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The Committee on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance, to whom
was referred the various petitions, resolutions, and remon-
strances relative to the widening of the draws in the bridges
over Mystic River, having duly heard the parties, and reported
a bill, make this additional report of explanations, and the facts
in the case, as they appeared in evidence before the committee.

The petitioners are interested directly or indirectly in the
business of ship-building, in the town of Medford, on Mystic
River. Their prayer is, to have the draws in all the bridges
over that river below Medford Bridge, widened to forty-six feet,
in the clear, for the passage down of vessels which may be
built at Medford. There are four bridges below Medford
Bridge, namely, the Boston and Maine Railroad Bridge, the
Grand Junction Railroad Bridge, the Malden Bridge, and the
Chelsea Bridge.

The draw in the Grand Junction Railroad Bridge is now
forty-six feet wide. The Boston and Maine Railroad Corpora-
tion, have assented, by their counsel, to the provisions in the
bill reported by the committee, for widening the draw in their
bridge; and the proprietors of Chelsea Bridge have assented,
by their agent, to the provisions in the bill, for widening the
draw in their bridge; and the proprietors of Malden Bridge
have no objection, as stated by one of the bridge commis-
sioners, to the widening the draw in their bridge, provided the
petitioners will pay for it.

<£ommoutoe#lti) of J^assacljusetts.
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The estimated expense of widening the draws, is as follows :

For a new draw in the Boston and Maine Railroad
Bridge, ..... $8,473 00

For a slide draw in Malden Bridge, . . 4,479 00
For a slide draw in Chelsea Bridge, . . 6,713 00

$19,665 00

The committee think this estimate too low. though it was
represented with much confidence to be sufficient.

All parties appeared to admit, and the committee are unani-
mously of the opinion, that the draws ought to be widened
according to the prayer of the petitioners. The only question
is, Avho ought to pay the expense.—those who use the river, or
those who use the bridges?

The proprietors of Malden Bridge, by their counsel, deny
the right of the legislature to widen their draw, except by the
exercise of the constitutional power to take private property
for public uses on payment of a reasonable compensation there-
for. Admitting this to be correct, the committee have inserted
suitable provisions in the bill for the exercise of such power, in
case it shall be necessary.

The remonstrants, who are the Malden and Chelsea Bridges,
desire to have them free, and are opposed to any arrangement
for widening the draws, whereby the tolls shall be continued
longer than they otherwise would be. By the provisions of
the bill, the expense of widening the draw in Chelsea Bridge
is to be reimbursed to the proprietors by an extension of their
franchise of toll ; and the expense of widening the draw in
Malden Bridge is to be reimbursed by the tolls to be collected
on said bridge, after it shall have reverted to, and become the
property of the Commonwealth; in both cases, therefore,
the expense of widening the draws is to be ultimately paid by
those who shall use the bridges ; and the expense of widening
the draw in the Boston and Maine Railroad Bridge will also be
indirectly but ultimately paid by those who shall use that
road. The remonstrants contend that such a provision is
wrong ; the petitioners contend that it is right.

The petitioners put in evidence substantially the following
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facts:—There are five ship-builders, and seven ship-yards in
Medford ; the number of workmen now employed there is about
sixhundred ; the number of tons of shipping built there in 1852,
was about 14,185. Ships can be built cheaper at Medford than at
any other place in the port of Boston ; ship-building is the main
business of the town ; many laboring men there depend directly
or indirectly upon that business, and the general prosperity of
industry in that vicinity is greatly promoted by it. A demand
for larger ships than were formerly built there now exists, and
is constantly increasing. The building of large ships is more
profitable than the building of small ones. Such ships as are
wanted cannot pass down through the existing draws, and or-
ders for them are for that reason declined, and the jobs which
wouldbe the most beneficial to the ship-builders, the workmen,
and the town, are necessarily lost; and the business is not only
prevented from growing, but is in danger of being removed to
some other place below the bridges. Two of the ship-yards
are above Medford Bridge, the draw of which is only thirty-six
feet wide; the five other ship-yards are below Medford Bridge,
and above the four other bridges before named.

Though ship-building has increased at Medford since 1846,
its growth has been retarded by the bridges.

The number of vessels built per annum in East Boston has
increased from ten to seventeen since 1846, and the tonnage
has increased four-fold, while the number built in Medford re-
mains the same as in 1846, and the tonnage has only doubled.
In 1851 Medford contributed over one-third of the tonnage
built in the whole State, but in 1852 about a fourth only.

Vessels drawing twelve or thirteen feet of water can be
floated down the Mystic River ; and the business of ship-build-
ing in Medford may be largely increased by widening the draws
as prayed for.

The bridges over the river, have injuriously obstructed that
natural highway, and retarded the growth of Medford and its
vcinity. while- they have greatly improved and shortened the
route of land travel for the remonstrants, to Boston and the
markets, and thereby largely enhanced the value of their lands
in Malden, Melrose, Chelsea, and the neighboring towns.
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V

The remonstrants put in evidence substantially the follow-
ing facts :

The draws in said bridges are now sufficiently wide to per-
mit the free passage of all vessels that can use said river for
the ordinary purposes of navigation; and vessels of more
than twelve hundred tons burthen have and can pass through
said draws ; the business of ship-building at Medford, is now
in a prosperous condition ; the town of Medford is increasing
in business and population as fast as any town in the vicinity
of Boston, and the only grievance complained of by the petition-
ers is that they cannot now build vessels at Medford so large
as they desire to do, and could do, if said draws were wider.

The Malden Bridge Company received a perpetual charter
in the year seventeen hundred and eighty seven. (See Special
Laws, vol. 1, page 153.)

The people who travelled over Malden Bridge, being anxious
to have a free bridge over said river, obtained a charter for the
Middlesex Bridge, in the year eighteen hundred and thirty-four.
(See Special Laws, vol. 7, page 437.)

Said Middlesex Bridge was to be located near said Malden
Bridge, and was to be a free bridge as soon as the expense of
building and maintaining the same should have been received
from tolls.

Before the erection of said Middlesex Bridge, it was agreed
between the Malden Bridge Company, and the parties desirous
of having a free bridge over said river, that the Malden Bridge
should be appraised; that Commissioners should be appointed
who should direct certain alterations and repairs to be made
thereon, and that said bridge should revert to the Common-
wealth, as soon as the amount of said appraisal, alterations, re-
pairs and interest thereon should be paid to said Malden Bridge
Company from the tolls. The Middlesex Bridge Company
surrendered its charter. The legislature in pursuance of this
agreement passed an act, in the year eighteen hundred and
thirty-seven, entitled, “ An act in addition to an act incorporat-
ing the Proprietors of Malden Bridge.” (See Special Laws,
vol. 7, page 802.)

At this time the ship-builders of Medford (Mr. Curtis among
others) asked to have the draw in said bridge made thirty-six
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feet wide, and offered to pay one-half the expense thereof;
the proprietors agreed to widen said draw, and did at that time
make the same thirty-eight feet wide ; the ship-builders paying
one-half the expense thereof, this was all that they asked for
at that time, and they said it was all they wanted. Mr. Curtis,
one of the petitioners in behalf of the ship-builders of Medford,
called upon the Malden Bridge Company, in the year eighteen
hundred and fifty, for an estimate of the expense of widening
the draw of said bridge; the estimate was made, and given to
Mr. Curtis, and he then remarked that it cost more than he ex-
pected, and they must give it up, for they could not in con-
science again ask the company to widen the draw in said
bridge, as they had already done it once for their accommoda-
tion. Mr. Curtis also remarked before the committee, that
the ship-builders did not then know that they had the law on
their side.

A farmer, Mr. Pierce, living in Malden and owning a farm,
the whole cost of which did not exceed six thousand dollars,
had paid during the past forty years, four thousand five hun-
dred dollars in tolls for crossing the Malden Bridge, for the pur-
pose of carrying to market the products of his farm; also other
farmers had paid as large, or nearly as large sums of money for
tolls over said bridge.

From 1837 to 1851, the repairs and improvements on Malden
Bridge, made under the sanction of the Bridge Commissioners
appointed under the above named act of 1837, cost $29,000.
The annual expense for incidental repairs and care of the
bridge is from $9OO to $l,OOO, and the annual income from
tolls is from $5,200 to $5,500. The Bridge Commissioners
have not yet paid the proprietors any part of the appraised
value of the bridge, to wit, $19,500, but intend to pay $5,000
of it this year.

The act of 1837, providing for the reversion of the bridge
to the State, after paying the proprietors, in full, from the tolls,
does not provide that it shall then become a free bridge; but
the remonstrants expect that it will then be free, subject only
to such occasional tolls as may be necessary to keep it in re-
pair.

The Malden Bridge was chartered March 1, 1787, draw
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30 feet wide ; additional act passed April 19, 1837, draw 36
feet wide, one-half the expense of widening the draw to be
paid by tolls.

The Chelsea Bridge was chartered March 6, 1802, draw 30
feet wide.

Boston and Maine Railroad Bridge chartered March 16,
1844, draw 38 feet wide, fixed by the Commissioners.

In view of the foregoing facts, and upon the general con-
sideration that the river is a natural highway, and would be
open and free to all citizens, and especially to those residing
and having business upon its banks, were it not for the artificial
obstructions caused by the bridges which were originally built,
and should be maintained and made conformable to the ex-
igencies of the river business at the expense of those whose
interest they directly subserve ; the majority of the committee
think that the bill reported ought to pass.

Considering all the foregoing facts, and feeling that the
people of Malden and other adjoining towns, ought not to be
further taxed for the purpose of affording to seven or eight ship-
builders of Medford facilities for carrying on a branch of their
business different from what they have heretofore been engaged
in ; and feeling that Mr. Curtis, one of the petitioners, when he
said that they could not in conscience again ask for the widening
of the draw in Malden Bridge at the expense of the corporation,
spoke his honest conviction, the undersigned, a minority of the
committee, thinks the bill ought not to pass without being so
modified as to require the petitioners to pay the whole or a
large portion of the expense of widening said draw.

The bill having been recommitted, the committee have con-
sidered the same, and report it back without amendment, ex-
cept a verbal one of striking out the word new in the sth line
of the 4th section of the printed bill.

MICAJAH LENT, Chairman.

S. O. DEARBORN.

MICAJAH LENT, Chairman.


