
SENATE....No. 103.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives ,
in

General Court assembled:

The undersigned, who are among the petitioners for leave to
occupy certain flats, situated between channels in Mystic River,
and who are riparian owners on the Charlestown side, opposite
to said channels, and owners of the largest portion of the upland
on the Charlestown shore, southerly of the line of Elm street,
being dissatisfied with the provisions of the bill reported upon
the said petition, beg leave respectfully to remonstrate against
its passage, preferring to have no action in the premises, for
the present, and until there shall be a better understanding, and
more unanimity in feeling, among all the parties in interest.

Some of the reasons which influence us in this wish, are as
follows :

Because a large portion of the flats aforesaid, by the provis-
ions of the bill, are given to shore owners above Elm street,
when the same ought to be the common and joint property of
the proposed corporation ; as well those members whose estates
are below, as above said street.

Because it is not made certain, by the provisions of the bill,
that riparian owners on the portion of the channel lying above
said Elm street, which it is proposed to discontinue, will not

make and maintain a claim for damages, on account of said
discontinuance, upon the members of said proposed corporation.
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Because it is not made certain, by the provisions of said bill,
that riparian owners on the Charlestown shore, above the south-
erly channel, will not make and maintain a claim for damages,
on account of the filling up said granted flats, which the mem-
bers of the corporation will be obliged to meet.

Because the considerations required of the corporation, for
the grant aforesaid, are unequally apportioned among those who
receive the benefits of the grant, falling mainly upon those who
are members of the corporation, when in justice, they should
fall upon all those who receive any portion of the land or flats
granted.

Because the costs of the proposed improvements in said river,
in the estimates made, so far exceed what we originally expect-
ed, that we feel unwilling to engage in the project, and to relin-
quish our present privileges for those contemplated by the bill.

Because the most equal and just division of said flats, is one
giving them to the shore owners, in proportion to the number of
shore feet owned, requiring them to bear the expenses, and fulfil
the obligations, in like proportion.

And generally, because the whole complexion of the project
is changed by the proposed bill, from what was expected and
contemplated by us, when we signed the petition. We antici-
pated a grant, which would allow us to share said flats propor-
tionally to our shore property, and to enter or not, at our plea-
sure, into a corporation. The bill compels us, either to relinquish
the wide extent of water privileges which we now hold in com-
mon in said Mystic River, without a consideration, or to become
members of a corporation, obligated to expend large sums of
money, entirely disproportionate to any benefits to be received.
The tract of flats is much diminished in area, from our original
expectation. One part of it goes to riparian owners, without a
consideration, and in so far diminishes the means of the corpo-
ration, to meet the obligations imposed upon it by the terms of
the bill. By the provisions of the bill, the corporation are obli-
gated to provide against contingencies, such as the shoaling of
the water in the channel, on the Chelsea side, the extent and
amount of which are so uncertain, as very materially to dimin-
ish the value of the whole corporate property, should the grant

be accepted.
For these reasons, and in the belief that the present bill, if
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passed in its present shape, will greatly delay and prejudice
a project, which may yet be entered upon with more unanimity
and harmony, and carried forward successfully, by a better
division among all the parties interested, we respectfully remon-
strate against the passage of said bill, and ask that its further
consideration may be postponed.

EDMUND T. HASTINGS,
JAMES G. FULLER,
JOHN SANBORN,
BARNABAS EDMANDS,
ALFRED WORCESTER,
GILBERT TUFTS,
ELISHA PARKS,
CHARLES BROWNE.

Charlestown. April 15, 1850.




