whether to limit increases on the 
24-cent-per-gallon gasoline tax earmarked for 
infrastructure improvements
The report, which did a state-by-state and 
regional analysis, estimated that the average 
Springfield driver loses more than $1,600 each 
year as a result of driving on congested, 
deteriorated and poorly maintained roads.
During a press conference outside a garage on 
East Columbus Avenue, Rocky Moretti, director 
of policy for the Washington-based TRIP
research company, said the group doesn’t take 
positions on referendum questions. 
Moretti met earlier in the day with the Boston 
media to outline findings in the report. 
Question 1 on the Nov. 4 election ballot calls for 
the repeal of a 2013 law that links future gas tax 
increases to inflation, which was part of a larger 
law aimed at funding transportation repairs and 
improvements.
Joining Moretti in Boston, Massachusetts 
Taxpayers Foundation President Michael 
Widmer and AAA Southern New England 
director of public and legislative affairs Mary 
Maguire, are both vocal opponents of Question 
1, said the report calls attention to a serious 
problem.
Widmer told State House News Service that 
indexing is a “standard form of tax policy “so that 
we don’t see our revenues depleted” and 
Maguire said the current condition of Bay State 
roads is unsafe.
In Springfield, Moretti said the group, which is 
funded by insurance companies, labor unions 
and transportation businesses, 
#8220;#8217;doesn't take positions on ballot 
questions. "It's up to the voters to decide what 
level of investment in infrastructure they think is 
appropriate,” he said, adding that the research 
firm looks to provide information when it’s timely.
"Our job is to make information available about 
the sufficiency of the nation's transportation 
network," Moretti said.

Moretti was joined by Timothy Brennan, 
executive director of the Pioneer Valley Planning 
Commission, and Josh Ostroff, outreach director 
for Transportation4Massachusetts, an alliance of 
elected, business and civic leaders from 
communities across the country to ensure that 
states and the federal government step up to 
invest in smart, homegrown, locally-driven 
transportation solutions.
Moretti said the aging transportation and public 
transit networks in the Northeast are in worse 
shape than in many other states.
Brennan said the state's 2013 Transportation 
Finance Act of 2013 provided an additional $600 
million annually for improvements to the state's 
roads, bridges and transit system. The allocation 
presumes gas tax indexing will continue, he said. 
But if voters decide against indexing the gas tax 
to inflation, that appropriation would take $100 
million hit.
The TRIP report says the $600 million allocated 
by the state is "$400 million short of the 
estimated $1 billion in additional investment 
needed over the next decade" to address the 
commonwealth's infrastructure inadequacy.
The report says the state of Massachusetts must 
boost funding to improve its system of roads, 
highways and bridges to "foster economic 
growth and keep business in the state and to 
ensure safe, reliable mobility and quality of life 
for all residents."
Additional federal funds are also critical to 
improve and modernize the states' transportation 
system, the report said.
Brennan said the "Pioneer Valley is a region of 
bridges" that are in desperate need of repair and 
maintenance.
Ostroff said attention gets focused on
infrastructures at election time, "but people pay 
the cost of bad roads and bridges all year round.
“Ostroff said his organization's role is to provide 
information on how to promote a well-maintained 
and sufficient transportation system,” he said, 
adding that the the public expects "a fire truck to 
be able to get across a bridge to fight a fire."
The report outlined inadequate transportation 
costs including the following:

• An inadequate transportation system costs 
Massachusetts residents a total of $8.3 
billion every year in the form of additional 
vehicle operating costs, congestion-related 
delays and traffic crashes.

• A lack of adequate state and local funding 
has resulted in one-fifth of major roads and 

highways in Massachusetts having 
pavement surfaces in poor condition, 
providing a rough ride and costing motorist in 
the form of additional vehicle operating 
costs.

• More than half of locally and state-
maintained bridges in Massachusetts show 
significant deterioration or do not meet 
current design standards – often because of 
narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor 
alignment. This includes all bridges that are 
20 feet or more in length.

• Improving safety features on Massachusetts' 
roads and highways would likely result in a 
decrease in the state's traffic fatalities and 
serious crashes. It is estimated that roadway 
features are likely a contributing factor in 
approximately one-third of all fatal and 
serious traffic crashes.

• The efficiency of Massachusetts' 
transportation system, particularly its 
highways, is critical to the health of the 
state's economy. Businesses are 
increasingly reliant on an efficient and 
dependable transportation system to move 
products and services.

MA Transportation by the Numbers TRIP Report 
Oct 2014
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SOUTHCOAST

Report: SouthCoast roads cost drivers $1,600 a year on average
According to a national transportation research group, road conditions in the region mean 
hefty repair bills for local drivers 

JOHN SLADEWSKI/THE STANDARD-TIMES
This series of patched potholes and indentations in 
Purchase Street act like a series of small speed 
bumps that wreak havoc on the suspension and 
wheel alignment of automobiles.

By Jonathan Carvalho
jcarvalho@s-t.com 
Driving on SouthCoast roads costs an 
average of $1,608 a year in 
maintenance, fuel costs and accident 
repair, according to research from a 
transportation group.

TRIP, a research organization based 
in Washington, D.C., released a 
report Tuesday on transportation 
across Massachusetts, 
saying SouthCoast is the cheapest in 
the state for motorists in some 
categories, but the most expensive in 
another — safety.
“Per capita, this region has a very 
high rate of motor vehicle accidents,” 
said Rocky Moretti, director of policy 
and research for TRIP, during a stop 
at the New Bedford Area Chamber of 
Commerce Tuesday. “It’s beyond our 
report to say why, but this area has a 
very high traffic fatality rate.”

The area got better marks in vehicle 
operating or maintenance costs and 
congestion, though: SouthCoast 
motorists spend $429 a year on 
average in maintenance due to poor 
road conditions, compared to $541 in 
the Worcester area and $514 in 
greater Springfield.
SouthCoast drivers pay $425 in 
congestion costs, such as fuel after 
being stuck in traffic, considerably 
less than $1,147 in Greater Boston 
and $677 in Worcester.
Safety issues cost SouthCoast car 
owners $754 a year, more than any 
other area of Massachusetts.
Stephen Smith, executive director of 
the Southeastern Regional Planning 
and Economic Development District, 
said the safety costs are due to high-
risk areas, which SRPEDD 
documents in its annual list of the 100 
most dangerous SouthCoast 
intersections. He cited the 
intersection of Ashley Boulevard and 
Wood Street in New Bedford as an 
example. In 2002, Smith said, the 
corner was listed as 19th most 
dangerous in the region. After 
improvements, it didn’t even make 
the top 100 list by 2010.
The report is another example why 
infrastructure funding is crucial, Smith 
said, supporting Question 1 on the 
state ballot in November. That 
question asks voters whether they 
would repeal the automatic gas tax 
increase tied to inflation, which he 
said would take needed funding away 
from transportation in Massachusetts.

Roy Nascimento, president and CEO 
of the New Bedford Area Chamber of 
Commerce, which hosted Moretti, 
said “There’s no region of the state 
that needs funding more than this 
one.” He listed SouthCoast Rail as 
well as the port and airport as 
needing money.
According to the report, just 2 percent
of SouthCoast roads are in “poor” 
condition, with 86 percent in 
“mediocre” condition — the lowest 
percentage of poorly-maintained 
roads in the state. Eleven percent of 
the bridges in SouthCoast are 
structurally deficient, the report said, 
including Dartmouth's Padanaram 
Bridge, the New Bedford-Fairhaven 
Bridge and several I-195 overpasses 
in New Bedford.
MassDOT said improvement to the I-
195 bridges in New Bedford started 
this month as part of a two-year 
project. New Bedford Mayor Jon 
Mitchell has called for replacement of 
the century-old New Bedford-
Fairhaven Bridge to make way for 
development of the northern section 
of the harbor. In Dartmouth, 
Department of Public Works Director 
David Hickox said the Padanaram 
Bridge and its adjoining causeway 
are slated to have significant repairs 
and reconstruction starting with 
advertising for the bids in September 
2015.
Follow Jonathan Carvalho on Twitter 
@JonCarvalhoSCT.
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Wednesday, October 21, 2014

Report: Bad roads cost South Coast drivers 
$1,600 a year
By Darren Soens

Route 79 construction project in Fall River 

NEW BEDFORD, Mass. (WPRI) — A report released Tuesday claims deficient roads and 
bridges in the South Coast region of Massachusetts are costing each driver more than $1,600 
each year.

The study by the non-profit group TRIP found that about one-fifth of major roads and highways 
in Massachusetts are in poor condition and more than half of the state’s bridges are structurally 
deficient or functionally obsolete.

According to the TRIP report “Massachusetts Transportation by the Numbers,” two percent of 
major roads in the greater New Bedford area were rated in poor condition, and another 86 
percent are in mediocre condition.

The report estimates that driving on deficient roads costs the average South Coast driver $429 
annually in extra vehicle operating costs, plus another $425 a year in lost time and fuel from 
traffic congestion, and $754 annually in traffic crash costs, totaling $1,608 a year.

TRIP estimates that bad roads cost Massachusetts motorists a total of $8.3 billion each year, 
statewide.

• Click here to read the full TRIP report: “Massachusetts Transportation by the Numbers”
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Pioneer Valley road conditions are hurting your wallets

Average driver in Springfield loses over $1,600 a year
By Juliana Mazza

SPRINGFIELD, Mass. (WWLP) – The 
national research group “TRIP” found 
87% of major Springfield area roads are in 
either poor or mediocre condition.

22News spoke with Rocky Moretti, one of 
the analysts who did this research. Moretti 
said there are a lot of problems that need 
to be fixed, especially in terms of safety. 
“You have a lot if congestion because 
your highway system can’t provide 
adequate mobility and you also in many 

cases doesn’t have traffic safety features that we like to see to keep people safe.”

The group came up with a startling statistic; the average Springfield-area driver spends more 
than $1,600 a year in extra costs because of poor road conditions.

Residents are concerned over the safety. George Vellen of West Springfield said, “You could 
lose control, you could crash into a building, crash into a guardrail, crash into pretty much 
anything.”

Road repairs are funded by the taxes you pay on gas. That’s why the group “Transportation for 
Massachusetts” told 22News this up coming election will play a big role in when and if the 
rough roads get fixed.

According to Josh Ostroff of Transportation for Massachusetts, “If the voters reject proposition, 
Question 1 on election day that’ll add up to a $5 a year per driver, but that adds up to a lot of 
roads and bridges we’ll be able to repair.”

So come election time, if you vote yes on ballot Question 1, you are voting to repeal the states 
automatic gas tax. Even though that could save you money at the pumps, it could mean less 
money for the state, and less money to fix our roads.

Elections Day is on November 4th. Click Here for more information on Question 1.
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October 21. 2014 

Editorial: Vote no on gas tax repeal 

The gas tax is far from perfect. It’s regressive, putting a heavier burden on the working poor, who tend to face 
longer commutes in older, less fuel-efficient cars. As cars get better mileage, an energy policy goal, the reve-
nue take from the gas tax shrinks. 

Another problem: Because it’s figured in terms of cents per gallon, the gas tax doesn’t rise with inflation. Leg-
islators’ reluctance to raise taxes kept the gas tax flat for 20 years before it was raised in 2013, losing more 
than 40 percent of its purchasing power in the process. When the Legislature finally tackled that the state’s 
transportation finance crisis last year, it raised the gas tax by three cents, and provided for the tax to be raised 
each year with the Consumer Price Index. Question 1 on the November ballot would repeal the indexing provi-
sion. 

The gas tax revenue the new law delivered is sorely needed. A study commissioned by the Legislature con-
cluded in 2007 that the state needed $20 billion in additional revenue over 20 years to catch up with transporta-
tion maintenance. The state currently has 487 bridges rated structurally deficient. City and town officials are 
pleading for more state help repairing crumbling roads. Every driver feels the sting of potholes, the frustration 
of jammed highways. Those reliant on mass transit know too well how old some of the rail cars are, and how 
poorly ancient rails respond to extreme weather conditions. 

Moreover, economic development requires the state be able to improve its transportation system, adding ca-
pacity and eliminating bottlenecks, not just maintain the roads, rails and bridges it has. 

Indexing the gas tax is a small price to pay to meet these needs. At the current rate of inflation, the tax would 
go up a half-cent in January, costing the typical motorist around $5 over the course of the year. Meanwhile, 
gas prices are plunging. They fell 14 cents in the two weeks after the three-cent increase took effect. They have 
fallen 49 cents in the last four months. That takes the sting out of a half-cent tax hike. 

The gas tax isn’t perfect, but it makes sense to tax those who use the transportation system to help pay to main-
tain it. The Legislature probably should have raised the tax by 10 or 15 cents instead of the paltry three cents; 
the gap between projected revenues and the state’s transportation needs is still large. Future legislatures can 
increase or reduce the gas tax if they wish, but it makes no sense to make that gap even larger by repealing the 
indexing provision. 

If Question 1 is approved, the state will lose an estimated $1 billion over 10 years. That money, pledged to 
transportation by Article 78 of the state Constitution, is needed to keep Massachusetts rolling. We recommend 
a NO vote on Question 1. 
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Founded	in	1971,	TRIP	®	of	Washington,	��,	is	a	nonpro�it	organization	that	researches,	evaluates	and	distrib‐
utes	economic	and	technical	data	on	surface	transportation	issues.		TRIP	is	sponsored	by	insurance	companies,	
equipment	manufacturers,	distributors	and	suppliers;	businesses	involved	in	highway	and	transit	engineering	
and	construction;	labor	unions;	and	organizations	concerned	with	ef�icient	and	safe	surface	transportation.	
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Ten Key Transportation Numbers in Massachusetts  

  
$8.3 billion 

Driving on deficient roads costs Massachusetts motorists a total of 
$8.3 billion annually in the form of additional vehicle operating 
costs (VOC), congestion-related delays and traffic crashes. 

$1,913 
$1,608 
$1,642 
$1,733 

  

TRIP has calculated the cost to the average motorist in Massachu-
setts’ largest urban areas in the form of additional VOC, congestion
-related delays and traffic crashes. The average Boston driver loses 
$1,913 each year; each South Coast area motorist loses $1,608 an-
nually; each Springfield motorist loses $1,642 annually; and each 
Worcester driver loses $1,733. 

339 
1,697 

On average 339 people were killed annually in Massachusetts traf-
fic crashes from 2008 to 2012, a total of 1,697 fatalities over the 
five year period. 

  
3.5X 

The fatality rate on Massachusetts’ non-interstate rural roads is 
more than three and a half times higher than that on all other roads 
in the state (2.07 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of travel 
vs. 0.58). 

$212 billion 
$196 billion 

Annually, $212 billion in goods are shipped from sites in Massa-
chusetts and another $196 billion in goods are shipped to sites in 
Massachusetts, mostly by truck. 

  
52 % 

A total of 52 percent of Massachusetts bridges are in need of re-
pair, improvement or replacement. Nine percent of the state’s 
bridges are structurally deficient and 43 percent are functionally 
obsolete. 

53 hours 
22 hours 
28 hours 
33 hours 

  

The average driver in the Boston urban area loses 53 hours each 
year as a result of traffic congestion; each South Coast area driver 
loses 22 hours annually; each Springfield area driver loses 28 hours 
annually; and each Worcester area motorist loses 33 hours each 
year. 

  
$1 billion= 
27,800 jobs 

An analysis by the Federal Highway Administration found that 
every $1 billion invested in highway construction would support 
approximately 27,800 jobs. 

  
$400 million 

  

Last year the Massachusetts legislature approved the Transporta-
tion Finance Act of 2013 which provides an additional $600 mil-
lion annually for improvements to the state’s roads, bridges, rails 
and public transit systems, which still falls $400 million short of 
the $1 billion needed annually in additional state transportation 
funding. 

  
  

$1.00 = $5.20 

The Federal Highway Administration estimates that each dollar 
spent on road, highway and bridge improvements results in an av-
erage benefit of $5.20 in the form of reduced vehicle maintenance 
costs, reduced delays, reduced fuel consumption, improved safety, 
reduced road and bridge maintenance costs, and reduced emissions 
as a result of improved traffic flow. 
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Executive Summary 
   

  Massachusetts’ extensive system of roads, bridges, highways and public transit provides the state’s residents, 
visitors and businesses with a high level of mobility. This transportation system, which also includes pedestrian and bi-
cycle facilities, forms the backbone that supports the state’s economy. Massachusetts’ surface transportation system ena-
bles the state’s residents and visitors to travel to work and school, visit family and friends, and frequent tourist and recre-
ation attractions while providing its businesses with reliable access to customers, materials, suppliers and employees. 
 
 As Massachusetts looks to retain its businesses, maintain its level of economic competitiveness and achieve fur-
ther economic growth, the state will need to maintain and modernize its roads, highways and bridges by improving the 
physical condition of its transportation network and enhancing the system’s ability to provide efficient and reliable mo-
bility for motorists and businesses.  Making needed improvements to Massachusetts’ roads, highways and bridges could 
also provide a significant boost to the state’s economy by creating jobs in the short term and stimulating long term eco-
nomic growth as a result of enhanced mobility and access.  
 

Massachusetts must improve its system of roads, highways and bridges to foster economic growth and keep 
businesses in the state. In addition to economic growth, transportation improvements are needed to ensure safe, reliable 
mobility and quality of life for all residents.  Meeting Massachusetts’ need to modernize and maintain its system of 
roads, highways and bridges will require a significant boost in local, state and federal funding.  

  
Last year the Massachusetts legislature approved the Transportation Finance Act of 2013 which is anticipated to 

provide an additional $600 million annually for improvements to the state’s roads, bridges, rails and public transit sys-
tems.  This infusion of additional funding has allowed the Bay State to move forward with numerous projects for im-
provements to the state’s roads, highways, bridges, rail lines and public transit systems, but falls $400 million short of 
the estimated $1 billion in additional annual transportation investment needed in the state.   

 
The federal government is another critical source of funding for Massachusetts’ surface transportation system.  

Congress recently approved an eight-month extension of the federal surface transportation program, MAP-21 (Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act), which provides the state with road, highway, bridge and transit funding 
through May 31, 2015.  

 
Meeting Massachusetts’ need to further improve and modernize its system of roads, rails and public transit will 

for require that the recent state funding boost is maintained and that a long-term, reliably funded, federal surface trans-
portation program is approved.   

 

An inadequate transportation system costs Massachusetts residents a total of $8.3 billion every year in 
the form of additional vehicle operating costs (VOC), congestion-related delays and traffic crashes.  

 TRIP estimates that Massachusetts roadways that lack some desirable safety features, have inadequate capacity to 
meet travel demands or have poor pavement conditions cost the state’s residents approximately $8.3 billion annually 
in the form of additional vehicle operating costs (including accelerated vehicle depreciation, additional repair costs, 
and increased fuel consumption and tire wear), the cost of lost time and wasted fuel due to traffic congestion, and the 
financial cost of traffic crashes.  

 TRIP has calculated the average cost to drivers in the state’s largest urban areas as a result of driving on roads that 
are deteriorated, congested and lacking some desirable safety features. The chart below details the costs to drivers in 
the Boston, Springfield and Worcester urban areas. 
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Population and economic growth in Massachusetts have resulted in increased demands on the state’s 
major roads and highways, leading to increased wear and tear of the transportation system.   

 Massachusetts’ population reached approximately 6.6 million residents in 2012, a ten percent increase since 1990. 
Massachusetts had 4,733,936 licensed drivers in 2012. 

 
 Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in Massachusetts increased by 21 percent from 1990 to 2012 – from 46.1 billion VMT 

in 1990 to 55.9 billion VMT in 2012. 
  
 By 2030, vehicle travel in Massachusetts is projected to increase by another 15 percent. 

 

 From 1990 to 2012, Massachusetts’ gross domestic product, a measure of the state’s economic output, increased by 
45 percent, when adjusted for inflation.  

A lack of adequate state and local funding has resulted in one-fifth of major roads and highways in Mas-
sachusetts having pavement surfaces in poor condition, providing a rough ride and costing motorist in 
the form of additional vehicle operating costs (VOC).   

 Nineteen percent of Massachusetts’ major roads and highways have pavements in poor condition, while an addition-
al 64 percent of the state’s major roads are rated in mediocre or fair condition and the remaining 17 percent are rated 
in in good condition. 

 Roads rated in poor condition may show signs of deterioration, including rutting, cracks and potholes. In some cases, 
poor roads can be resurfaced, but often are too deteriorated and must be reconstructed. 

 

 Driving on rough roads costs all Massachusetts motorists a total of $2.3 billion annually in extra VOC. Costs include 
accelerated vehicle depreciation, additional repair costs, and increased fuel consumption and tire wear. 

 

 The chart below details the percentage of major roads in poor, mediocre, fair and good condition in the state’s major 
urban areas: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

More than half of locally and state-maintained bridges in Massachusetts show significant deterioration 
or do not meet current design standards often because of narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor 
alignment. This includes all bridges that are 20 feet or more in length.  

 Nine percent of Massachusetts’ bridges are structurally deficient. A bridge is structurally deficient if there is signifi-
cant deterioration of the bridge deck, supports or other major components. Structurally deficient bridges are often 
posted for lower weight or closed to traffic, restricting or redirecting large vehicles, including commercial trucks and 
emergency services vehicles. 

 Forty-three percent of Massachusetts’ bridges are functionally obsolete.  Bridges that are functionally obsolete no 
longer meet current highway design standards, often because of narrow lanes, inadequate clearances or poor align-
ment. 
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 In the Boston urban area, ten percent of bridges are structurally deficient and 54 percent are functionally obsolete. 
Eleven percent of bridges in the South Coast area are structurally deficient and 40 percent are functionally obsolete; 
eight percent of bridges in the Springfield urban area are structurally deficient, while 47 percent are functionally ob-
solete. In the Worcester urban area, seven percent of bridges are structurally deficient and an additional 40 percent 
are functionally obsolete. 

Improving safety features on Massachusetts’ roads and highways would likely result in a decrease in the 
state’s traffic fatalities and serious crashes. It is estimated that roadway features are likely a contrib-
uting factor in approximately one-third of all fatal and serious traffic crashes. 

 Between 2008 and 2012 a total of 1,697 people were killed in traffic crashes in Massachusetts, an average of 339 
fatalities per year. 

 
 The chart below details the average number of fatalities in each of Massachusetts’ largest urban areas from 2010 to 

2012 as well as the annual cost of traffic crashes to the average motorist in each area. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Massachusetts’ overall traffic fatality rate of 0.62 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of travel in 2012 is lower 
than the national traffic fatality rate of 1.13. 
 

 The fatality rate on Massachusetts’ rural non-Interstate roads was 2.07 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of 
travel in 2012, more than three and a half times the 0.58 fatality rate on all other roads and highways in the state.   
 

 Roadway features that impact safety include the number of lanes, lane widths, lighting, lane markings, rumble strips, 
shoulders, guard rails, other shielding devices, median barriers and intersection design.  The cost of serious crashes 
includes lost productivity, lost earnings, medical costs and emergency services.  

 Several factors are associated with vehicle crashes that result in fatalities, including driver behavior, vehicle charac-
teristics and roadway features.  TRIP estimates that roadway features are likely a contributing factor in approximate-
ly one-third of fatal traffic crashes.  

 Where appropriate, highway improvements can reduce traffic fatalities and crashes while improving traffic flow to 
help relieve congestion.  Such improvements include removing or shielding obstacles; adding or improving medians; 
improved lighting; adding rumble strips, wider lanes, wider and paved shoulders; upgrading roads from two lanes to 
four lanes; and better road markings and traffic signals. 
 

 Investments in rural traffic safety have been found to result in significant reductions in serious traffic crashes.  A 
2012 report by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) found that improvements completed recently by the Texas 
Department of Transportation that widened lanes, improved shoulders and made other safety improvements on 1,159 
miles of rural state roadways resulted in 133 fewer fatalities on these roads in the first three years after the improve-
ments were completed (as compared to the three years prior).   TTI estimates that the improvements on these roads 
are likely to save 880 lives over the next 20 years. 

 
Increasing levels of traffic congestion cause significant delays in Massachusetts, particularly in its larger 
urban areas, choking commuting and commerce. Traffic congestion robs commuters of time and money 
and imposes increased costs on businesses, shippers and manufacturers, which are often passed along to 
the consumer. 
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 Increasing levels of congestion add significant costs to consumers, transportation companies, manufactur-
ers, distributors and wholesalers and can reduce the attractiveness of a location to a company to consider 
expansion or even to locate a new facility. Congestion costs can also increase overall operating costs for 
trucking and shipping companies, leading to revenue losses, lower pay for drivers and employees, and 
higher consumer costs.  

 
 The chart below details the average annual number of hours lost to congestion by each motorist in Massa-

chusetts’ largest urban areas, as well as the annual congestion cost per driver in the form of lost time and 
wasted fuel. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The efficiency of Massachusetts’ transportation system, particularly its highways, is critical to the 
health of the state’s economy.  Businesses are increasingly reliant on an efficient and dependable trans-
portation system to move products and services. A key component in business efficiency and success is 
the level and ease of access to customers, markets, materials and workers.  

 Annually, $212 billion in goods are shipped from sites in Massachusetts and another $196 billion in goods are 
shipped to sites in Massachusetts, mostly by truck. 

 Seventy percent of the goods shipped annually from sites in Massachusetts are carried by trucks and another 23 per-
cent are carried by courier services or multiple mode deliveries, which include trucking.   

 Businesses have responded to improved communications and greater competition by moving from a push-style dis-
tribution system, which relies on low-cost movement of bulk commodities and large-scale warehousing, to a pull-
style distribution system, which relies on smaller, more strategic and time-sensitive movement of goods. 
 

 Increasingly, companies are looking at the quality of a region’s transportation system when deciding where to re-
locate or expand. Regions with congested or poorly maintained roads may see businesses relocate to areas with a 
smoother, more efficient and more modern transportation system. 

 
 Highway accessibility was ranked the number one site selection factor in a 2011 survey of corporate executives by 

Area Development Magazine. 

 A 2007 analysis by the Federal Highway Administration found that every $1 billion invested in highway construc-
tion would support approximately 27,800 jobs, including approximately 9,500 in the construction sector, approxi-
mately 4,300 jobs in industries supporting the construction sector, and approximately 14,000 other jobs induced in 
non-construction related sectors of the economy. 

 The Federal Highway Administration estimates that each dollar spent on road, highway and bridge improvements 
results in an average benefit of $5.20 in the form of reduced vehicle maintenance costs, reduced delays, reduced fuel 
consumption, improved safety, reduced road and bridge maintenance costs and reduced emissions as a result of im-
proved traffic flow. 

Massachusetts’ roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems are funded by local, state and feder-
al governments.  The 2013 boost in state funding helped close the gap in state transportation funding 
needs.  But improving the state’s transportation system will require a continued strong state transporta-
tion program and approval of a long-term, reliably funded federal transportation program.   
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 In 2013 the Massachusetts legislature passed the Transportation Finance Act of 2013 which is projected to raise an 
estimated $600 million annually.  However, this much-needed infusion of additional funding falls $400 million short 
of fully addressing additional funding needs – estimated at $1 billion per year over the next 20 years – for Massachu-
setts’ roads, rails, and public transit systems. 

 A report released earlier this year by Transportation for Massachusetts found that the 2013 state funding package has 
been very helpful in providing additional funds for the state’s public transit agencies as well as more than 75 addi-
tional road and bridge projects in the state, including the I-91 Viaduct in Springfield. 

 Signed into law in July 2012, MAP-21 (Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act), has improved several 
procedures that in the past had delayed projects, MAP-21 does not address long-term funding challenges facing the 
federal surface transportation program.  

 

 Congress recently approved an eight-month extension of the federal surface transportation program, on which states 
rely for road, highway, bridge and transit funding. The program, initially set to expire on September 30, 2014, will 
now run through May 31, 2015.  

 
Sources of information for this report include the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), the Bureau of Transporta-
tion Statistics (BTS), the U.S. Census Bureau, the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials 
(AASHTO), the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) and the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA). 
All data used in the report is the latest available. 

 

Introduction 
 

Massachusetts’ roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems form vital transportation links for the state’s 
residents, visitors and businesses, providing daily access to homes, jobs, shopping, natural resources and recreation.  To-
day, with the Bay State striving to foster quality of life improvements and economic competitiveness, the modernization 
of Massachusetts’ transportation system is crucial, particularly to critical areas of the state’s economy including tourism, 
agriculture, manufacturing, entertainment, and financial services. 

As the U.S. and Massachusetts look to sustain long-term economic growth, the preservation and modernization 
of the state’s transportation system could play an important role in retaining Massachusetts’ economic competitiveness 
and improving its economic well-being by providing critically needed jobs in the short term and by improving the 
productivity and competitiveness of the state’s businesses in the long term. As Massachusetts faces the challenge of pre-
serving and modernizing its transportation system, the future level of federal, state and local transportation funding will 
be a critical factor in whether the state’s residents and visitors continue to enjoy access to a safe and efficient transporta-
tion network.  Meeting Massachusetts’ need to modernize and maintain its system of roads, highways and bridges will 
require significant local, state and federal funding. 

 
Last year the Massachusetts legislature approved a boost in state transportation funding, which is anticipated to 

raise an additional $600 million annually for the state’s roads, rails and public transit systems.  However, this will still be 
approximately $400 million short of fully addressing additional funding needs – estimated at $1 billion per year over the 
next 20 years. ¹ 

 

Congress recently approved an eight-month extension of the federal surface transportation program, MAP-21 
(Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act), on which states rely for road, highway, bridge and transit funding, 
through May 31 2015. 

 

Making progress in addressing Massachusetts need to improve its surface transportation system will require that 
the recent boost in state transportation funding is fully implemented and that an adequately funded, long-term federal 
surface transportation program is approved by Congress. 

 

This report examines the condition, use and safety of Massachusetts’ roads, highways and bridges, federal, state 
and local funding needs, and the future mobility needs of the state. 
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Population, Travel and Economic Trends in Massachusetts	
Massachusetts’ residents and businesses require a high level of personal and commercial mobility.  Population 

increases and economic growth in the state have resulted in an increase in the demand for mobility as well as an increase 
in vehicle miles of travel (VMT).  To foster a high quality of life and spur economic growth in Massachusetts, it will be 
critical that the state provide a safe and modern transportation system that can accommodate future growth in population, 
tourism, recreation and vehicle travel. 

Massachusetts’ population grew to approximately 6.6 million residents in 2012, a ten percent increase since 
1990. ²  Massachusetts had 4,733,936 licensed drivers in 2012. ᵌ  From 1990 to 2012, Massachusetts’ gross domestic 
product (GDP), a measure of the state’s economic output, increased by 45 percent, when adjusted for inflation. 4   

From 1990 to 2012, annual VMT in Massachusetts increased by 21 percent, from 46.1 billion miles to 55.9 bil-
lion miles. 5  Based on population and other lifestyle trends, TRIP estimates that travel on Massachusetts’ roads and 
highways will increase by another 15 percent by 2030. 6 

Condition of Massachusetts’ Roads 

The life cycle of Massachusetts’ roads is greatly affected by the state and local government’s ability to perform 
timely maintenance and upgrades to ensure that road and highway surfaces last as long as possible.   

 

Nineteen percent of Massachusetts’ major roads and highways have pavements rated in poor condition. 7  Anoth-
er 64 percent of Massachusetts’ major roads are rated in mediocre or fair condition and the remaining 17 percent are rat-
ed in good condition. 8   

The chart below details the percentage of major roads in poor, mediocre, fair and good condition in each of the 
state’s major urban areas. 

Chart 1. Pavement conditions of major roads in Massachusetts’ largest urban areas. 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: TRIP analysis of Federal Highway Administration data.  

The pavement data in this report for all arterial roads and highways is provided by the Federal Highway Admin-
istration, based on data submitted annually by MassDOT on the condition of major state and locally maintained roads 
and highways in the state. 

Pavement failure is caused by a combination of traffic, moisture and climate. Moisture often works its way into 
road surfaces and the materials that form the road’s foundation. Road surfaces at intersections are even more prone to 
deterioration because the slow-moving or standing loads occurring at these sites subject the pavement to higher levels of 
stress. It is critical that roads are fixed before they require major repairs because reconstructing roads costs approximate-
ly four to five times more than resurfacing them. 9 As roads and highways continue to age, they will reach a point of de-
terioration where routine paving and maintenance will not be adequate to keep pavement surfaces in good condition and 
costly reconstruction of the roadway and its underlying surfaces will become necessary. 

The Costs to Motorists of Roads in Inadequate Condition 
TRIP has calculated the additional cost to motorists of driving on roads in poor or unacceptable condition. When 

roads are in poor condition – which may include potholes, rutting or rough surfaces – the cost to operate and maintain a 
vehicle increases. These additional vehicle operating costs (VOC) include accelerated vehicle depreciation, additional 
vehicle repair costs, increased fuel consumption and increased tire wear.  TRIP estimates that additional vehicle operat-
ing costs borne by Massachusetts motorists as a result of poor road conditions is $2.3 billion annually. 10 
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Additional vehicle operating costs have been calculated in the Highway Development and Management Model 
(HDM), which is recognized by the U.S. Department of Transportation and more than 100 other countries as the defini-
tive analysis of the impact of road conditions on vehicle operating costs.  The HDM report is based on numerous studies 
that have measured the impact of various factors, including road conditions, on vehicle operating costs. 11 

The HDM study found that road deterioration increases ownership, repair, fuel and tire costs. The report found 
that deteriorated roads accelerate the pace of depreciation of vehicles and the need for repairs because the stress on the 
vehicle increases in proportion to the level of roughness of the pavement surface. Similarly, tire wear and fuel consump-
tion increase as roads deteriorate since there is less efficient transfer of power to the drive train and additional friction 
between the road and the tires. 

TRIP’s additional vehicle operating cost estimate is based on taking the average number of miles driven annual-
ly by a motorist, calculating current vehicle operating costs based on AAA’s 2013 vehicle operating costs and then using 
the HDM model to estimate the additional vehicle operating costs paid by drivers as a result of substandard roads. 12  
Additional research on the impact of road conditions on fuel consumption by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) is 
also factored into TRIP’s vehicle operating cost methodology.  

Bridge Conditions in Massachusetts  

Massachusetts’ bridges form key links in the state’s highway system, providing communities and individuals 
access to employment, schools, shopping and medical facilities, and facilitating commerce and access for emergency 
vehicles. 

 

More than half of Massachusetts’ locally and state- maintained bridges (20 feet or longer) are currently rated as 
structurally deficient or functionally obsolete.   

Nine percent of Massachusetts’ locally and state maintained bridges are rated as structurally deficient. 13  A 
bridge is structurally deficient if there is significant deterioration of the bridge deck, supports or other major compo-
nents. Bridges that are structurally deficient may be posted for lower weight limits or closed if their condition warrants 
such action. Deteriorated bridges can have a significant impact on daily life. Restrictions on vehicle weight may cause 
many vehicles – especially emergency vehicles, commercial trucks, school buses and farm equipment – to use alternate 
routes to avoid posted bridges.  Redirected trips also lengthen travel time, waste fuel and reduce the efficiency of the lo-
cal economy.  

Forty-three percent of Massachusetts’ locally and state maintained bridges are rated functionally obsolete. 14 

Bridges that are functionally obsolete no longer meet current highway design standards, often because of narrow lanes, 
inadequate clearances or poor alignment with the approaching roadway.   

In the Boston urban area, ten percent of bridges are structurally deficient and 54 percent are functionally obso-
lete. 15 Eleven percent of the bridges in the South Coast area are structurally deficient and 40 percent are functionally 
obsolete while eight percent of bridges in the Springfield urban area are structurally deficient and 47 percent are func-
tionally obsolete. 16 In the Worcester urban area, seven percent of bridges are structurally deficient and an additional 40 
percent are functionally obsolete. 17  

The service life of bridges can be extended by performing routine maintenance such as resurfacing decks, paint-
ing surfaces, insuring that a facility has good drainage and replacing deteriorating components.  But most bridges will 
eventually require more costly reconstruction or major rehabilitation to remain operable.   

Traffic Safety in Massachusetts 
A total of 1,697 people were killed in motor vehicle crashes in Massachusetts from 2008 through 2012, an aver-

age of 339 fatalities per year. 18   
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Chart 2.  Traffic fatalities in Massachusetts from 2008 – 2012. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: National Highway Traffic Safety Administration 

Three major factors are associated with fatal vehicle crashes: driver behavior, vehicle characteristics and road-
way features.  It is estimated that roadway features are likely a contributing factor in approximately one-third of fatal 
traffic crashes.  Roadway features that impact safety include the number of lanes, lane widths, lighting, lane markings, 
rumble strips, shoulders, guard rails, other shielding devices, median barriers and intersection design.   

 

Massachusetts’ overall traffic fatality rate of 0.62 fatalities per 100 million vehicle miles of travel in 2012 is low-
er than the national average of 1.13. 19  The fatality rate on Massachusetts’ non-Interstate rural roads was 2.07 fatalities 
per 100 million vehicle miles of travel in 2012, more than three and a half times the fatality rate of 0.58 on all other 
roads and highways in the state. 20   

The chart below details the average number of fatalities in each of Massachusetts’ largest urban areas from 2010 
to 2012 as well as the annual cost of traffic crashes to the average motorist in each area.  

 
Chart 3. Average annual fatalities from 2010-2012 and  per-driver annual cost of traffic crashes. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Source: National Highway Traffic Safety Administration.  
 

Improving safety on Massachusetts’ roadways can be achieved through further improvements in vehicle safety; 
improvements in driver, pedestrian, and bicyclist behavior; and a variety of improvements in roadway safety features.  

 

The severity of serious traffic crashes could be reduced through roadway improvements, where appropriate, such 
as adding turn lanes, removing or shielding obstacles, adding or improving medians, widening lanes, widening and pav-
ing shoulders, improving intersection layout, and providing better road markings and upgrading or installing traffic sig-
nals.  

Roads with poor geometry, with insufficient clear distances, without turn lanes, having inadequate shoulders for 
the posted speed limits, or poorly laid out intersections or interchanges, pose greater risks to motorists, pedestrians and 
bicyclists.  

Investments in rural traffic safety have been found to result in significant reductions in serious traffic crashes.  A 
2012 report by the Texas Transportation Institute (TTI) found that improvements completed recently by the Texas De-
partment of Transportation that widened lanes, improved shoulders and made other safety improvements on 1,159 miles 
of rural state roadways resulted in 133 fewer fatalities on these roads in the first three years after the improvements were 
completed (as compared to the three years prior).   TTI estimates that the improvements on these roads are likely to save 
880 lives over the next 20 years. 21 

Year  Fatali es 
2008  363 
2009  334 
2010  314 
2011  337 
2012  349 
Total  1,697 
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Traffic Congestion in Massachusetts 

Traffic congestion causes significant delays in Massachusetts, particularly in its larger urban areas, choking 
commuting and commerce. Traffic congestion robs commuters of time and money and imposes increased costs on busi-
nesses, shippers and manufacturers, which are often passed along to the consumer.  

 

The chart below details the average annual number of hours lost to congestion by each motorist in Massachu-
setts’ largest urban areas, as well as the annual congestion cost per driver in the form of lost time and wasted fuel.  

 

Chart 4. Average annual hours lost and cost of congestion per motorist.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Source: Texas Transportation Institute Urban Mobility Report, 2012. 
 

Increasing levels of traffic congestion add significant costs to consumers, transportation companies, manufactur-
ers, distributors and wholesalers. The increased levels of congestion can reduce the attractiveness of a location to a com-
pany to consider expansion or even to locate a new facility. And, the costs associated with congestion can increase over-
all operating expenses for trucking and shipping companies, leading to revenue losses, lower pay for employees, and 
higher consumer costs. 

 
Transportation Funding 

 
Investment in Massachusetts’ roads, highways and bridges is funded by local, state and federal governments. 
 

In 2013 the Massachusetts legislature passed the Transportation Finance Act of 2013 which is projected to raise 
an estimated $600 million annually.  However, this much-needed infusion of additional funding falls $400 million short 
of fully addressing additional funding needs – estimated at $1 billion per year over the next 20 years – for making need-
ed improvements to Massachusetts’ roads, rails, and public transit systems. 

 

A report released earlier this year by Transportation for Massachusetts found that the 2013 state funding package 
has been very helpful in providing additional funds for the state’s public transit agencies as well as more than 75 addi-
tional road and bridge projects in the state, including the I-91 Viaduct in Springfield. 

 

The federal government provides funding for the state’s transportation system largely as part MAP-21 (Moving 
Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act), the current two-year federal surface transportation program, which expires 
on May 31, 2015. 

 

Signed into law in July 2012, MAP-21 (Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act), has improved sev-
eral procedures that in the past had delayed projects, MAP-21 does not address long-term funding challenges facing the 
federal surface transportation program. Congress recently approved the Highway and Transportation Funding Act of 
2014, an eight-month extension of the federal surface transportation program on which states rely for road, highway, 
bridge and transit funding. The program, initially set to expire on September 30, 2014, will now run through May 31, 
2015. In addition to extending the current authorization of the highway and public transportation programs, the legisla-
tion will transfer nearly $11 billion into the Highway Trust Fund (HTF) to preserve existing levels of highway and pub-
lic transportation investment through the end of May 2015.   

 
Increasing investment in the state’s roads, highways and bridges could boost Massachusetts’ economy by creat-

ing jobs.  A 2007 analysis by the Federal Highway Administration found that every $1 billion invested in highway con-
struction would support approximately 27,800 jobs, including approximately 9,500 in the construction sector, approxi-
mately 4,300 jobs in industries supporting the construction sector, and approximately 14,000 other jobs induced in non-
construction related sectors of the economy. 22 
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Importance of Transportation to Economic Growth 
 

Today’s culture of business demands that an area have well-maintained and efficient roads, highways and bridg-
es if it is to remain economically competitive. Global communications and the impact of free trade in North America and 
elsewhere have resulted in a significant increase in freight movement, making the quality of a region’s transportation 
system a key component in a business’s ability to compete locally, nationally and internationally. 

 

Businesses have responded to improved communications and the need to cut costs with a variety of innovations 
including just-in-time delivery, increased small package delivery, demand-side inventory management and e-commerce. 
The result of these changes has been a significant improvement in logistics efficiency as firms move from a push-style 
distribution system, which relies on large-scale warehousing of materials, to a pull-style distribution system, which relies 
on smaller, more strategic movement of goods.  These improvements have made mobile inventories the norm, resulting 
in the nation’s trucks literally becoming rolling warehouses. 

 

Highways are vitally important to continued economic development in Massachusetts, particularly to the state’s 
tourism, agriculture, manufacturing, entertainment, and financial services industries.  As the economy expands, creating 
more jobs and increasing consumer confidence, the demand for consumer and business products grows. In turn, manu-
facturers ship greater quantities of goods to market to meet this demand, a process that adds to truck traffic on the state’s 
highways and major arterial roads.  

Every year, $212 billion in goods are shipped from sites in Massachusetts and another $196 billion in goods are 
shipped to sites in Massachusetts, mostly by trucks. 23  Seventy percent of the goods shipped annually from sites in Mas-
sachusetts are carried by trucks and another 23 percent are carried by courier services or multiple-mode deliveries, which 
include trucking. 24  

The cost of road and bridge improvements are more than offset by the reduction of user costs associated with 
driving on rough roads, the improvement in business productivity, the reduction in delays and the improvement in traffic 
safety.  The Federal Highway Administration estimates that each dollar spent on road, highway and bridge improve-
ments results in an average benefit of $5.20 in the form of reduced vehicle maintenance costs, reduced delays, reduced 
fuel consumption, improved safety, reduced road and bridge maintenance costs and reduced emissions as a result of im-
proved traffic flow. 25 

 

Local, regional and state economic performance is improved when a region’s surface transportation system is 
expanded or repaired. This improvement comes as a result of the initial job creation and increased employment created 
over the long-term because of improved access, reduced transport costs and improved safety Highway accessibility was 
ranked the number one site selection factor in a 2011 survey of corporate executives by Area Development Magazine. 26 

Increasingly, companies are looking at the quality of a region’s transportation system when deciding where to re-
locate or expand. Regions with congested or poorly maintained roads may see businesses relocate to areas with a 
smoother, more efficient and more modern transportation system. 

Conclusion 

As Massachusetts looks to build and enhance a thriving, growing and dynamic state, it will be critical that it is 
able to provide a 21st century network of roads, highways, bridges and public transit systems that can accommodate the 
mobility demands of a modern society. 

And as the nation looks to sustain long-term economic growth, the U.S. will need to modernize its surface trans-
portation system by improving the physical condition of its transportation network and enhancing the system’s ability to 
provide efficient and reliable mobility for motorists and businesses.  Making needed improvements to Massachusetts’ 
roads, highways, bridges, public transit and pedestrian and bicycle routes could provide a significant boost to the state’s 
economy by creating jobs in the short term and stimulating long-term economic growth as a result of enhanced mobility 
and access.  

Without substantial and reliable federal, state and local transportation funding, numerous projects to improve the 
condition and expand the capacity of Massachusetts’ roads, rails and public transit systems will not be able to proceed, 
hampering the state’s ability to improve the condition of its transportation system and to enhance economic development 
opportunities in the state.   
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November Election Results 
Will Shape Highway Trust 
Fund Debate

By Dave Bauer  ARTBA Senior Vice President of Government Relations  dbauer@artba.org

Regardless of the lens used to view this 
fundamental hallmark of democracy, members 
of the transportation construction industry 
should not overlook how the outcome of the 
2014 elections will affect the future of the 
federal transportation programs and, in turn, 
their businesses and operations.  

The Highway Trust Fund (HTF), which supports 
the vast majority of federal highway and transit 
investment, has faced five revenue shortfalls 
in the last seven years, with the next crisis 
looming in May 2015.  The federal motor 
fuels tax has not been raised since 1993, and 
revenues flowing into the trust fund can no 
longer maintain existing levels of highway 
and public transportation investment.  A new 
surface transportation bill was scheduled for 
action in 2014, but any path forward for a long-
term authorization of the highway and transit 
programs is directly linked to the decisions 
members of Congress must make regarding the 
ongoing struggles of the HTF.

With less than a month before the 2014 elections, a variety of competing narratives are being used 

to define the choices voters will make November 4.  As has been the case since 2010, some claim 

2014 will be a referendum on President Obama.  Others focus on the nip-and-tuck battle for control 

of the Senate—where Republicans have a good chance to pick up six currently held Democratic 

seats to earn a 51-49 majority.  Another popular debate is whether the 2014 elections will reflect a 

national theme or be decided on the merits of individual candidates and local issues.

Elections Matter
The individuals elected to the House and 
Senate November 4 will have more on their 
transportation plate, however, than just the 
HTF.  The federal aviation programs are 
due for reauthorization in 2016 and airport 
infrastructure investment has played second 
fiddle to operational issues in recent years.  
The 2012 aviation bill cut investment in the 
Airport Improvement Program.  Furthermore, 
Congress continues to constrain the ability 
of airports to raise needed infrastructure 
resources by failing to raise the limit for the 
passenger facility charge.

The 470 members of the House and Senate 
elected in 2014 will play a major role in deciding 
how these challenges are resolved.  The best 
way to make sure members of Congress make 
the right decision when it comes to federal 
transportation policy and investment issues is 
to make sure the right individuals are elected to 

45CIM Construction Journal



46 CIM Construction Journal

Congress.  The trick, unfortunately, is finding 
out what candidates think about these issues 
before the election. 
 
As important as transportation is to every 
American’s daily existence and the health of 
the U.S. economy, it is more of a governing 
area than a political one.  Campaigns—and 
candidates—by their nature focus on hot-button 
issues or topics, which help draw a distinction 
with their opponent.  That is one reason why 
transportation issues infrequently come up 
during debates or in the campaign ads currently 
flooding the airwaves.

That does not mean, however, the men 
and women who are running for the House 
and Senate are blank slates when it comes 
to transportation issues.  Many candidate 
websites include issue pages you can search 
for statements about transportation or 
infrastructure.  If a page does not specifically 
list transportation, infrastructure references 
can often be found in sections devoted to 
job creation or the economy.  If a candidate’s 
website is completely silent on transportation 
issues, that omission at the very least raises a 
question about where transportation falls on 
that individual’s priority list.

Transportation Record
The record of sitting members of Congress or 
state and local officials running for Congress 
is also a great resource to determine the 
type of positions candidates would take on 
transportation issues if elected.  The ARTBA 
staff can help provide you with the details 
of how your congressional delegation has 
voted on key issues in recent years.  Similarly, 
ARTBA-affiliated state contractor organizations 
are a good place to get the transportation 
backgrounds of state legislators, governors, 
and other local leaders.

However, the best way to find out how 
candidates will vote on transportation issues if 
elected to Congress is to talk to them.  With just 
a few weeks left, the men and women seeking 
House and Senate seats this year are on the 
campaign trail full time.  Invite candidates to 
visit your facilities, talk to your employees, or 
meet with a group of you and other business 
leaders.  In addition to being able to ask about 
transportation issues, these interactions provide 
you a one-of-a-kind opportunity to educate and 
influence prospective members of Congress.  
If you are unable to meet with a candidate, 
calling their campaign office (or Washington, 
D.C. office for current members of Congress) to 
speak with an aide about transportation issues 
is also a good approach.  Very few campaign 
organizations—at least good ones—will pass up 
an opportunity to talk with a potential supporter.

Highway Trust Fund 
Talking Points
Start off by telling them your name, your company 
name, where it is located, the number of people 
employed, and what projects your company is 
working on in their area. Then tell them: 
  • Over the past 10 years, on average, the 
      federal highway program has provided 52 
      cents of every $1 dollar invested by 
 state DOTs in highway and bridge capital 
 improvements.
  • The source of that money, the federal 
 Highway Trust Fund, is operating on a 
 revenue stream that has not been adjusted 
 in more than two decades.
  • As a result, the trust fund has suffered five 
 revenue shortfalls in the last seven years.
  • Congress needs to enact a long-term, 
 sustainable revenue solution for the Highway 
 Trust Fund before the next solvency crisis 
 in early 2015.
  • In sum, it’s time for Congress to enact a 
 permanent fix for the Highway Trust Fund!
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The federal transportation programs face 
serious challenges.  The decisions that are 
made in the next two years about the future of 
federal transportation investment will impact 
every member of the transportation construction 
industry and all American businesses that 
need to move people, products, and supplies.  
The 2014 elections offer the chance to 
ensure the individuals who will be making 
these choices recognize the importance of a 
robust and reliable federal role in delivering 

transportation improvements.  Conversely, it is 
also an opportunity to make sure your state or 
community does not send opponents of federal 
transportation investment to Washington, D.C. 
Hockey great Wayne Gretzky once said, 
“You miss 100 percent of the shots you don’t 
take.”  If you are willing to take the shot, the 
2014 elections are an important opportunity to 
permanently stabilize the Highway Trust Fund 
and advance other pro-transportation policies.
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LIFE INSURANCE AT 
AN EARLY AGE
Here’s why it can be a good idea.

Ask yourself this key question. 
Are you supporting individuals whose livelihood 
depends on your income? If the answer is yes, then 
look at life insurance.
  
Now, you may be saying: shouldn’t I wait to get a 
policy? Why should I pay premiums when I have so 
many other checks to write? Well, the reluctance is 
understandable: the perception is that life insurance 
is for old people, and when you’re 30 or 35, 
chances are you’ve got a long, great life ahead of 
you. But in financial terms, here is why purchasing 
some now may be advantageous.
  
You’ve got your health. Typically, 
Americans shop for a life insurance policy in the 
middle of their life spans – when they are in their 
forties or fifties. At that time, they may have already 
fallen into the grip of bad habits (smoking, obesity, 
heavy drinking) and any number of diseases 
may have entered their health picture. All these 
conditions can jack up premiums or make it harder 
to underwrite a policy.
  

You may have read that you don’t need to buy life insurance early in life. That’s not 
necessarily true. In fact, getting a policy before midlife may prove wise. Relatively few 
people opt for life insurance coverage between the ages of 18 and 45, yet there are 
compelling reasons to get life insurance within this window of time. 

Since you’re healthy, the cost 
is relatively cheap. Okay, maybe you 
won’t have to contend with any serious health 
risks at 45 or 50 – but who knows? Buying a term 
or permanent life policy earlier in life should allow 
you to pay less expensive premiums (assuming 
you don’t face recurring risks to your health and 
safety today).
  
Look at term life insurance – coverage you can 
pay level premiums on for 10-30 years. Right now, 
term life is cheaper than it has been in 20 years. 
You can chalk that up to two actuarial factors: we 
are all living longer, and the gap in life expectancy 
between men and women has begun to narrow. If 
you are 40 right now, you can probably get yourself 
a term life policy with death benefits of $250,000, 
$500,000 or even $1 million for less than $1,000 
a year. That’s possible even if you happen to be 
closer to 50 than 40.1 
  

By Todd J. McDonald, Certified Family Business Specialist • Broadstone Advisors, LLC
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Why would young singles need 
life insurance? Good question. Some 
financial professionals will tell you there is no 
pressing reason for it. Yet if you are single, buying 
a term life policy (or even a permanent life policy) 
early on could bring you a better insurance value 
and potentially guarantee your insurability.
  
Maybe now is just the right 
time. Time passes, things change, and so does 
your need for insurance. Many households don’t 
insure themselves because they think insurance is 
more expensive than it actually is. In doing so, it is 
as if they are opening their front doors wide to risk. 
In 2014, the respected insurance industry group 
LIMRA concluded a research study and found that 

just 46% of middle-income, mid-life consumers 
(age 25-64, annual household income $35,000-
$99,999) owned individual life insurance policies.2  
   
This next statistic won’t surprise you: 51% of 
these middle-class consumers said that if a family 
member died, they would be forced to make major 
and sudden financial changes in their lives. In such 
an event, life insurance benefits can provide some 
financial relief.2 
   
If you’re young and you haven’t yet talked to a 
qualified insurance advisor, think about doing 
so today – you may be pleasantly surprised how 
affordable life insurance can be.
 

Todd J. McDonald is a Certified Family Business Specialist and founder of Broadstone Advisors, LLC, based in Albany, NY. Todd may be reached directly at 

518.449.4527 or via email at  tmcdonald@financialguide.com.

Todd McDonald is a registered representative of and offers securities, investment advisory and financial planning services through MML Investors Services, LLC. 

Member SIPC. Supervisory office: 8 Southwoods Boulevard, Albany, NY 12211. (518) 463-5533.

This material was prepared by MarketingPro, Inc., and does not necessarily represent the views of the presenting party, nor their affiliates. This information has been 

derived from sources believed to be accurate. Please note - investing involves risk, and past performance is no guarantee of future results. The publisher is not engaged 

in rendering legal, accounting or other professional services. If assistance is needed, the reader is advised to engage the services of a competent professional. This 

information should not be construed as investment, tax or legal advice and may not be relied on for the purpose of avoiding any Federal tax penalty. This is neither a 

solicitation nor recommendation to purchase or sell any investment or insurance product or service, and should not be relied upon as such. All indices are unmanaged 

and are not illustrative of any particular investment.

Citations.
1 - consumerboomer.com/term-life-life-insurance-is-cheap-to-buy/ [3/2/13] 
2 - tinyurl.com/kapen68 [9/7/14] 
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OSHA Allows Outside Union Organizers  
Access to Non-Union Facilities During  

OSHA Inspections 
The Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) has published a letter of interpretation that addresses the 
issue of allowing outsiders access to a private workplace.  Specifically, OSHA intends to allow any person to represent 
employees and accompany OSHA compliance officers during safety and health inspections of a work site.  Thus, non-
union employees can select anyone, including an outside or union representative, to accompany OSHA compliance of-
ficers during safety and health inspections of an employer’s work site. 
 
OSHA issued the interpretation letter in response to a request from Steve Sallman, a health and safety specialist with the 
Steelworkers Union.  Sallman asked whether, under OSHA rules, workers at a non-unionized workplace could authorize 
an individual affiliated with a union to act as their representative.  This involvement would include “representing the em-
ployee(s) as a personal representative” and “accompanying the employee on an OSHA inspection” in a non-unionized 
workplace. 
 
According to OSHA’s interpretation letter, non-union employees can select a person who is affiliated with a union or a 
community organization to act as their “personal representative” in filing complaints on the employees’ behalf, request-
ing workplace inspections, participating in informal conferences to discuss citations and challenging the citations being 
contested by an employer.  The interpretation letter goes on to state, “a person affiliated with a union without a collective 
bargaining agreement or with a community representative can act on behalf of employees as a walkaround representa-
tive.” 
 
Claiming that this has always been its view, OSHA points to the federal Occupational Safety and Health Act of 1970 
(OSH Act), the Secretary’s regulations implementing the OSH Act and OSHA’s Field Operations Manual.  According to 
OSHA, all three sources “recognize the role of an ‘employee representative’ who may represent employees’ interests in 
enforcement-related matters.”  Deputy Assistant Secretary of Labor for OSHA Richard Fairfax, who is retiring from the 
agency this year, insists that union representatives are welcome, even at union-free work sites where they have no offi-
cial standing or representative role.  OSHA allows workers at establishments without collective bargaining agreements to 
designate who will act on their behalf during inspections. 
 
Although OSHA claims that its interpretation is consistent with past practices, regulation 29 CFR 1903.8(c) states that 
“the representative authorized by the employees shall be an employee of the employer.”  The regulation goes on to state 
that a third party who is not an employee must have relevant knowledge, such as an industrial hygienist or a safety engi-
neer.  The published response to Sallman’s question did not include those examples of qualified individuals as provided 
in the regulation, and also failed to explain when there would ever be “good cause” to allow a non-employee union rep-
resentative to represent employees during an OSHA inspection. 
 
We fear that the interpretation may encourage unions to use OSHA complaints and inspections as an organizing tool to 
gain access to an employer’s facility and exposure to its employees.  We also have concern that this access could include 
proprietary information.  Furthermore, the presence of a union organizer accompanying an OSHA compliance officer 
could potentially convey a message to non-union employees that the union has real power and is therefore beneficial to 
employee interests. 

Frederick B. Finberg Peter Bennett 
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This policy created so many questions from employers that a U.S. House of Representatives Subcommittee on Work-
force Protections met earlier this year to address some of the concerns. 
 
OSHA’s interpretation raises several questions for businesses not yet addressed by the agency.  How is the appropriate 
employee representative determined and who makes this determination?  Can there be multiple employee representa-
tives?  What protections does an employer have regarding the release of trade secrets or any other similar confidential 
matters to such an employee representative?  What types of agreements can the employer require of the representative to 
ensure confidentiality? 
 
This will not be the final word on this subject and employers must stay up to date on the policy and how it is being car-
ried out.  It provides yet another reason for non-union employers that want to protect their businesses to be proactive 
with workplace training to maintain a union-free workplace.  For answers to your own questions, please contact Peter 
Bennett (pbennett@thebennettlawfirm.com) or Rick Finberg (rfinberg@thebennettlawfirm.com) of The Bennett Law 
Firm.  
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  There’s an  old  joke that 
goes, “Everybody complains about the 
weather but nobody ever does anything 
about it.” The same could be said 
about our national and state transpor-
tation systems. But this is no joke.  
 

 Traffic delays on  Massachu-
setts roads are a constant, as rush 
“hour” grows longer and more mad-
dening every day. Pavement crumbles 

on our roadways, while decaying bridges can’t efficiently 
process the volume of cars and trucks that  they were never 
built to handle. Buses, trains and other modes of travel 
carry their own unique challenges in Southeastern Massa-
chusetts and the rest of the region. 
 

 We all grouse about it, but few of us willingly contrib-
ute to fixing the problem. People reject tolls, rebel against user 
fees and don’t even want to hear about raising the gas tax. 
This is the dilemma, not only in Massachusetts, but across 
the country. 
 

 Before the state legislature raised the gas tax by three 
cents last year, this tax, the state’s primary mechanism for 
fixing roads and bridges, hadn’t increased in 22 years. When 
the rate of inflation and the rising cost of road-building 
materials were factored in, the Massachusetts gas tax had 
lost almost half its buying power over those 22 years, accord-
ing to the American Automobile Association. 
 

 To prevent a similar result between increases, the legis-
lature also “indexed” the gas tax to rise (or potentially fall) 
with the rate of inflation, while pledging that the funds 
could only be used for transportation projects. By adding 
indexing, Massachusetts joined 17 other states with a varia-
ble-rate gas tax. According to the Institute on Taxation and 
Economic Policy, 55 percent of the U.S. population lives in a 
state with an indexed gas tax. 
 

 Opponents of indexing have placed a referendum 
on the November ballot that would repeal the variable-rate 
component. Dozens of business groups and civic organizations  
oppose this referendum, including the Cape Cod Chamber 
of Commerce, the Greater Boston Chamber of Commerce, 
the League of Women Voters and the Plymouth Regional 
Economic Development Foundation. 
 

 The Tax Foundation, a conservative national think 
tank, says that contrary to what its opponents claim, “tying 
the gas tax to the rate of inflation is not an arbitrary tax 
hike but a way to stabilize gas tax revenues.” 
   

 AAA of Southern New England CEO Mark Shaw 
says, “As populations grow and demand on the transportation 
system increases, it’s estimated that one-third of our major 

roads are in poor or mediocre condition. This neglect costs 
the average driver $324 a year in vehicle repairs and operating 
costs.” 
 

 The annual tax increase under indexing for the  av-
erage consumer pales in  comparison. Based on historic ad-
justments in the CPI, a resident who drives 20,000 miles in a 
car that gets 20 miles to the gallon would pay an additional 
$5 per year as a result of the automatic increase. This seems a 
small price to pay for better and safer roads, bridges and 
other transportation modes. 
 

Before the state legislature raised the gas tax by  
three cents last year, this tax, the state’s primary 
mechanism for fixing roads and bridges, hadn’t  
increased in 22 years. When the rate of inflation  
and the rising cost of road-building materials were  
factored in, the Massachusetts gas tax had lost almost 
half its buying power over those 22 years, according  
to the American Automobile Association. 

 
 Shaw adds, “The more AAA studies the issue, the 
more it seems that a gas tax increase would be less costly  than 
maintaining the status quo, provided that additional funds are 
thoughtfully spent on transportation improvements that ease 
congestion and increase safety. I can’t stress this last point 
enough.” 
 

 Shaw’s  “last point” hits on one of the key argu-
ments that the “Yes on One” side relies on to make their case 
– inefficient use of tax funds.  In  a  classic  example  of  politi-
cal  misdirection, the group lambasts the state for wasting $2 
billion in tax dollars. But instead of addressing the issues at 
hand – the obvious need to improve our transportation sys-
tem and the continuing decrease  in gas tax revenue collec-
tion due to higher-efficiency  vehicles –  they hammer on hot
-button issues such as welfare fraud, health care expenses, 
transgender reassignment cover- age and a state climatologist  
(because climate change is apparently not a problem here). 
 

 Despite the message coming from the “Yes” camp, 
Massachusetts has many examples of excellent outcomes 
for  transportation  projects funded by the gas tax. For 
example, the highly successful, innovative and cost-effective 
Accelerated Bridge Program that  has earned national  
accolades for  the  Massachusetts Department of Transpor-
tation. 
 

 In one recent project in August, for which our 
firm was the engineer of record, a bridge on Morton Street in 
Mattapan was replaced over a weekend. The bridge was 
closed Friday night and demolished on Saturday. The new 
bridge, which had been built at an adjacent site in antici-
pation of the replacement,  was rolled into place early Sunday  

 

Don’t play politics with transportation safety 
By Jerry Guerra 
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Don’t play politics with transportation safety 
By Jerry Guerra morning. By Monday, trains were rumbling beneath the new 

bridge, and by the following Sunday morning, a day ahead 
of schedule, cars were driving over it. 
 

 A few days later, a family driving on Route 495 in 
Chelmsford had their windshield smashed when debris from 
an overpass fell onto their car. A child in the car cut her 
hand, but fortunately there were no  serious injuries. It 
could have been much worse. 
 

 This isn’t a scare tactic; it is reality. According to saf-
eroadsbridges.com,  a coalition of businesses, legislators, 
associations and  taxpayers that advocates a “No” vote on 
Question One, more than half (53 percent) of the state’s 
5,136 bridges are either structurally deficient or functionally 
obsolete. Despite all the ongoing work on our roads and 
bridges, you only need to drive a little while to experience  
the transportation system’s shortcomings  first-hand. A single 
trip on Route 3 should do the trick. 

 

For  the  Commonwealth’s tax-weary resi- dents, Question 
One may seem initially appeal- ing. But this is a very com-
plex and important issue, the result of which could have 
serious ramifications on our quality of life and the suc- cess 
of our businesses. In making their decision, voters need to 
focus on the facts and ignore the political rhetoric. 
 
 
Jerry Guerra  is  vice  president of  marketing and  strategic 
business development for  Fay, Spofford & Thorndike, a 100-
year-old engineering, planning and environmental consulting 
company with  offices   in  Hyannis,  Quincy  and seven other 
locations throughout New England and  New York. He can  be 
reached at JGuerra@ fstinc.com.  

57CIM Construction Journal



58 CIM Construction Journal

CIM Construction Journal54

DeSanctis Insurance AgencyDeSanctis Insurance Agency
      

    

Protection starts here

and here.

  
 

    

DeSanctis Insurance Agency, Inc.
100 Unicorn Park Drive

Woburn, MA 01801  (781) 935-8480  www.desanctisins.com

Serving the Bonding and Insurance needs of the N.E. construction industry for over 40 years.
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The Perfect Excavation:
• Pre-mark the location of intended  

excavation using white stakes, paint or flags.

• In MA, ME, NH and RI, notify Dig Safe® at least  
72 business hours in advance.

• In Vermont, notify Dig Safe® at least 48 business  
hours in advance.

• Notify non-member facility owners.

• Maintain the marks placed by underground facility owners.

• Use caution and dig by hand when working within 18”  
of a marked facility.

• If a line is damaged, do not backfill. Notify the affected  
utility company immediately if the facility, its protective  
coating, or a tracer wire is damaged.  

• Call 911 if the damaged facility poses a risk to public safety. 

• Know your state’s excavation requirements. Go to digsafe.com  
for educational material and current laws.  

Don’t dig yourself  
into trouble...

Call Dig Safe®.  It’s Smart, It’s Free, and It’s the Law.

Call        before you dig.
digsafe.com
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President’s Desk - September 2014

In This Election, Don’t 
Send Us Your Worst!

By:  Pete Ruane 

ertainly there are many inputs as 
you decide whom to support in a 
congressional election.  They may 
include personal familiarity with the 

candidate, party affiliation, and position on a variety 
of issues like taxes and healthcare.

Nonetheless, we urge you to heavily weigh 
transportation policy and investment issues as you 
evaluate candidates. Ask yourself: which candidate 
is the better supporter of federal transportation 
investment?  We know there is frustration within 
the transportation construction industry about 
Congress’ unwillingness and inability to deliver 
long-term federal investment.  But if members of 
Congress hear nothing about this issue before 
the election, or are elected and reelected despite 
showing outright hostility toward transportation 
investment, then why would we expect the gridlock 
on Capitol Hill to break?

This issue of Transportation Builder includes a feature story about next month’s mid-term election, 

and the importance of looking at the candidates through the lens of transportation investment.  

These are the people who will be making important decisions about your market – and therefore your 

business – over the next two years and beyond.  Don’t you want to play an active role in choosing 

who they will be?

At this writing, 55 members of the U.S. House and 
seven members of the U.S. Senate have signed 
on to “devolution” bills, which would gut federal 
user fees, decimate state DOT capital programs, 
and leave state legislatures holding the bag.  These 
folks are trying to score cheap political points while 
ignoring the reality that few – if any – states would 
actually raise revenues to replace billions in lost 
federal dollars.

While we don’t see these proposals moving 
forward in Congress any time soon, those 62 
cosponsors will only be further emboldened – 
and will likely add to their ranks – unless they are 
challenged in a political setting.  Do you know if any 
of them come from your state’s delegation?  Have 
you spoken to them and their staff about why these 
devolution proposals would be disastrous for your 
state’s capital program and market?  Why would 
any of them rethink their position unless they at 
least heard the facts from you and your industry 
colleagues?

C
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A good example is the U.S. Senate race in 
Michigan.  One candidate, a Tea Party adherent, 
recently released a “Michigan First Plan” along 
the lines of the languishing devolution bills in 
Congress.  She accused her opponent, a sitting 
U.S. House member, of allowing “Michigan gas 
taxes” to be “siphoned off by Washington.”  His 
offense?  Voting for recent reauthorization and 
appropriations bills that ensured continued federal 
investment for his state.  

While not as overtly hostile as developing 
proposals to gut federal transportation funding, 
a great many sitting members of Congress and 
candidates are reluctant to support stabilizing the 
Highway Trust Fund.  The best way to help these 
individuals get to “yes” is to show them there is 
opposition at home to further “kicking of the can,” 
and that they will earn support by doing the right 
thing to help find new HTF revenues.         

For ARTBA to be effective on your behalf, you not 
only need to “send your best” to Congress, but 
avoid – at all costs – “sending your worst.” Your 
engagement in the 2014 elections will help ensure 
our audience on Capitol Hill wants to be part of 
the solution in addressing the nation’s long-term 
transportation needs.  
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A recent National Labor Relations Board (NLRB) decision imposes another barrier on unionized employers that attempt 
to enforce their efforts to maintain drug free workplaces.  In this particular case, Ralph’s Grocery Company terminated 
an employee that appeared to be under the influence after he refused to submit to a drug and alcohol test according to 
company policy.  In this case, there were both an arbitration hearing and an unfair labor practice charge proceeding/
trial.  Although an arbitrator found that Ralph’s had just cause to terminate the employee for refusing to submit to a drug 
test, the NLRB refused to give deference to the arbitrator’s decision and ruled that the employee’s termination constitut-
ed an unfair labor practice. 
 
On May 18, 2011, coworkers of Vittorio Razi witnessed him slurring his words, behaving in an unusual and agitated 
manner, falling over when he tried to tie his shoes and not being able to remember his login information for the store 
computer.  When Ralph’s Store Director approached Razi and told him that he needed to submit to a “with cause” drug 
test, Razi said that he was offended by the suggestion that he was under the influence of a substance and refused to take 
the alcohol and drug test.  He then asked to speak to a union representative. 
 
The Store Director told Razi that he did not have the right to union representation but nonetheless, he still allowed Razi 
to attempt to reach someone.  Under the Weingarten doctrine, an employee has a right upon request to have a union rep-
resentative present “during an investigatory hearing the employee reasonably believes may result in disciplinary ac-
tion.”  After ten to fifteen minutes passed, the Store Director again requested that Razi take a drug test and explained that 
refusal equates to a positive test result and that the next step would be his suspension and termination according to the 
company’s policy.  Razi said that he was not yet able to reach his representative and said again that he would not submit 
to the test.  Ultimately, Ralph’s fired Razi without any test. 
   
The Arbitrator rejected Razi’s grievance and held in favor of Ralph’s on the basis that NLRB’s Weingarten rights did not 
apply to that situation because no questions were asked of Razi and the decision to send him for drug and alcohol testing 
was based on observations of the Store Director which were already completed at the time the request was made. 
  
An NLRB Administrative Law Judge later rejected the Arbitrator and Ralph’s assertion that Razi was fired for insubor-
dination and refusing a drug test when he was clearly intoxicated.  The ALJ and, on appeal, the NLRB panel said, “There 
is simply no way to divorce Razi’s refusal from his assertion of his Weingarten rights.”  They went on to say that they 
believed that Ralph’s relied on Razi’s refusal as a basis for discipline and penalized him for refusing to waive his right to 
union representation.  They further suggest that it did not matter whether the refusal was considered insubordination or 
an automatic positive test result. 

National Labor Relations Board Complicates  
Unionized Employers’ Right to Discharge Intoxicated 

Employee Who Refuses to Submit to Drug Test 

Peter Bennett Frederick B. Finberg 
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One member of the Board partially dissented and acknowledged that he believed that the Store Director’s action was 
based on the belief that Razi was intoxicated and that time was of the essence to retrieve test results.  The dissenting 
Board member reasoned that the suspension and subsequent firing was not unlawful and that an employer should have 
the right to assert policies of a drug-free workplace.  While the majority also expressed this opinion, the majority made 
no attempt to reconcile it with their official opinion. 
 
This ruling may complicate the rights of employers to enforce drug-free work environments when unions are in-
volved.  The decision makes clear that Weingarten rights apply to unionized employees faced with for-cause drug tests 
who can delay or potentially avoid testing by making a request for union representation. 
 
Clearly, the NLRB is making good on its edict that it will not defer to arbitral decisions as readily as it has in the past.  In 
addition, the NLRB continues to extend the boundaries of employee rights.  It is important that all decisions which may 
involve a termination from employment be made carefully.  

If you have any questions about drug testing/drug free workplace issues or Weingarten rights, please contact Peter Ben-
nett (pbennett@thebennettlawfirm.com) or Rick Finberg   (rfinberg@thebennettlawfirm.com) of The Bennett Law 
Firm.  
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FEATURING BOSTON COMEDIAN  

LENNY CLARKE 
 

Boston comedian Lenny Clarke has been performing since the 1980s as part of the great local comedy scene that 
included Denis Leary, Steven Wright, and many more. Since then he has gone on to numerous film and television 
roles, mostly notably portraying Uncle Teddy in the FX hit series "Rescue Me." His other credits include "Fever 
Pitch," "Rounders," "The Job," "The John Larroquette Show," and "There's Something About Mary." He was 
featured in the documentary "When Stand Up Stood Out" about the Boston comedy scene, and also narrated 
ESPN's 30 for 30 - "4 Days in October" about the 2004 ALCS comeback of the Boston Red Sox against the New 
York Yankees. 

 

AVAILABLE ROADBUILDERS DINNER SPONSORSHIPS 
 

_____ BEVERAGE SPONSOR(S) STILL AVAILABLE   $1500/ea 

_____ GOLD SPONSOR(S) STILL AVAILABLE   $1000/ea 

_____ SILVER SPONSOR(S) STILL AVAILABLE   $500/ea 

_____ BRONZE SPONSOR(S) STILL AVAILABLE   $250/ea 
 

 

COMPANY:  EMAIL FORM:    CHITCHCOCK@CIMASS.ORG 
  FAX FORM:        (781) 551-0916 
CONTACT:   
   
EMAIL:  CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRIES OF MASSACHUSETTS 
  P.O. BOX 667 
SPONSORSHIP TOTAL:  NORWOOD, MA 02062 
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Intelligent Compaction is getting more and more attention. 

How come? The quick answer is, Intelligent Compaction, or IC, results in im-
proved pavement performance, and needless to say, reducing highway repair 
costs speaks volumes.  

Boiling down the IC advantage. According to the U.S. Department of Trans-
portation and the Federal Highway Agency, pavement is typically designed to 
bear traffic demands for at least 20 years with regularly scheduled maintenance. 
When pavement cracks prematurely, the causes often are either that the pave-
ment and base layer were not compacted properly, or that there is not a uniform 
thickness. Improved per-
formance alone could be 
a major reason for going 

IC, but if that’s not 
enough, there’s also in-
creased productivity. IC 
equipment collects and 
displays information real-

time, and the machine operator can leverage that knowledge.  

Is there such a thing as an IC machine?  Yes – and no. It’s not 
a totally different machine, but it’s outfitted with technology to 
manage and monitor the compaction process. Basically an ‘IC 
machine’ is a vibratory roller, as opposed to a static roller, 
equipped with mounted accelerometers, a Global Positioning 
System (GPS) and infrared sensors to track asphalt temperature.  

 

No waste. It makes perfect sense – if you can obtain opti-
mum compaction density with a minimum number of 
passes, you save time and fuel and your compacting is 
more efficient. IC vibratory rollers can compact greater 
amounts of pavement with fewer passes than the tradition-
al, non-technology equipped rollers. Why is that?  Be-
cause the operator can keep track of roller passes, the tem-
perature of the asphalt surface and the stiffness of com-
pacted materials, all in real time, therefore he does not 
waste time over-compacting it.  

Mike Jouben, General Manager  
SITECH Northeast 

With Intelligent Compaction, the operator knows 
real-time, exactly what his matt temperature and 

pass count are, insuring that he is rolling the 
correct number of passes for his compaction on a 

matt that is not too hot or not too cold. 

A recent Intelligent Compaction Workshop was sponsored by the  
Massachusetts DOT, MassPort, FHWA, ACEC/MA, CIM, & MAAPA. 

The stated goal of the workshop was to address IC fundamentals, a 
walkthrough of the MassDOT Pilot IC specifications and Pilot  
projects. A field demonstration was also part of the workshop. 

As part of the field demonstration, mock roads were set up to simulate  
real-life paving conditions. The burying of soft material in places below the 

surface added further realism to the demonstration and to the benefits of  
Intelligent Compaction. 
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There’s more. Besides reduced highway repair cost; improved productivity; better compaction depth and real-time in-
formation regarding values such as material stiffness and temperature, IC allows the operator to evaluate the underlying 
materials in order to identify any weak spots and other no-compactable areas. The decision can then be made to replace 
underlying material, stabilize it or recompact it, depending on the job and the requirements. Once again, this will result 
in better compaction and a longer-lasting paving job. 

Show me. Nothing beats seeing with your own eyes and operating with your own hands a vibratory roller equipped with 
mounted accelerometers, a GPS and infrared sensors – or having your crew members try it. The good news is, the Feder-
al Highway Administration conducts Intelligent Compaction workshops. There are two types, actually; Intelligent Com-
paction Data Management (ICDM) workshops and Intelligent Compaction Overview workshops. ICDM workshops offer 
hands-on IC training, while IC Overview workshops remain at a general, conceptual level.  

Hands-on training was provided for all attendees as they explored and experimented with Intelligent Compaction. 
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Learn more at ejco.com or call 800 626 4653

East Jordan Iron Works is now EJ

EJ is driven by unparalleled customer care, 
exceptional solutions, global expertise, and 
local understanding. We are EJ.



Milford, MA
508-634-3400

North Reading, MA
978-276-2400

Wareham, MA
508-291-1200

Cranston, RI
401-946-6350

Call your sales representative or the nearest Milton CAT location.

OFFER GOOD FROM OCTOBER 1, 2014 
THROUGH JANUARY 31, 2015.

HERE’S THE CATCH

www.miltoncat.com

• Get up to a $5,000 credit on your choice of a CAT work tool.

• Plus 0% for 48 months, and a three-year/5,000 hr. Powertrain and Hydraulic EPP,
when you buy a new CAT Wheeled Excavator M313, M315, M316, M318, M320, M322.
Or a new CAT Track Excavator 311, 312, 313, 314, 316, 318.

• Get up to $1,000 credit on the purchase of your second CAT work tool.

• Plus 0% for 48 months.

• And, no payment for the first three months, when you buy a new 
CAT Skid Steer Loader; Multi Terrain Loader; Compact Track Loader; 
Backhoe Loader; Compact Wheel Loader 914 and smaller; Wheel Loader 
924, 930, 938; Mini Excavator 308 and smaller; Dozer D5 and smaller. 

WORK TOOLS 

RULE
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Promotional offer valid through Caterpillar Financial Services with credit approval.
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