
SENATE ]No. 350.

Views of a Minority of the Committee on Street
Railways on the Several Requests for Legisla-
tion to promote the Construction of an Electric
Railway between Boston and Providence.

The several petitions upon which the majority and minoi
ity reports of the committee on Street Railways are based
involve requests for legislation to promote the construction
of an electric railway between Boston and Providence.
Testimony of selectmen and other citizens of the towns
through which such road would pass was heard, and it was
ample and convincing that there is a public demand for its
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the Boston Elevated, the use of the Blue Hill Street Rail-
way as a link in the system, and a route lying east of
the New f ork, New Haven & Hartford Railroad, through
East Providence to Providence. The minority of the com-
mittee are convinced that this route could never meet the
demand that exists for a fast line, and would utterly fail to
accommodate the most populous towns lying between Boston
and Providence.

The second proposition, known as the Gaston, Powers and
Shaw route, has for its terminus the Forest Hills station of
the Boston Elevated, and is located westerly of the steam
road and passes through North Attleborough and Attle-
borough and Pawtucket to Providence.

Such a route, located mainly upon private land, with
grade crossings eliminated, could be operated at a high
speed with safety, and would fully meet the recognized de-
mands of the communities lying between Boston and Provi-
dence. It would also best serve the purpose of a through
electric railway between these two cities.

The minority of the committee are, therefore, of the
opinion that special legislation is warranted to meet this
special need, and therefore recommend the passage of the
accompanying bill. [See Senate, No. 351.] The majority
of the committee, not denying these conclusions, recom-
mend general legislation to meet this special case. The
objections to a genera! law for this purpose are several:
first, there was no request for a general law except from the
representatives of the railroads, who view the building of
such a road as the creation of competition to be suppressed
in its inception ; second, the Legislature has steadfastly re-
fused the general right of eminent domain to street railways
in the past, and there is no evidence of any change in its
policy; third, it is doubtful polic}- to frame a general law
to meet a special need. The minority of the committee,
therefore, urge the substitution of the special act for the
following reasons :

First. It is in line with the policy heretofore established
jf granting eminent domain to street railways only in
special cases.
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Second. It is the only practicable method of meeting a
great public demand, without considering the extreme
probability of the failure of the proposed general act to
become a law. Recent street railway history exemplifies the
hazards of attempting to construct an inter-urban electric
road under general laws, especially with railroad opposition.

Third. It is the duty of the Legislature to recognize the
xpressed wish of these communities, and give them a legis-

lative act which will adequately meet the demand.
Fourth. The proposed special act is in harmony with

existing law ; it delegates to the local boards the power of
fixing the route over private land as well as over public
ways ; it requires the concurrent approval of the Board of
Railroad Commissioners, who must at the outset certify that
public convenience and necessity require the construction of

he road. The rights of the public are thoroughly safe-
guarded. The right of eminent domain cannot be exercised

y authority of the selectmen and with the approval
of the Railroad Commissioners. Grade crossings must bt
eliminated, and the road must bear the whole expense.

Believing, as we do, that the proposed road is substan-
tially a new development in electric roads, not anticipated
by existing law, that its construction will satisfy an admitted
public demand, we recommend appropriate legislation whicl
in good faith contemplates the actual construction and opera
tion of such a re
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