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Commonwealth op Massachusetts
Executive Department

To the Honorable Senate and House ofRepresentative

I return herewith a bill entitled “ An Act to authorize
and require the Metropolitan Water and Sewerage Board
to construct and maintain a System for the Disposal of
the Sewage of the Village of Saxonville in the Town of
Framingham.”

This bill carries with it no provision for an appropria
tion, nor are there funds available to carry its provision;
into effect. No system of sewage could therefore be con
structed under it, even if signed.

The reason alleged for calling upon the Metropolitan
District to construct a sewage system for a town not in
that district is that the village of Saxsonville is not per-
mitted to use the Sudbury River for drainage purposes,
the water of that river being utilized for drinking pur-
poses by the Metropolitan District. This ground for
damages is brought forward thirty-four years after the
taking of the river by the City of Boston.

I have called for expert opinion on this matter from the
State Board of Health. They inform me that the village
of Saxonville has sustained no damage in connection with
drainage, as under no circumstances could the slow and
sluggish Sudbury River ever be used for drainage pur-
poses. Its drop is but two feet in twenty-six miles.

The town of Concord, further down the river, with a
larger flowage, was prevented from using this river tor
drainage purposes, such purposes being inimical to the
public health. That town promptly constructed its own
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sewage works. Easthampton, under similar conditions
has taken similar action.

An act has just been passed authorizing the payment to
the town of Clinton of an award on account of the utiliza-
tion of the Nashua River for the Metropolitan Water
Supply. But the case of Clinton is not parallel in any
respect with that of Saxonville. The Nashua River is a
swift-flowing stream. It was very properly used by
Clinton as an outlet for sewage, and when the river was
diverted from that purpose the sewage outlet into river
w r as necessarily abandoned.

Saxonville had no sewage works when the Sudbury
River was taken and has none now. The Sudbury River,
if ever used by individuals for drainage, was improperly
used. No such use has been countenanced for a third of
a century, and even should the river be handed back to
the town, no such use would be permitted by a Board of
Health desiring to save the people from a wide-spread
pest of malarial or even typhoid fever.

As Saxonville could not be permitted to drain into the
Sudbury River under any conditions, no obligation there-
fore rests on the Metropolitan District to construct a
sewage system such as must be constructed in any event,
and such as has been constructed at their own expense
by other towns bordering upon similar streams.

CURTIS GUILD, Jr.


