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House of Representatives May 4, 1864.

The Committee on Horse Railroads, to whom was recommitted
Senate Bill, (Senate, No. 156,) entitled, “ An Act in addition
to an Act incorporating the Union Freight Horse Railroad
Company,” and to whom was referred the Remonstrance of
F. Skinner and others, have considered the same, and

The Act incorporating the Union Freight Horse Railroad
Company was approved on the twenty-ninth day of April,
eighteen hundred and sixty-three, and, by one of its provisions,
has become void, because not accepted by the city of Boston
within one year from that time.

After two unsuccessful efforts to get the Act accepted by the
city council, the parties interested appealed to the legislature
for such modifications as they believed would render it less
objectionable. Your Committee regarding the Bill referred to
them as a simple modification of the original Act, were at first
inclined to the opinion that it ought to pass ; but when it sub-
sequently appeared that the original Act was about to expire,
by reason of the limitation above-named, and that numerous
persons seemed to be interested in preventing a renewal or
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extension of the charter in any form, they determined to give
all parties a hearing.

At the hearing, parties opposed to the passage of the Bill
appeared and protested that the subject was not properly before
the legislature; that no legal notice, such as the statutes
require,—indeed, that no notice of any kind,—had been given
that these parties intended to apply to this legislature. Several
remonstrances were before the Committee, one of them signed
by three hundred and four persons; one-half of whom, it was
testified, were abutters or parties doing business on the streets
mentioned in the Bill, and one hundred of whom were said to
represent a taxable interest of eight millions of dollars. Those
remonstrants claim that the proposed Bill is more objectionable
than the Act of last year rejected by the committee of the city
council, for the reason, that while the Act provided for a com-
plete circuit of the city, thus implying the passage of all cars
in one direction, the Bill authorizes tracks only between the
Lowell Depot and the Boston and Worcester Depot, and thus
renders necessary turnout-tracks, at intervals, in order that the
cars may be passed in both directions, and thereby increases the
prospective obstructions of the streets.

It further appeared that the streets proposed to be occupied
by the tracks of the Union Freight Horse Railroad Company,
are among the most crowded thoroughfares of the city ; that for
considerable distances their width between the curb-stones does
not exceed twenty-six feet; that some of the corners to be
turned are acute, which the ordinary car would be unable to
pass ; and that the rails which must necessarily be used for the
passage ofsteam railroad freight cars have grooves of one and one-
half inches in depth, and would render the narrow streets almost
impassable for other vehicles. On the other hand, parties in
favor of the Bill stated that encouragement had been held out
to them by a committee of the city council, that the modified
Bill would receive their sanction. Some members of said com-
mittee stated to us that they “ had intimated that if the original
Act could be modified so as not to be objectionable to the abut-
ters on the streets through which their rails would be laid, or
to those doing business in that part of the city, they might favor
the project.” Testimony so conditional in its character could
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not be considered by your Committee as affording much prospect
that the city would ever locate the tracks, if authorized so to
do by the legislature.

From all the information before your Committee, they are led
to the conclusion that the Bill ought not to pass.

GEORGE W. PARTRIDGE.

order of the Committee,




