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1. Name of Property
historic name Burkevi | le Covered Bridge (Preferred namej
other names/site number Conway Covered Bridge"

2. Location

street & number Main Poland Road over South River N/AJ not for publication
city, town Conway N/AJ vicinity"
state VA code 025 county Franklin code on zip code01341

3. Classification

Ownership of Property Category of Property Number of Resources within Property
I | private I I'building(s) Contributing Noncontributing i Lee
[x~I public-local I | district buildings
I | public-State I Isite sites
I I public-Federal [x] structure structures
I | object objects
0 Total
Name of related multiple property listing: * ' Number of contributing resources previously
N/A - listed in the National Register Q

4. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, | hereby certify that this
[xH nomination CZIrequest for determination of eligibility meets the documentation standards for registering properties in the
National Register of Historic Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements set forth in 36 CFR Part 60.
In my opinion, the property meets does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuation sheet.

gnature of certifying official A Daw
Executive ITirector, Massachusetts Historical Coranission

state or Federal agency ad bueau State Historic Preservation Officer

In my opinion, the property meets does not meet the National Register criteria. See continuation sheet.
Signature of commenting or other official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

5. National Park Service Certification
I, hereby, certify that this property Is:

Jjirentered in the National Register. Entered In the

| |See continuation sheet, .

undetermined eligible for the National Kati onal Begl ster
Register. | * See continuation sheet.

| I determined not eligible for the

National Register.

r~| removed from the National Register.
I lother, (explain:)

Signature of the Keeper Date of Action



6. Function or Use Burkevilie Covered Bridge.

Historic Functions (enter categories from instructions)
Transportation/Road-Related

7. Description
Architectural Classification
(enter categories from instructions)

Qher; Miltiple Kngrod Truss

Describe present and historic physical appearance.

Conway. Massachusetts
Current Functions (enter categories from instructions)
Vacant/Not in use

Materials (enter categories from instructions)

Sone, Gncrete

foundation

wdls \Wid

radf \Vubd Shingl es
aher lron Tie

The Burkeville Qovered Bridge is asingle-span nultiple kingrod covered bridge
built in 1870-71 over the South Rver I nBurkeville, aforner nanufacturing
village inthe town of GComay. Until it was closed to vehicular trafficin
1985, it carried Min Poland Road between State Route 116 and its intersection

wth Gchard Street.

The Burkeville bridge neasures 106 -0.5" between the outer edges of the end _
ﬁosts. The superstructure of the bridge consists of tw trusses, 12°-3" in  osciu
ei ght, suPpor ing the 13 -6" wde roaoway and gable roof. Each truss is

0

conposed
extendi ng between opposite corners of

ten panels, each with asi ntgrl1

e outward-sl oping tinber diagonal
e panel. There are no counter

diagonals. At each of the panel points, apair of 1-1/4-inch wought-iron fw,'
vertical ki n%rods transmts the load of the deck to the top chord and

di agonal s.

The useof the iron "kingrod," instead of a wooden ki ngpost,

difrerentiates the multiple kingrod truss from the nore traditional nmultiple
kingpost truss. The close relationship of the twoforns i s further described ;
in Part 8) These rods are threaded at either endto take nuts and washers.

Fromtop to bottom each pair of rods

ses through an upper |ateral

strut,
the top chord, bottom chord, and floorbeam Three rods at the western end of
downst r eam ( sout hz truss appear to have been repl aced /1\3{' steel rods of the

sane di aneter as

The bottom chord of each trussis c

he original inthe early 1960s, jiin

) Zv-. N

onposed of twotinbers with a conbi ned

cross section dinension of 13 inches wde by 12 inches deep. The twotinbers
are bound together with splines and horizontal bolts which pass through the -
pair at intervals. These splines also serve as spacers to allow air

circulation between the tinbers. The chord is notched onits upper surface to
receive the truss diagonals. Mst of the bottom chord on the south

(downstream side appears to be original, though aportion of the western end
vas evidently replaced inthe early 1960s. The bottom chord on the upstream
side was conpl etely replaced in 1940 as part of anajor repair tothe

structure. Fir was used instead of pine, according to George E dridge, wwo
wtnessed the repairs, and steel splice plates were bolted to either side of -

one of the bottom chord nenters.

[x~| See continuation sheet
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A early alteration isevident inthe substructure of the bridge, aclose
examnation of which suggests the fol | owing construction sequence. Oiginally
the deck was supported.%y only nine floorbeans, each carried at its ends
the princi pal Pa| red kingrods. This gave the floorbeans a SﬁaCI ng interval of
apProm nately ten feet, coinciding with the panel width of the trusses. A a
|ater date, evidently to strengthen the bridge for heavier |oads, an
internediate set of floorbeans was installed, thus halving the spacing of the
. These rew beans are carried by threaded rods fromthe top of the
truss's bottom chord. The nain floorbeans are paired tinbers tied together
with threaded rod. The intennediate floorbeans are solid tinbers ad are
braced agai nst the main floorbeans with diagonal |aterals and foot bl ocks.
Al floorbeans, extending several inches beyond the end of the bottom chord
and bridge sheathing, are sheltered fromthe weather by their om sheathing
and a raked top board.

(Josely associatedwith the new floorbeans are paired |ongitudinal tie rods
with turnbuckles located beneath the bottom chords. These tie rods, extending
between iron facepl at es at oPposHe ends of the bottom chord, formatrussed

| ower chord inpart hel ping to support the new Beans. The tie rods are
supported by iron hangers, fastened only to the rods supporting the newer,
internediate floorbeans. It isthe location of the hangers which suggests
that the tie rods are contenporary with the internediate floorbeans.

The Dbridge deck, receiving the %_reatest wear fromtraffic, has probably been
repl aced frequently during the history of the bridge. The plank decki's
carried by several rows of staggered stringers, which inturn are supported by
the floorbeans. Wthinthe last forty years, wod treads have been installed
on top of the planks to lessen the wear” on the deck.

The nain diagonal s are the largest solid nenfbers inthe bridge, with their
size decreasing as one approaches the center of the trusses. The four outer
(portal) diagonals are 14 inches wde and 10 inches deep. All other diagonal s
are 12 inches wde with depths of 6 inches (in the two center panels of each
truss) 7, or 8inches.

The top chord of the truss, |ike the bottom chord, i s nade w of tw beans
with atotal cross section of 87 by 13 inches. Like the bottom chord, the
two nentbers are splined together and cut with notches to take the truss

diagonals. It isworthy of note that the top chord of the truss does not
extend the full length of the bridge. It reaches only between the penul tinate
panel points. It thus reflects the action of the truss only andis

I ndependent of the sheltering roof and portal structure.
conti nued
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The two trusses are linked across the top by upper lateral struts connecting
opposite panel points. These 7x7-inch members rest on top of the top chords
and are fixed to them with the main kingrods. These members play no
load-carrying role, only preventing lateral sway. The superstructure is
further strengthened with a pattern of lateral cross-bracing, mortised into
the crossbeams and bolted together at their intersections.

As noted above, the roof structure is practically independent of the truss.
The roof plate is an independent member supported by the end portal posts and
the ends of the lateral struts, to which it is bolted. Rafters supported by
the plate reach to a ridgeboard and are tied together with collarbeams. The
roof structure was rebuilt in 1975 after it had collasped under a heavy load
of snow February 28, 1975.

The bridge is sheathed with vertical planks extending 10'-O" from the floor,
thus leaving an opening about two feet high at the top to admit light and
air. The sheathing planks, all circularly sawn, range in width from 5 to 12
inches in width and are nailed to three rows of nailers, which are themselves
fastened to the truss. Window openings are cut in the sheathing at irregular
intervals, principally on the downstream si<le. Bridge seats are concealed,
protected from the weather by box enclosures 5'-10" wide and 5'-0" high.

continued
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Archaeol ogi cal  Description

Wi le no prehistoric sites are currently recorded oneither side of the South
Rver which abut the bridge, i tis possible that sites are present. Local es
with simlar locational characteristics asthis inthe area are knomn to
contain prehistoric sites. Ingeneral, however, the potential for prehistoric
or historic sites seens low as aresult of limted land invol ved and because
bridge abutnents probably destroyed anything present at those |ocations.

Mo. 104001$



8. Statement Of Significance 2\, riwo>rof: PriHo» rnrM.-y  Maccarhncottc
Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in relation to other properties:

| I nationally Fyl statewide [x~ locally
Applicable National Register Criteria ~ A | IB 1j~C | ID
Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) "~ A Qc NEOLIG
lates
Are”'s of Signifksange (enter categories from instructions) "ANAYA SiNiNgiance Aghidic NN
tngmeering
Cultural["y|Niation
[nt Person Archjlect/Builder _ ,

brernan, S/lvanus P

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above.

The Burkeville Covered Bridge retains integrity of location, design, setting,
materials, craftsmanship, and association. The bridge is one of only five
historic-period covered bridges in Massachusetts, and one of only a handful in
the nation identified of the multiple kingrod variety. It is also the oldest
known combination timber and iron truss in Massachusetts. The bridge has also
been closely associated with the development of the village of Burkeville and
the town. The Burkeville Covered Bridge thus meets criteria A and Cof the s
National Register of Historic Places on the state and local levels.

Cowmay is a hilltown on the western edge of the Connecticut Valley in
Massachusetts. Rising steeply from the lowlands of the Deerfield River Valley
on the east, the town is dominated by the metomorphic shists which fortn the
bedrock of the town and appear in numerous rock outcrops. The resistance of
these rocks, formed in the continental collision 400 million years ago, has
provided the town with the natural water power which drove the local economy
in the 19th century. The largest and most heavily utilized of these streams
was the South River. The river rises in Ashfield, the adjoining town on the
west, and runs east through Burkeville and Comway Village before turning north
and flowing into the Deerfield River, which forms the northeast border of the !
town. In its nine-mile course, the river falls over 630 feet.

Although Conway's grazing land mey have been used by Deerfield and Shelburne ' ~
residents for much of the 18th century, the town's earliest non-native

permanent settlement did not occur until the end of the French and Indian wars
in 1763. After the Revolution, Coway grew rapidly and by 1790 the town's
population of 2,092 was greater than any other town in the Connecticut Valley
north of Springfield. Grist and fulling mills were established on the lower
reaches of the South River for at least four decades, however, before the

water power at Burkeville was tapped.

pc] See continuation sheet
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| | See continuation sheet

Verbal Boundary Description

The nomnated property i s bounded on the north and south by the bounds of the Min Rdl and
Roed (a tom roads), onthe east by the intersection wth Ashfield Road (Sate Route 116)
ad on the vest by the intersection wth Qchard Street and Min Poland Foad. The
nomnated property |scongjetely_ w thinthe bounds of the tom road property described

as Min Poland Road, the Bridge i sidentified as Bi:ige G209 the Massachusetts Dept.
of Public V@rks. g g con%ﬂrjatiogysheet pt

Boundary Justification —

The nomnated property consists only of the bridge and its abutnents. % u

| | See continuation sheet
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organization Massachusetts Historical Commission date Mav 1. 1988 "

street & number 80 Boylston Street telephone (617) 727-8470
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Burkeville was named for Edmund Burke (c. 1802-1865), who organized the Conway
Manufacturing Company in 1837 and built the first woolen mill on the South
River, about 450 yards north of the covered bridge. A dam across the South
River immediately downstream of the Burkeville Bridge impounded water to
supply the Conway Manufacturing Company mill, supplied by a race extending
along the north side of Ashfield Road. By 1845, the Burkeville mill alone
produced nearly 85% of Franklin County's woolen cloth. Burke's mill was
quickly followed by a cotton mill, and in the succeeding decades both a tool
company and cutlery provided employment for Burkeville residents. The first
bridge at the covered bridge site is thought to have been constructed in 1850
when Poland Road was rerouted to cross the river closer to the center of the
village. Ore source (see "Nature's Fury...") indicates that it was a covered
bridge, and, unlike the present bridge, was supported by a center pier. After
the death of Edmund Burke, the Conway Manufacturing Company was sold to Edward
Delabarre in 1867, and the millpond was referred to as "Delabarre's Pond," and
the covered bridge as "the bridge at Delabarre's Pond."

The torrential rains which hit New England in early October 1869 caused
widespread flooding. Many bridges were lifted off their abutments and
required replacement. Adelbert Jakeman, commenting in 1935 on the number of
covered bridges remaining in the state, wrote that "practically half" of the
26 remaining spans were built in 1870 following the flooding (Jakeman 1935:
21). Town clerk Henry Billings described the havoc caused by the South River
in Conway:

[On the fourth of] October 1869 after a rain of thirty-six hours in which
8 inches of water fell, occurred the greatest flood ever known here. All
the bridges from the mouth of South River to Ashfield line, ten in number,
except one over Delabarre Pond [site of the present bridge] and one near
C.N. Daniel's [Francis Manwell's] were swept away, and these two made
impassable. Tucker & Cook's Reservoir was carried away, all the dams
below so much injured as to stop the mills. Clapp's Tannery yard was
nearly all washed away, carrying away his barn and bark shed, steam boiler
and chimney. J. Wheelock's two story shop and dwelling was carried away
-- E.C. Fotte's two story frame building moved from its foundation. The
water at its highest point after breaking away of the reservoir was at
least twelve feet above low water mark in the village. [Town Clerk's
Records, Book F., p.144]

Although the Burkeville bridge resisted the flood, apparently its center pier
and abutments were sufficiently weakened so that the structure required
replacement the following year. At the annual town meeting May 21, 1870,
Philip M. Phillips, whose house stood on the south bank near the bridge,

continued
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petitioned the town to rebuild the structure. Town Clerk's records that it
was "voted-- that the Selectmen be instructed to build a good through bridge
at Delabarre's Pond." [Town Clerk's Records, Book F. p. 128]. The town voted
to borrow $3,000 to rebuild the bridge, as well as the schoolhouse in
Burkeville.

The new bridge was designed as a single span structure, without a center

pier. Construction appears to have begun in August 1870, when the Selectmen's
records first report payment for "work on Pond Bridge." All told, nineteen
men were paid for work on the Pond Bridge between August and the following
May. The total sum paid out for labor on the bridge (and for the schoolhouse
also under construction at that time) was $961.83. Nearly 40 percent of this
amount ($384.19) was paid to S.P. Sheman for work on the bridge. This amount
suggests that Shemman was the principal builder or contractor on the work and
may also have been responsible for the design of the bridge.

Sylvanus Persons Shemman (1826-1912) was a native of Worthington. In 1851 he
married a Comay woman, Lavinia Trusdel, and moved to Coway soon after. He
was a carpenter and builder, and until 1880 his name is frequently on the
lists of disbursements of the town highway department. In 1871 he is shown in
the County Atlas of that date living on Pleasant (formerly School) Street, not
far from the Burkeville Bridge. Sheman moved to Northampton in 1880, where
he continued to engage in the building and contracting business for another
decade. [Daily Hampshire Gazzette 25 January 1912.]

J. Marshall Thompson, George Trusdel, and L.F.. Eldridge, all in their
thirties, also contributed significantly to the construction. Thompson
(1839-1924) was paid $104.50, the second highest amount of any of the
builders. In the town records his name is usually associated with a derrick,
and it is thought that Marshall may have been a stonemason. Lucien F.
Eldridge (1839- ), later a town selectman, was paid $100.00 in two payments;
and George Truesdale (1839-1918), who was also Sherman's brother-in-law, was
paid $75.00.

No other major repairs to the bridge are documented in the town records until
1939. After the Hurricane and flood of 1938, the structure was sufficiently
weakened to cause heavy traffic to be routed around the bridge. At a meeting
with the county commissioners, local residents petitioned for the repair of
the bridge. It had been used for years to bring large quantities of milk and
produce from farms in the Poland district of the town. Replacement of the
bridge with a concrete span was considered, but rejected after considerable
support was expressed for its historic and scenic value. In 1940, under the
direction of Leon C. Germain, major repairs were undertaken. These included

continued
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the replacement of the entire bottom chord on the upstream side of the
bridge. The cost of the work, spread over two years, was $2,481. Of this
amount, $1,000 was paid by the State, $300 by the county, and the balance by
the town.

Approximately twenty years later, additional repairs were necessary to the
southwest corner, where three new tie rods were installed, and a section of
the bottom chord was replaced. In 1965, a new concrete face was poured on the
east pier, matching the west abutment, which had a similar refacing in 1942.
Despite extensive repairs to the roof in 1969, however, it had been weakened
sufficiently in February 1975 to collapse under a heavy load of snow.
Volunteer labor rebuilt the roof the following spring. Despite the repairs to
the bridge over time, the integrity of the structure as a whole has not been
compromised. The bridge was closed to vehicular traffic in 1980; repaired and
reopened in 1982; and closed again in 1985. Existing timbers are reportedly
insufficient for an eight-ton load limit. Despite posting, trucks have
continued to use the bridge while it was open. The State has closed the
bridge until either the bridge is strengthened or heavy vehicles are
effectively barred from using the bridge.

The bridge is one of five historic-period covered bridges in Massachusetts.
The others are the Upper Sheffield Covered Bridge (NR-11/24/1978), a Town
lattice truss built in 1837-38; the Arthur A. Smith Covered Bridge (NR-2/3/83)
in Colrain, a hybrid Burr arch-truss built in 1870 and later moved and
reconfigured; the Dummerston Bridge at Old Sturbridge Village, an 1874 Town
lattice truss moved from Dummerston, Vermont in 1952; and the Gilbertville
Covered Bridge (NR-5/8/86), an 1886 Town lattice truss built over the Ware
River between the towns of Ware and Hardwick. Franklin County (in which both
Conway and Colrain are located) has long retained more covered bridges than
any other county in the state. In 1935, of the twenty-six covered bridges
which Adelbert Jakeman identified in the state, fifteen were located in
Franklin County. (The omission of two Blackstone valley bridges from
Jakeman's list casts some doubt on its completeness). Five of the fifteen
were lost the following year to the destructive flooding that affected much of
New England, and by 1955 only three historic spans remained. (Greenfield's
Pumping Station Road Bridge has since burned and was replaced by a replica in
1972))

Of the twenty-six bridges reported in 1935, Jakeman reported that "practically
half" of the spans "were built in 1870 following the great flood in October,
1869" (Jakeman 1935: 21). If this is the case (Jakeman provides few dates in
his text), the Burkeville and Colrain bridges are the last of this generation
to survive. Today, the two bridges are the second and third oldest of the

continued
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covered bridges in Massachusetts, and of the two, only the Burkeville exanpl e
retains its original location.

The Burkeville Qovered Bridge isthe only exanple of the multiple ki n%post
type of trussinthe state. At least since the early 20th century, the

su -varlet}i_ of this type which uses iron tension rods has been described as a
"multiple kingrod" truss. A"ki nc};rod" according to J.AL Véddell, is "an
iron rod used to take the place of a kingpost.™ ([See Vdddel | i n

bi bl i ography. S ephen J. Roper, personal comwnication). Inaddition to the
greater ease of assenbl ?/ iron rods allowed anuch nore certain connection of
the tension nenfoers to the toB and bottom chords. \aod nenfbers, fastened with
treenails, were nore readll)(] roken when subjected to heavy tensile |oads than
iron rods held inplace with nuts andwashers. Threaded iron rod also al | owned
the truss structure to betightened or otherw se adjusted. Hwever, because
the Burkeville bridge conines tinber and wought-iron tie rods, the bridge

has sonetines been mstaken for a Hwe truss. In consequence it nay be useful
to examne br|.ef|>{1 the respective roles of the nultiple kingpost, kingrod, and
FHone trusses in the devel opnent of Anerican bridge truss design.

The multiple ki ng?ost formof trussis one of the ol dest types of trussin use
of the world. Palladioill lustrated the form as one of four basic bridge
trusses inhis Treatise on Architectureof 1570. Init, arepeating series of
vertical tension neners and diagonal conpression neners transmt the | oad
from the center of the bridge tothe abutnents. e of the better known

nodi fications of the form occurred when Theodore Burr (1771- 1822? stiffened

the truss with the addition of wooden arches, thus naking possible greater
lengths (Kenp 1975). Burr patented the conbination in 1806, and the br|d?e
was built all over the country as Ion? as n truss bridges continued to be
built. Mdificationsto Golrain's Acthur A Smth Qovered Bridge in the 1920s
|||{Jstrate that the Burr arch-truss continued to be used even into the 20th
century.

A'though the lattice truss patented l%/ Ithiel Town in 1820 qui ckly becane the
nost popul ar type of wooden truss bridge because of the ease with which [ocal
builders could erect it, it was the truss patented by Sephen H Long
(1784-1864) in 1830 that was nore significant inthe history of bridge

bui lding. Long's truss was the first inwhich sone neasure of nathenatical

cal cul ations ﬁayed apart. Tothe extent that the vertical nenbers werein
tension and the principal diagonals were in conpressionj the Long truss vas a
variation onthe nultiple kingpost truss. Long, however, added countersto
nore accuratel y reflect the changing |oad as avehicle passed over the bridge,
thus giving the truss its characteristic appearance as ‘aseries of giant
boxed Xs" (Allen 1983 16). The counters were the "essential feature which

cont i nued
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distinguished it from a traditional multiple king post truss" (Kemp 1984:
58).The Long truss, built entirely of wood, had an effective popularity of
only ten years, replaced, particularly by the railroads, by the Howe truss,
developed by Massachusetts millwright William Howe (1803-1852). Today, the
term "Howe truss" is a conventional, sometimes loosely applied term for what
was essentially a Long truss with iron rods instead of vertical posts. Home
never patented such a truss, however, perhaps because of its similarity to
Long's design (Allen 1983: 17-18). (The two trusses he did patent, in July
1840 and 1846, were seldom used.) Two of his earliest bridges, for the
Western Railroad (later in Boston and Albany), employed trusses with iron
roads and multiple web systems in each panel. The familiar Howe truss with a
single diagonal and counter in each panel does not appear to have been
employed until his brother-in-law, Amasa Stoner, and D.L. Harris founded their
own bridge building firm in Springfield, Mass in 1841. The simplicity of the
form, and the ease with which it could be erected with local materials led to
its wide adoption by railroads for the remainder of the century.

Although Stone and Harris quickly adopted iron rods to the Long truss, the
multiple kingpost was evidently slower to be so modified, perhaps because of
patent restrictions. Howe's patent, for tha use of iron rods in any truss as
a means of adjusting it, was granted August 3, 1840, thus effectively barring
all but licensees from its use until 1854. Iron rods do not appear to have
been employed in multiple kingpost trusses until the early 1850s. The first
example of its use which Carl Condit had identified was one built over the
Appomattox River in 1851-53 for the South Side Railroad (later a Norfolk &
Western line) in Farmville, Virginia (Condit 1960: 96).

Although multiple kingrod through trusses are rare, some railroads, such as
the Boston & Maine, continued to built multiple kingrod pony trusses to carry
local roads over their tracks. In Massachusetts, the state historic bridge
survey conducted by the Department of Public Works, has identified five
surviving multiple kingrod pony trusses built by the Boston & Maine between
1892 and 1911 (Roper 1985).

With this perspective, the Burkeville Bridge, as a multiple kingpost design,
can be seen as part of a centuries-long tradition of vernacular bridge
construction by local builders. Yet, the use of wrought iron for tension
members was a reflection of a technology that was barely thirty years old (and
only sixteen years free of license restrictions) when Sherman and his
colleagues constructed the bridge. Richard Allen, author of the standard work
on covered bridges in the northeast, estimates that the Conway bridge is
"unique" in the northeast and probably represents the state-of-the-art in
wooden bridge building as practiced by knowledgeable local builders of the
period (Allen, personal communication).

ocntinued
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Archaeological Significance

Although Conway's grazing land mey have been used by Deerfield and Shelburne
residents for much of the 18th century, the town's earliest non-native
permanent settlement did not occur until the end of the French and Indian wars
in 1763. After the Revolution, Coway grew rapidly and by 1790 the town's
population of 2,092 was greater than any other town in the Connecticut Valley
north of Springfield. Grist and fulling mills were established on the lower
reaches of the South River for at least four decades, however, before the
water power at Burkeville was tapped.

Burkeville was named for Edmund Burke (c. 1802-1865), who organized the Coway
Manufacturing Compary in 1837 and built the first woolen mill in the South
River, about 450 yards north of the covered bridge. A dam across the South
River immediately downstream of the Burkeville Bridge impounded water to
supply the Coway Manufacturing Company mill, supplied by a race extending
along the north side of Ashfield Road. By 1845, the Burkeville mill alone
produced nearly 8% of Franklin County's woolen cloth. Burke's mill was
quickly followed by a cotton mill, and in the succeeding decades both a tool
company and cutlery provided employment for'Burkeville residents. The first
bridge at the covered bridge site is thought to have been constructed in 1850
when Poland Road was rerouted to cross the river closer to the center of the
village. Ore source (see "Nature's Fury...") indicates that it was a covered
bridge, and, unlike the present bridge, was supported by a center pier. After
the death of Edmund Burke, the Comay Manufacturing Compary was sold to Edward
Delabarre in 1867, and the millpond was referred to as "Delabarre's Pond," and
the covered bridge as "the bridge at Delabarre's Pond."
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10. Verbal Boundary Description

The nomnated property i s bounded on the north and south by the bounds of the
Min Poland Road (a town road), on the east by the intersection with Ashfield
Red (State Route 116) andon the west by the intersection with Qchard
Street andMaln Pol and Road. The nomnatéd property |sco%agtel_ﬁ1ethh|nthe
bounds of the town roadZBroperty described as Min Pol and bridgeis
identified as Bridge G20-9 by the Massachusetts Dept. of Public Verks.

Boundary Justification
The nomnated property consists only of the bridge and its abutnents.



BORKEVI | i LE GOVERED BRI DGE
Main Pol and Road at South River
Conway, MA

Detail from

Road Layout for Ashfield Road (State Route 116)
Plan Book #8, page 19 (c.1926),

Franklin County Engineer's Office, Greenfield, MA

[The Town of Conway has not yet prepared
Assessor's Maps of the Town.]
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