
SENATE.....No. 68.

The Joint Standing Committee on Railroads and Canals, to
whom were referred the petition of Luther Metcalf and oth-
ers, and several petitions in aid of the same; also the remon-
strance of Robert G. Shaw and others, Trustees of the Bond-
holders of the Norfolk County Railroad Company, have at-
tended to the same, and ask leave to '

It can hardly be necessary at this time, to go into a history of
the several efforts made in years past, for a railroad to unite
Boston with the valley of the Blackstone. Something like a
dozen routes, differing from each other in more or fewer partic-
ulars, have at different times claimed and received the attention
of the Legislature. In 1847, these routes were reduced to four;
and on these four, a very long and patient hearing, extending
from February llth to March 29th, was had. The report of
the committee before whom this hearing took place, constitutes
document 173 House of Representatives, 1847. It is very elab-
orate, discusses the merits of the various routes very fully, and
concludes with an unanimous recommendation that the bill
chartering the Norfolk County road should be passed, and said
bill was passed accordingly. For the ground and reasons of
the preference of that route to the other competing ones, are
fully stated in said document.

Commontotaltl) of jHassirrtjMßttts.

REPORT;
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Although the petitions were so numerous, and the routes so
numerous, it never appears to have entered into the head of any-
body at that time, to conceive the chartering of more than one
road. Ail appear to have agreed, that one road was needed,
and only one; and the protracted struggle as to the route by
which the public should be accommodated, it was supposed
would be ended when ope route should be finally selected.

But this apparently reasonable expectation has been disap-
pointed. Only one of the three rejected routes has been content
to leave the field,—the two others have subsequently pressed
their claims. And to meet the business wants of certain locali-
ties, upon (what was called) the Pettee route, the Charles
River Branch has been chartered to Dover, and the Medway
Branch, from the Norfolk County road to Medway. It was
deemed that these charters would accommodate all the leading
places of business on that route, and would accommodate them
more in accordance with the public interest, than any other
method.

Though the Charles River Branch is probably about to be
built as far, at least, as Newton Upper Falls, there does not
appear to be any prospect that the Medway Branch will be soon
built, unless the demand for the through road, extending to
Woonsocket, in Rhode Island, can be quieted, and put at rest.
The business men of Medway are strongly desirous of the
through route, and they are sustained by the pressing exertions
and influence of the business men of Woonsocket. But if the
business men of Medway would give up the through route, and
unite upon the branch, their business villages might be very
well accommodated, especially if the branch were somewhat
extended, which could easily be done. And if the businessmen
of Woonsocket would avail themselves of the Norfolk County
road, as they are empowered to do, it is not at all apparent why
they could not be as well accommodated, as by the proposed
route. And in this way, both these leading localities would
have convenient railroad facilities, at a very much less cost than
could be provided in any other way.

The length of the road petitioned for, is 21 3-10 miles,
and its whole cost is estimated by the engineer, at $555,953, or

a little over $26,000 per mile. It passes through the towns of
Medfield, Medway and Bellingham, and reaches the State line
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ia the latter town, and thence passes to Woonsocket, in Rhode
Island, crossing the track of the Norfolk County Railroad. Med-
field is exclusively an agricultural town. It has manufactures
of straw, and boots and shoes. It was in evidence, that a large
quantity of cranberries were gathered in the town, and apples
were raised for market. Considerable intercourse is now main-
tained between this town and Brighton, which would be likely
to increase. The town, by the last census, contains 953 inhab-
itants. The people appear to be quite desirous of the road. But
the committee are constrained to express the opinion, that all
the business they can give the proposed road, would fall very
far short of the cost of running the trains through their town.

The town of Medway has 2807 inhabitants; is a busy and
thriving place, full of manufactories, and could give a very fair
amount of business to a railroad, though not nearly enough to
support it. It has four principal villages, three of which would
be well accommodated by the proposed road; and three will
also be well accommodated by the branch already chartered, if
it be extended to West Medway. So that so far as the business
of Medway is concerned, the facilities afforded by the branch
extended to West Medway, will be about the same as those
afforded by the proposed road, and so far as county business is
concerned, much better. The cost of the branch already char-
tered to Factory Village, and connected with Norfolk County
road, is estimated to cost less than $40,000. At Factory Vil-
lage, it comes near the surveyed route of the new road; and,
of course, it could be constructed up to West Medway, on the
line of that road, as cheaply as said new road could be. The
estimate of $40,000 is understood not to embrace any motive
power or furniture of any kind. From these facts, it is very
obvious that a very great saving in expenditure of money would
be effected by the construction of the branch, over the proposed
road; and the committee would venture the opinion, that if the
people of Medway, especially of Factory Village, would yield
their predilections for the proposed road, and enter with spirit
into the scheme of having the branch, they would in three
months, construct the same, have good railroad facilities for
their business, and never feel the loss, if they received but little
income from the road.

The town of Bellingham contains 1246 inhabitants. It is
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about ten miles long; and the proposed road runs its whole
length. Most of the business is done in the north part of the
town, near the line of Medway, and it would be a good deal
benefited by the Medway Branch, extended to West Medway.
The Norfolk County road crosses the town in its southern por-
tion, and has three depots in the town, for the accommodation
of the inhabitants. So that, if the branch be built, the people
of Bellingham would have no reason to complain of the want of
railroad facilities.

Woonsocket, in Rhode Island, and other villages in its vicin-
ity, remain to be considered. Woonsocket is represented as a
place of great activity and business capacity, both in fact and
in prospect. It has about 5500 inhabitants; and it is the aid to
be derived from this place, and the business that is promised to
come upon the proposed route, that alone give any plausibility
to the idea that the road can ever be built, or that it can be sup-
ported when built. This place, therefore, deserves particular
consideration.

In the printed statistics presented to the committee in- 1847,
Woonsocket was put down as supplying 10,000 tons of freight,
and 10,000 passengers yearly, between that place and Boston.
Now, besides the results furnished by near two years’ experi-
ence of the Norfolk County road, to which reference will pres-
ently be made, there are circumstances which a 'priori, would
lead us to regard such estimates with great suspicion. The
business done at Woonsocket is almost or quite Providence
business. The factories were built, and continue to be op-
erated, by Providence capital. By means of the Blackstone
Canal for many years, and by the Providence and W orcester
Railroad recently, it has had the greatest possible facilities for
intercourse with that city. Its habits and sympathies are all
turned to Providence. Its raw material comes from Providence,
and its manufactures go to Providence; and its heavy freight,
of every description, can be transported more readily and cheap-
ly, to and from Providence, than to and from Boston. IV lien
people have,, during a long period, contracted business habits
and connections, it is difficult to change them, even when there
are motives for a change; how much more difficult, when there
are apparently none. The committee, therefore, do not see any

good reason to expect that these business habits and predilec-
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tious will be changed to any very great extent, for many years
to come.

But further, the committee are of the opinion, that no exigen-
cy whatever has been made out for new railroad facilities to the
town of Woonsocket. That town, in the first place, has railway
communication this moment with Boston, by means of the
Providence and Worcester, and the Norfolk County road. From
Woonsocket to Blackstone, the terminus of the Norfolk County
road, the distance is but one and a half miles; and the two
roads are connected, so that cars can pass from one to the other.
There is not, therefore, the slightest difficulty in conveying any
amount of freight or passengers between Woonsocket and Bos-
ton, by railroad. Still further, the depot at Blackstone is but
one and a quarter miles from Woonsocket, over a good road.
This is a less distance than from Boylston Market to the Lowell
Depot in Boston ; and scarcely further than from most of the
railroad depots in Boston to the business portions of the city.
And nearly as well might the merchants of Pearl street or Long
wharf complain of the want of railroad facilities, because they
have to send so far to the various depots, as the people of Woon-
socket, that they now have to go to the depot at Blackstone.

Besides the circumstance that the people of Woonsocket
are very conveniently accommodated by railroads now, they
may be still better accommodated by existing charters. The
Norfolk County road has the power, by its charter, to construct
a branch from its road to the State line, in the direction to
Woonsocket; and a charter has been granted by the Legislature
of Rhode Island, for a road from Woonsocket to the State line.
It was in evidence, that the Norfolk County road are very de-
sirous that these roads shall be built, and thus to connect direct-
ly with Woonsocket, and are at any time ready to proceed in
the construction. But the holders of the franchise in Woon-
socket are not willing to join them, are not willing to meet their
branch at the line; but the whole business strength of the town
comes here, urging the Legislature of this Commonwealth to
encourage the investment of toward a million of dollars in a
new road, which, when constructed, will not (as it appears to
the committee) add any material facility to the business inter-
course between Woonsocket and Boston, over that by the way
of Norfolk County road.
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In view, then, of the railroad facilities now existing between
Woonsocket and Boston, and especially of the improvements
already chartered, it seems to the committee that the claims of
the inhabitants of the former town, upon the Massachusetts
Legislature, for a further charter, is not entitled to any favora-
ble consideration. The appearance even of an exigency has
not been made out.

Though the estimates of the cost of the proposed road, amount
to but $555,000, it is to be feared that this estimate is too low.
This road is over twenty-one miles in length; the Norfolk
County is about twenty-six miles. The construction of the
latter, though estimated to cost less than $600,000, cost
$1,200,000; and it is not obvious why the proposed road
should not cost in the same ratio , and come up to nearly
$1,000,000.

Having thus disposed of the exigency for the proposed road,
the committee will bestow a small space to the consideration of
the remonstrance which was presented against granting the
prayer of the petitioners.

The Norfolk County road cost nearly $1,200,000. Only
about $500,000 were paid in upon the the stock, and $700,000
were raised upon the bonds. For the security of these bonds,
the road, its franchise and furniture, were mortgaged to Robert
G. Shaw and others, the remonstrants, as trustees of the bond-
holders. These trustees appeared by counsel before the com-
mittee ; and the committee are of opinion, that the experience
of this road is well calculated to impart lessons of wisdom and
caution to the Legislature, in its action upon the subject matter
in hand.

The first and most striking lesson taught by the experience of
the Norfolk County road, is a distrust of the statistics of busi-
ness. The committee had not before them the original statistics
presented before the committee, which reported the charter of
the Norfolk County road. But, in looking over their report
they do not appear to discriminate between the several routes,
so as to show that any one of them possessed in the matter of

business, any particular advantage over the others. It would
seem, therefore, to be a fair inference, that the statistics of the

Norfolk County route, exhibited to the committee in 1847, were
as favorable as those exhibited for any of the other routes, in-
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eluding the proposed road. The statistics of the proposed road
presented to this committee, were the same in the main as those
presented in 1847, with some alterations for increase of business.

The Norfolk County road was built, and has been in opera-
tion nearly or quite one and a half years ; and to show the
woful discrepancy between promises and performance, the fol-
lowing account of the doings of said road for 1850, is sub-
joined:

Total amount of business on Norfolk County Railroad, for
the year 1850.

Passenger income, . . $28,476 45
Freight “ . . 14,198 83
Mails “

. . 966 80
Express . . 400 00

Total Receipts, . . $44,042 08
Deduct total expenses, . . 24,394 55

Total net earnings, . . $19,647 53

It thus appears that the whole net earnings of the Norfolk
County road, for the whole year 1850, was less than $20,000.
And it is to be borne in mind, that not a dollar is allowed for
wear and tear of the road, or depreciation of motive power,
cars and depots. Had a proper allowance been made for these
items, not a dollar would remain as the profits of the road for
a whole year.

Besides the general account above, a more particular one was
put in, showing the railroad business furnished by the several
towns on the proposed line to the Norfolk County road, and to
the Milford Branch road. It is to be borne in mind, that the
range of towns interested in the proposed road, lie about equi-
distant between the Norfolk County road and the Milford
Branch; and it was in evidence, that their business was not
very unequally divided between them; as will also appear from
the following statement;—

Medfield.
Passengers in 1850, by Norfolk Co. Railroad, 856, $371 75
Freight,
.....200 tons, 195 50
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Medway.

Passengers by Norfolk County Railroad, 1494. |794 02
Do. by Milford Branch, 1600, 967 40

Freight by Norfolk County Railroad, 2091 tons, 2079 53
Do. Milford Branch, . . 2056 “ 2241 89

Bellingham.

Passengers by Norfolk County Railroad, 924, 514 36
Freight by do. do. . 350 tons, 483 31

Do. Milford Branch, . . 130 “ 243 75
Woonsocket.

Passengers by Norfolk County Railroad, 3511, 3551 80
Freight do., from July to Dec. 6th, 481 tons,, 500 72

It is not to be presumed that the whole amount of freight
from and to these several places, went over these roads; as no
doubt, a considerable portion was conveyed by teams. But it
is to be presumed that nearly all the passengers to and from
these places, did pass over one or the other of these roads. At-
tention is therefore invited to a comparison of the actual results
of passenger travel, as exhibited in the foregoing statement, and
that exhibited to the committee, as the future travel on the new
road.

Medway, (West.) Population, . . . 1125
Passengers to and from Boston, . . 6000

“ to and from Woonsocket, . . 1500

Medway, (Tillage.) Population, . . .

Passengers to and from Boston, ■ . 8000
“ to and from Woonsocket, . . 1500

Medway, (East.) Population, ... 925
Passengers to and from Boston, . . 5000

“ to and from Woonsocket, . . 525

Bellingham, (North.) Population, . . 500
Passengers to and from Boston, . . 2000

Bellingham, (Centre and Vicinity.) Population, 550
Passengers to and from Boston, .

. 4000
“ for the town of Woonsocket, . 15,000
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Now, let the results of freight business for the last year be
compared with the estimates for the future, in a few cases ;

Medway, (West.) Estimated freight to and from
Boston, ..... 5000 tons.

Medway (Village.) Estimated freight do., . 7500 “

Medway, (East.) Estimated freight do., . 4000 “

Bellingham, (whole town.) Estimated freight do,, 2500 “

After all allowances for wagons, what a sad discrepancy be-
tween promise and fulfilment, is here exhibited !

The committee are fully aware that the doctrine of vested
rights is deemed inapplicable in this Commonwealth. But they
are also aware, that it has hitherto been the policy, over and
over again asserted, of the Commonwealth not to charter com-
peting lines of railroad, for the same business. It is too obvi-
ous for argument, that the proposed road must be a direct com-
petitor for that business, to do which the Norfolk road was
chartered, and without doing which, the Norfolk road must be
ruined. The question is therefore presented in its most naked
form, whether the Legislature will protect from ruinous compe-
tition a road, already built and in operation, and struggling, not
for a golden harvest, but for the merest pittance that can sus-
tain life, and save to the bondholders and the stockholders, an
opportunity of retrieving to some extent, their adverse fortunes;
or whether, by a charter to a parallel and competing road, it
will overwhelm with ruin, a corporation existing by its favor,
and invite the investment of capital in a new road, which can-
not live a day, but by the business for which the existing road
was built.

The committee recommend that the petitioners have leave
to withdraw.

JNO. H. WILKINS, Chairman.
WM. BENNETT, Jr.,
NATIVE S. SIMPKINS,
DUDLEY SMITH.

2
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House of Representatives, March 29, 1851.

The undersigned, members of the first joint committee on
railways and canals, to whom was referred the petition of Lu-
ther Metcalf and others, for a charter for the construction of a
railroad from the termination of the Charles River Branch Rail-
road in Dover to some convenient point in Bellingham, dissent
from the conclusions to which their associates of the committee
have come, and recommend that a charter be granted to the peti-
tioners, to locate, construct and maintain a railroad from some
convenient point, at or near the termination of the Charles
River Branch Railroad in the town of Dover, in the county of
Norfolk, and passing through Medfield, Medway, and North
Franklin, to some convenient point in the northeasterly part of
the town of Bellingham. The undersigned respectfully suggest
that the petitioners have been constantly before the Legislature,
with the exception of last year, since 1845. The necessity and
expediency of the road which the petitioners are now seeking
to build, was felt and appreciated by the business men upon the
route asked for, as early as the winter of 1836 and 1837, when
the necessary preliminary measures were partially taken for the
purpose of making an application to the Legislature for author-
ity to construct this road, but the commercial disasters of that
year, and the subsequent depression of business that followed,
compelled them reluctantly to postpone the undertaking. As
soon, however, as the business men recovered from this de-
pression, the wants and necessities of the business upon the
route through which this proposed road is to pass, induced the
petitioners to resume their efforts. The subsequent legislation
upon this matter is familiar to the Legislature.

At this time the business which this road would accommo-
date, had strongly attracted the attention of railroad corpora-
tions. whose roads had been completed, but which were origi-

MINORITY REPORT.
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nally located without reference to the necessities and conven-
ience of the business which now asks for the proposed road, and
the petitioners were defeated in their object, by the efforts of
these corporations, aided in some measure, by the exertions of
those who were asking for rival routes.

The original route asked for by these petitioners, was in
1846 recommended by a committee, a bill was passed, we be-
lieve, unanimously in the Senate, and defeated in the House by
a small majority.

Subsequently, a portion of the route originally asked for, ex-
tending from Brookline to Dover, was chartered by the Legisla-
ture, a part of which, as was proved before the committee, was
under a contract to he built, with every prospect of a rapid
completion.

This road, however, when built, will be of no benefit to the
present petitioners, without authority be granted to them to
form a continuous line of railroad from Dover, the westerly
terminus of the above road, to the point designated by the com-
mittee in the accompanying Bill.

The undersigned would suggest that no remonstrance against
the project of the petitioners from the landholders on the route,
was presented or urged, a fact significant in itself, and when
taken in connection with the unceasing perseverance of the pe-
titioners, the most of whom are intelligent business men upon
the route, would seem to be conclusive as to the expediency and
necessity of the road asked for. The remonstrants, and the only
ones that appeared before the committee, were the bondholders
and stockholders of the Norfolk County Railroad Company.

These remonstrants contend that granting the prayer of the
petitioners would materially lessen the assets, out of which the
bondholders are to be paid, would very essentially diminish the
value of the stock of the Norfolk County railroad, and that the
business upon the route did not require any greater railroad fa-
cilities than it already enjoyed.

With regard to the first objection of the remonstrants, the un-
dersigned are at a loss to find in the principles of a just and im-
partial legislation, any reason why the business pursuits of sol-
vent men, should be cramped or burdened, to aid the creditors
of a bankrupt corporation, to recover their dues from their
insolvent debtor. It is not the policy of the Legislature to in-
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terfere by special legislation between the debtor and creditor.
It refers them to the general laws upon that subject, and leaves
them to the judicial tribunals. Why then should the Legisla-
ture refuse an act of justice to a large class of its constituents,
because a fear is suggested that a class of creditors might not so
readily obtain payment of their demands. When railroad facil-
ities have been so generally extended in this Commonwealth, to
condemn a large and numerous portion of business men to the
transportation of their goods over ordinary roads, on what may
now be termed the ancient mode of transportation, would seem
to be justified only by the strictest demand of even handed justice.

The bondholders of the Norfolk County Railroad Company
can, it would seem to the undersigned, by no possibility place
themselves in this position. They dealt with that corporation
either upon the credit of its means, or trusted to some fortunate
contingency to secure their claims. If they trusted to its means
alone, they find themselves in the same situation with numerous
other individuals, both in and out of this Commonwealth, who
have lost largely by remitting the vigilance which the ever va-
rying contingencies of trade require, and they can have no claim
to urge upon the Legislature, the refusal of an act extending to
others similar privileges, to those which the Legislature have
granted to their debtors.

If these creditors of the Norfolk County railroad, instead of
relying upon the means of their debtor, trusted rather to some
unforeseen and fortunate contingency for the collection of their
claims, it would seem to the undersigned, that they can by no
principle of justice invoke the special protection of this Legisla-
ture.

The reason urged by the bondholders, will, it seems to the
undersigned, be as substantial years hence as now. That per-
son who can foresee the time, when the Norfolk County Railroad
Company will be able to pay their running expenses, and the
interest on their bonds, must possess a temperament far more
sanguine than either of the undersigned, and it would seem to
them a gross perversion of justice to compel these petitioners to

submit to their present inconveniences, and to cramp the spirit
of enterprise in the region through which this road is to pass,
till such a contingency should happen.

The stockholders of the Norfolk County railroad, urged upon
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the committee, their fears that the building of the proposed
road, would materially diminish, if not destroy, the value of
the road which they have constructed.

The undersigned do not think that the proof they presented to
the committee established any such position. With respect to the
freight from Medfield, the villages of Medway and Bellingham,
it was in proof before the committee, both from the testimony of
witnesses, and the receipts of the Norfolk County Railroad Com-
pany, that this company now transported but a small portion of
it, and the passengers were about equally divided between the
Norfolk County and Boston and Worcester Railroads. In fact,
the whole testimony relied upon by the remonstrants, which
was their receipts from this business upon the proposed route,
tended to prove, if anything, that it was of but little value to
the remonstrants. While the testimony of the witnesses, intro-
duced by the petitioners, showed that the business and passen-
gers from the above named places, sought avenues to Boston,
other than the Norfolk County railroad.

The conclusion to Which the undersigned were compelled to
come, was, that the business which the Norfolk County Railroad
now received from the villages on this route, was of slight im-
portance, and that the petitioners found it cheaper, and more
convenient to continue the old mode of transportation, than to
adopt the railroad of the remonstrants, as their mode of access
to Boston.

In this state of proof, the committee are unable to see any
permanent benefit that is to result to the stockholders of the
Norfolk County Railroad or the bondholders of the company,
from a refusal on the part of the Legislature to grant the prayer
of the petitioners, as far as is recommended by the undersigned.
The Legislature would not by any affirmative legislation compel
the petitioners to make use of the Norfolk County railroad, for
the purposes of transportation, and it is very apparent to the
undersigned, that the facilities which this road furnishes for this
business, are so limited, and would put these petitioners to so
much inconvenience to use them, that it cannot secure this busi-
ness, whatever course the Legislature in its wisdom may see fit
to adopt in the matter. The undersigned, believe that while
the granting of the prayer of the petitioners, could not material-
ly injure either class of remonstrants, its refusal would inflict a
manifest injustice upon the petitioners.
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But even if the position taken by the stockholders was cor-

rect, the undersigned can see no good reason for refusing to the
petitioners the object they ask. The Norfolk County Railroad
Company was not chartered, nor its railroad constructed, for the
purpose of accommodating the business upon the route through
which the petitioners now ask, and have continually asked the
Legislature, for authority to construct a railroad. The route of
the Norfolk County Railroad was very specifically set forth in
its charter, and the villages and the business, on the route of the
petitioners was studiously excluded from its line, thus leaving
the inference that the Legislature did not contemplate any ad-
vantage to ihe petitioners from the incorporation of that com-
pany, and in this manner strongly suggesting to that corpora-
tion, that it could have no legal or equitable claims, to the busi-
ness thus carefully excluded from its road. The company nor
its road, not being designed by the Legislature, for the purposes
of accommodating the business upon the route of the petitioners,
the undersigned can see no propriety in the claim which the
Norfolk County Railroad now make t® the passengers and
freight, which the road asked for would accommodate.

On the other hand, the undersigned would readily see a man-
ifest propriety in the Legislature, extending to the petitioners
the grant of their petition, from the fact that the charter of
the Norfolk County railroad, contains in itself a careful exclu-
sion of the petitioners from the benefit of the railroad which
that company was authorized to construct.

In addition to the above reasons, the undersigned would sug-
gest that, according to the proof before the committee, the stock
itself of the Norfolk County railroad can be of but little value.
It was suggested by the remonstrants, that the bonds of the
corporation were selling at seventy per cent. If the stock was
worth anything, it would seem that the bonds should be selling
for their par value.

In this view of the matter, it would seem that the stock was
worth nothing, and it would be difficult for any legislation to
depreciate it.

A third position taken by the remonstrants, was, that the
business on the proposed route did not require any greater rail-
road facilities than it now enjoyed.

The undersigned, have no hesitation in saying, that they
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think the required exigency for a railroad was fully proved to
exist.

The remonstrants, to rebut the facts proved by the petitioners,
introduced the receipts of their own road, also, of the Boston
and Worcester Railroad Company, from the business on the pro-
posed line. This mode of proof the undersigned believe to be
very fallacious and deceptive. Neither of these roads were lo-
cated for this business. The latter is a road which was rather
a matter of experiment in the construction of railroads in this
Commonwealth, and sought in its very infancy a connection
with the valley of the Hudson. The former was chartered by
the Legislature, for the purpose of accommodating another line
of travel and business. It plainly follows that the receipts of
these two roads from the business upon the proposed line could
furnish reliable statistics of only a small amount of this business,
which seeks and requires railroad facilities, while the proof in-
troduced by the petitioners, established the fact, that the great
bulk of the business upon the proposed route was not carried by
either road. The undersigned could have no hesitation in act-
ing upon the proof introduced by the petitioners, and declaring
their belief in the exigency of the railroad proposed by the peti-
tioners.

In fact, the remonstrants virtually admitted the exigency, in
endeavoring to prove before the committee, that the Medway
Branch Railroad was chartered to meet the wants of some of the
petitioners, and would, when built, afford them the facilities
they require. The undersigned see no reasonable prospect of
the building of said branch. The time limited for its comple-
tion, expires on the first of next May. And it was in proof that
one half only of the proposed stock was subscribed. The loca-
tion of this road already filed, and upon which the road must
be built, is inconvenient, and undesired by the business men of
the village it pretends to accommodate, and they have almost
unanimously protested against it. Even if built, this branch
would accommodate but a small portion of the business upon
the proposed route, leaving Medfield, East and West Medway,
and North Bellingham, without accommodation, but the under-
signed are compelled to say that they have no substantial proof
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that it is ever intended to build said branch, and if built, that itwi.l meet the wants and necessities of the petitioners.

ith these views, the undersigned have no hesitation in rec-ommending to the Legislature the accompanying Mill. The
route proposed is very feasible, presenting in no portion of it agrade over forty-five feet to the mile, and following, as near as
practicable, the valley of the Charles river, and accommodating
with great care the business of that important valley. The fol-
lowing tabular statement will show the amount of business
accommodated, and the probable character of the road.

T. he Charles River Railroad, from North Bellingham to the
Charles River Branch Railroad at Dover, is 10 1-4 miles.

Amount of Freight and Passengers.

TOWW- or
o i-°re'gmS Receipts. Receipts. | Teal"

N. Bellingham and Centre,West Medway,
Medway Village,
North Franklin, ’ -2,299 $32,859 33,340 $23,091 $55,920
East Medway,
Medfield,
Amount for passengers to and from Brighton and way stations, - 4,000Mails and expresses, .

. ’^qq
_ ,

.
„

. $60,420Expense ofrunning 6 trams per day, at 60 cents per mile, includingpay to the Brookline Branch and Charles River Branch Roads’,for running over those roads, - - -
. - 31550

T „
28,870

Interest at 6 per ct. on cost ofroad, estimated by engineer, $277,976, 16,678
Leaves a surplus of - -

- - .
. j 12,192

The undersigned believe that the prayer of the petitioners can
be granted, as far as above slated, and the bill passed without
doing injustice to any class of our citizens. They cannot recog-
nize, in any existing corporation, a legal or equitable claim to
the business sought to be accommodated by this road. That
the petitioners have not now the railroad facilities which they
need and require, is a fact which the undersigned believe can-
not be controverted, and they can see no reason why these pe-
titioners should be deprived of those advantages, or compelled to
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adopt railroad communications not designed for their accommo-
dation.

The undersigned respectfully report the accompanying Bill.
SAMUEL CLARK,
E. S. CONANT.

The undersigned, although he does not concur fully in the
report, yet he is in favor of substituting this bill, in place of the
report of the majority.

J. M. USHER.

3



[March,CHARLES RIVER RAILROAD.

AN ACT
To incorporate the Charles River Railroad Company.

BE it enacted hy the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, in General Court assembled, and by the authority of
the same, as follows:

1 Sect. 1. Luther Metcalf, Jonathan P. Bishop.
2 Noah J. Arnold, their associates and successors, are
3 hereby made a corporation, by the name of the
4 Charles River Railroad Company, with all the powers
5 and privileges, and subject to all the duties, restric-
-6 tions, and liabilities contained in the forty-fourth
7 chapter of the Revised Statutes, and in that part of
8 the thirty-ninth chapter of said Statutes which relates
9 to railroad corporations, and in the public statutes

10 which have been, or may be hereafter, passed, relating
11 to such corporations.

1 Sect. 2. Said company may locate, construct, and
2 maintain a railroad, with one or more tracks, from
3 some convenient point, at or near the termination of

CTommontoraltlj of JtJaasartjusftts.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-
One.
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4 the Charles River Branch Railroad, in the town of
5 Dover, in the county of Norfolk, and passing through
6 Medfield, Medway, North Franklin, to some conven-
-7 ient point in the northeasterly part of Bellingham.

1 Sect. 3. The capital stock of said corporation
2 shall consist of not more than three thousand shares,
3 the number of which shall, from time to time, be
4 determined by the directors of said corporation; and
5 no assessment shall be laid thereon, of a greater
6 amount, in the whole, than one hundred dollars on
7 each share. And the said corporation may invest
8 and hold such part thereof, in real and personal estate,
9 as may be necessary and convenient for the purposes

10 of their corporation.

1 Sect. 4. If the location of said railroad be not
2 filed according to law, within two years from the pas-
-3 sage of this act, or if the said railroad shall not be
4 completed with at least one track, from the termina-
-5 tion of said Charles River Branch Railroad to the
6 said point in Bellingham, within four years from the
7 passage of this act, the same shall be void.

1 Sect. 5. Said company is hereby authorized to
2 enter upon and unite their railroad, by proper means,
3 with said Charles River Branch Railroad, paying
4 therefor such a rate of toll as may mutually be agreed
5 upon by the parties, or as the Legislature may from
6 time to time prescribe, with liberty to use the Brook-
-7 line Branch, and the Boston and Worcester Railroads,
8 in the same manner that said Charles River Branch
9 Railroad has now a right to do.

1 Sect. 6. The said company, and the said Charles
2 River Branch Railroad, may unite their corporations,
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3 and form one joint stock company, to be known by
4 the name of the Charles River Railroad Company,
5 and to be controlled throughout by one management,
6 whenever a majority in interest of each company shall
7 elect so to do ; and said united company shall be en-
-8 titled to hold a capital stock, to the amount of their
9 joint capitals, and shall be subject to all the pro-

-10 visions, and entitled to all the privileges contained in
11 their respective charters.

1 Sect. 7. The Legislature may, from time to time,
2 reduce the rate of toll or other receipts on said rail-
-3 road, whenever the net income thereof shall exceed
4 ten per cent, per annum; but the toll and other
5 receipts shall not, without the consent of the compa-
-6 ny, be so reduced as to produce less than ten per cent.
7 per annum upon the investments of said company.

1 Sect. 8. The Legislature may authorize any com-
-2 pany to enter with their railroad, at any point on
3 said road, and use the same, or any part thereof, by
4 complying with such reasonable rules and regula-
-5 tions, and paying such tolls as said Charles River
6 Railroad may require and prescribe, or as may be
7 determined, according to law.

1 Sect. 9. The said company shall not commence
2 the construction of its railroad, until a certificate shall
3 have been filed in the office of the Secretary of the
4 Commonwealth, subscribed and sworn to by the pres-
-5 ident of the said company, and a majority of the
6 directors thereof, stating that all the stock named in
7 the charter has been subscribed by responsible per-
-8 sons, and that twenty per cent, of the par value of
9 each share thereof, has been actually paid into the

10 treasury of the company.


