
HOUSE No. 459.

VIEWS OF THE MINORITY OF THE COMMITTEE ON HAR-
BORS AND PUBLIC LANDS ON THE BILL TO INCORPO-
RATE THE CAPE COD MARITIME CANAL COMPANY.
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Second, the bill gives them an exclusive option upon canal
construction for four years. They may or may not build it,
as they see fit, but no penalty is attached for the non-
performance of work; and during that time all others are
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Mr. Livermore, when he heard ot the bill that had been

reported, stated before the committee that he had not come

before the Legislature asking State aid in behalf of the Cape
Cod Ship Canal Company; but, if it was to be the policy of

the Legislature to grant State aid, then, if the State would
grant it to Mr. Quincy A. Shaw, Mr. John M. Forbes and
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Mr. Henry L. Higginson and himself, they would guarantee
to complete the canal within three years.

The minority state this simply to show that there are
reputable men within the borders of this Commonwealth
who will guarantee the construction of the canal under a
like charter, and that, if the Legislature proposes to grant
State aid, it is not necessary to go outside of the State to
find people to undertake the work.

But the minority of the committee, however, believe that
no' corporation should receive State aid for this purpose
under conditions as they exist to-day.

In the opinion of the minority of the committee, the State
should either undertake to build it wholly and alone, and to
own and control it as a maritime highway, or the nation
should build it either alone or in conjunction with the State,
or it should be built wholly by private capital and private
enterprise.

The experience of the Commonwealth in the case of the
New York and New England Railroad and in the case of the
Hoosac Tunnel should alone prevent such a proposition from
being seriously considered.

(Signed) JOHN SIMPKINS
W. 11. WEST.
J. LEWIS AUSTIN.
CHARLES H. NYE.




