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To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives
of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, in General
Court assembled:

The Petition of the undersigned, inhabitants of the
town of Amherst, in the county of Hampshire, would re-
spectfully represent, that they have formed a Company,
and associated together for the purpose of manufacturing
coaches, chaises, and other carriages and harnesses of
various descriptions, in said town of Amherst. That in
their opinion the business may be conducted with greater
safety to themselves and to the community, and with
much more ease and economy, if they were incorporated
for that purpose. They would, therefore, pray that an
act of incorporation may be granted to them, by the name
of the Amherst Carriage Company, with the usual powers
and privileges granted to manufacturing corporations, and
with the privilege of holding real estate to the amount of
ten thousand dollars, and personal estate to the amount
of forty thousand dollars, and in duty bound, &c.

ITHAMAR CONKEY,
LEONARD M. HILL,
JOHN R. SMITH,
DANFORD W. BLANCHARD,
LORIN BLANCHARD,
SETH L. HOLMES,
GEORGE BRIDGMAN.

Amherst, Jan. 7, 1836.



To the Honorable Senate, and the House of Represen-
tatives, in General Court assembled :

The undersigned, many of them coach-makers, and
citizens of the town of Amherst, would respectfully rep-
resent, that they feel called upon to express their feelings
and wishes in aid of the petition of Ithamar Conkey
and others, for an incorporation of the Amherst Carriage
Company, and to state some of the facts and reasons
which occur to them in favor of the same. It is a subject
in which they feel a deep interest, and in common with
other citizens of the Commonwealth who are interested
in promoting industry and manufactures in various ways,
feel that this branch of it is entitled to a share of the public
patronage and of legislative aid,—and they cannot per-
ceive any good reason why a carriage company may not
as well be incorporated as a company for any other manu-
facturing purpose whatever. It is understood that the
company is to succeed the late firm of L. Knowls & Co.,
who are now closing their business—and it will readily
be perceived, that great sacrifices will be made not only
in the concerns of said firm, but also to a great many in-
dividuals who are carriage-makers, and others, having loca-
ted themselves in that immediate neighborhood, and are
dependant upon that business fora living. And your me-
morialists would suggest the following, among many other
reasons, why it is desirable that an incorporation should
be granted.

The buildings, steam-engine, and other fixtures now
in readiness to carry on the business, is understood to
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have cost from twelve to fourteen thousand dollars, nearly
all of which would be sacrificed by a forced sale, and would
be rendered comparatively useless, unless the business
should be carried on at the same place in future, thereby
causing a great loss to Messrs. Knowls and Thayer, and
their creditors.

A large number of the workmen coach-makers who are
at work in said establishment, have purchased real estate
and built houses, thereby fixing themselves and all their
property in that neighborhood, and many of them having
advanced beyond their capital in hope of future employ-
ment, will be thrown out of business with large debts
upon them, and finally ruined.

It is believed that no individuals can be found, who
will be willing to purchase the establishment and save
it from total ruin, unless it is an incorporated company.

And finally, they have no doubt but the stock to a large
amount will be readily taken and actually paid in, which
will enable them to go on with the work in a safe and
profitable manner, not only safe for themselves, but vastly
more so to the community ; and we believe by incorpo-
rating said company the Legislature will be encouraging
a branch of industry which will be very useful and cred-
itable to the State.
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A. H. Knapp, Horace Porter,
Oliver Watson, George H. Pratt,
Merrick Houghton, John Eveleth,
Joseph D. Potwin, Elijah Dickinson,
H. A. Packard, John Dean,
Willard M. Kellogg, Thomas R. Greene,
Samuel G. Hydor, John Dalrymple,
H. E. Kihbee, Samuel Clapp,
Charles Leeds, Lyman W. Barton,
Samuel Ash, Erastus Coy,
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Jacob Fowler, Orteri Hublad,
I. L. Frink, Roswell H. Howard,
Henry H. Skinner, Russel Parsons,
Moses M Brown, Nehemiah Dickinson,
John McGreevy, John P. Crosby,
Caleb W. Newell, Levi Arnold—Belcherlown,
Hiram A. Noble, Barnard Arnold,
Warren Snow, Luke Sweetser,
John Hastings, Luther Root,
Henry S. Davenport, Leander Merick,
John Hopkin, John P. Ball,
Frederick E. Dickinson, S. C. Carter,
Albert Pease, R. B. Hubbard,
Martin Tracy, Solomon Pitkin,
John Hackett, Dickinson and Newbury,
Benjamin Wilson, Chester Kellogg,
Jubel M. Wilson, Aurelius Dickinson,
Phinehas Parker, Thompson Kinley,
Horace Dickinson, Benoni Thayer,
Warren Billings, Seth Nims,
Randolph L. Stiekney, Eben’r Eames, Jr,
Thomas Pettingill, Robert Cutler,
Samuel A. Bacon, Andrew Samson,
Orn Clapp, Chester Cook,
Nelson Rust, Samuel Thompson,
John H. Spencer, Eieazar I. Smith,
Lathrop Blinn, Charles W. Newell,
Jacob Thayer, Seth Smith,
John Hunt, Thomas Hastings,
Silas Morman, Ansel Pomrey,
Charles Blair, Luther Nash,
H. A. Morrill, Martin Cooley,
Porter Dickinson, Asel Rice,
Marcus J. Hall, Noble Dickinson,
Edward W. Dickinson, Asa Dickinson,
Sylvanus Graves, Hiram H. Allen,
Marshal Burnett, H. A. Bridgman,
George Dickinson, Sylvanus M. Wright,
A. P. Howe, William Thayer,
S. M. Parsons, Cephas Wright,
John Baggs, Rectus Chapin,
Frederick Dunbar, Rufus Potter,
Wm. B. Godfrey, Marcus Gray,
Nathaniel Allen, Appleton Goodale,
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Z. W. Robins, Wra. Brown,
Luther Fox, Abel Brown,
Orrin Johnson, David Lord,
Hosea Goodale, Enoch Bacon, Jr.,
Simon Willson, Marcus Beebee,
Julius Taylor, Nicholas Cody,
H. F. Stanley, John Bell,
George Trot, Almond Test,
Ebenezer Ermesett, Samuel P. Ward,
C. F. Kellogg, Augustus Conkey,
Erastus Rowley, Isaac C. Conkey,
Moses W. Campbell, Richard Whitney,
Richard Hawks, Noble T. Goodale,
Alanson H. Deurgherty, Emery Comb,
Oliver Gould, William C. Sabin,
Nathaniel D. Adams, Chandler Sabin,
Gordis Mills, Martin Kellogg,
Jonathan Hubbard, Reuben Thayer,
Charles Brackett, Levi Hutchinson,
Justin Hawley, Samuel Thayer,
Ezra Lee, Suvanah Arnold,
Smith Lee, Wm. Newell,
Joel Packard, Estes Willson,
Thaddeus N. Sikes, Ephraim Arnold,
Henry D. Marsh, Moses Goodale,
Cyrus Hill, Willis Arnold,
Alfred Smith, Levi Butterfield,
Alfred Boynton, Rufus M. Arnold,
Sylvanus Cheuk, Nathaniel D. Goodale,
Levi Wilbur, Asahel Goodale,
Nathan Perkins, Eleazar O. Sanford,
Alden Cooley, Harmon Parsons,
Alpheus Hyde, Horace Smith,
John Parmenter, Timothy J. Gridley,
Aaron Belding, Edward Dickinson,
Jacob Packard, Josiah D. Lyman,
Lorin Bliss, Daniel Purinter,
Edmund Minot, Newton Fitch,
Marshal Lincoln, John S. Adams,
John Austin, Elijah Bottwood,
S. C. Ayres, Joab C. Bartlett,
Jos. Blair, Henry Frink,
James Brown, Jacob Edson,
Frederick Cunningham, N. R. Washburn,
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Wm. Kellogg, Jr., Loring Barnes,
Marcus Goodale, Daniel W. Gardner,
Leonard Holland, Alonzo Church,
Alden Cooley. Charles Nash,
George M. Gaspin, Aaron Furr, Jr.,
Samuel D. Allen, Ebenezer Nutting,
Aaron M. Chandler, Wright D. Kellogg,
Cephas Hyde, Enos Dickinson,
Elijah Bowman, Benoni Rust,
Edwin Stratton, Benoni E. Rust,
John E. G. Hathaway, Joseph Adams,
Midad Vinton, H. W. Strong,
Jacob Stetson, Austin Church,
Samuel Prince, Chester Corah, Jr.,
James Kellogg, Thaddeus Smith,
Eli Dickinson, Franklin Childs,
Charles Dickinson, Cotton Smith,
William Gaylord, Aaron Mathews,
Dexter Fox, Samuel Kidder,
W illiam L. Washburn, John Osbon,
Otis Edgarton, Austin James,
Nath. Marsh, Edward P. Smith,
Horace Church, Chapman Crafts,
Merit Crosset, Robert C. Kid,
Martin Trainy, Seneca Holland.



The Subscribers respectfully represent, —

That we have seen, with regret and anxiety, that a
petition is now pending in the Legislature to incorporate
Ithamar Conkey and others, by the name of the Amherst
Carriage Company ; and we beg leave to state some of
the reasons for which we hope the prayer thereof will not
be granted.

We believe that corporate bodies should never be es-
tablished for conducting any manufacturing business
which is already safe and flourishing in the hands of indi-
viduals. The latter can compete with individual skill,
enterprise and resources, but not with the wealth and
power of large corporations. Corporate bodies can afford
to sell their manufactures at low rates for a time, in order
to crush individuals engaged in the same business ; and,
when they have succeeded in this, may raise their prices
so high as to indemnify themselves for their previous
losses. To individual manufacturers, therefore, the pow-
er of corporations in such cases threatens ruin.

The business of coach, chaise and harness making
has long been established permanently, and carried to
great perfection in this State. The persons engaged in
it do not fear the competition of any individuals, wherever
they may be. But we do believe that the establishment

2

REMONSTRANCE.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the Com-
monwealth of Massachusetts in General Court as-
sembled :
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of one or more corporations in this business would tend to
ruin many individuals engaged in it, and especially young
men of small capital.

Where large expenditures are required for costly build-
ings and machinery, and where foreign competition is to
be met, it may be proper for government to grant acts of
incorporation, and thereby enable many to unite their
resources and powers, and thus do, as a corporation, what
one man cannot do. But it is not so with the manufac-
ture in question. No such expenditures are required in
it; a large capital is not needed in it,—though some,
who have been engaged in it many years, have invested
in it all they possess. The case does not come within
any of the reasons, therefore, which influence legislative
bodies to grant acts of incorporation. And for these,
and other reasons w'hich will readily occur to the minds
of those who reflect seriously on the subject, we respect-
fully and earnestly pray that the prayer of the said peti-
tion may not be granted. And as in duly bound, &x.

January 30, 1837.

John Rayner, coach and chaise maker;
Goddard & Dennis, coach and chaise makers;
Wm. Reed, harness maker;
Capen & Lyon, coach makers;
Benjamin Yeaton, carriage maker ;

Brigham & Slade, carriage makers ;

Nathaniel Frothingham & Son, coach painters ;

Martin Wilder, coach-smith;
James Williams, harness maker ;

Tho’s Frothingham, carriage maker;
Warren Spear, coach-smith;
Thomas A. Williams, coach and chaise maker;
John Shales, coach-smith;
George W. Haynes, wheelwright;
Joseph G. Hovey, coach-smith ;

Reuben Reed, chaise and harness maker;
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Simon Pearson, carriage-smith ;

Waller Frost, carriage builder;
Kellogg & Clark, harness makers;
John B. Baker, “ “

Charles English, “ “

Theodore Thaxter, “ “

William Jordan, coach and chaise maker;
Charles Hill, Jr. coach and chaise maker;
John C. Blaney, coach painter ;

John T. Ogden, coach maker.



To the Honorable Legislature of Massachusetts, in Gen-
eral Court assembled :

January, 1837.

The subscribers respectfully represent, that in their
opinion acts of incorporation, for carrying on any trade
or business of long standing and in successful operation by
individual industry, are not required by the public good.
That such acts have a tendency to put an uncertain value
on property. That they are jealous such acts of incor-
poration are infringing upon their just and equal rights.
That up to this time, the business of coach, chaise and
harness making has been carried on in this State, by in-
dividuals without any corporate powers, and to great
perfection.

In consideration of which they respectfully remonstrate

against the petition of Ithamar Conkey and others, of
Amherst, for incorporation as the Amherst Carriage
Company, and pray their petition may not be granted.

George Coolidge, carriage painter, Cambridge ;

Charles Wiggins, carriage maker, “

Thomas Wiggins, “ “ “

E. A. Chapman, “ “ “

Amos D. Hurd, Cambridge, wheelwright;
Philip Nutting, carriage-smith, Cambridge ;

Benjamin Rand, chaise maker, “

Jonathan C. Prentiss, chaise, harness and collar maker;
Aaron Rice, “ “ “ “ “

Elias M. Bradford, carriage maker Cambridge ;

Richard Tufts, wheelwright;
James Jewett, painter;
Joshua Sawin, chaise maker;
David B. Hadley, wheelwright;
Walter M. Allen, carriage maker, Cambridge ;

Charles Bird, black-smith, “

REMONSTRANCE.
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William D. Southers, carriage-smith ;

Martin Billington, carriage-smith, Cambridge;
Albert Sawin, carriage maker, Cambridge ;

John Sawin, Jr. “ “ “

Charles Loker, painter;
Ebenezer Tucker, Cambridge, harness maker ;

James H. King, “ “ “

William T. Tucker, harness maker, Cambridge ;

Dexter Pratt, Cambridge, blacksmith ;

Charles Hunnewell, chaise maker, Cambridge;
Leonard Daniels, Cambridge, wheelwright;
William Stone, wheelwright, Cambridge ;

John Daniels, blacksmith, Cambridge ;

James Rand, carriage-smith, Cambridge ;

Nathaniel Mullikin, Jr. wheelwright, Cambridge ;

Joel H. Prescott, carriage-smith, Cambridge ;

Kimball, Davenport & Co.
Coach Manufactory, Cambridgeport;

Albert Bridges, painter;
George W. Rupp, “

James Davenport “

S. C. Buckman, wheelwright;
Z. Hill, Jr. “

John Shed, body maker;
Charles B. Grover, body maker ;

Charles Prentiss, “ “

Richard Stoyl, spring maker ;

Joseph Davenport, body maker;
John Hall, carriage maker ;

Job Stone, “ “

George Barnard, carriage maker;
David Me Cartery, Blacksmith ;

Robert Brown, “ Cambridgeport;
Amos Kiloup, spring maker ;

Joseph A. Cheney, blacksmith ;

James Fox, “

Charles Whitney. “

Richard Hinkey, carriage-smith ;

Warren Davenport, painter;
Charles Livermore, trimmer;
Francis A. Morse, “

Andrew Wyeth ;

Christopher Morris, collar and harness maker ;

Nicholas Roach, “ “ “



The Committee on Manufactures, to whom was recom-
mitted the Bill to incorporate the “ Amherst Carriage
Company, ” together with the Petition of Alonson H.
Knapp and others in favor of, and the Remonstrance of
John Rayner and others of the city of Boston, also the
Remonstrance of George Coolidge and others of Cam-
bridge, in the county of Middlesex against the incorpo-
ration of said company, having heard the parties inter-
ested therein, and duly considered the same, submit
the following

REPORT.
It was in evidence before the Committee, that the

Carriage and Harness making business has been carried
on in Amherst for five or six years by Knowles & Thayer
as joint partners, until within a few months, when they
failed. In consequence of this failure, many workmen
engaged in the above business were thrown out ofemploy ;

some of them calculating on permanent employment have
purchased, or erected houses in the village which have
been built up, principally, during the aforesaid term of
time ; and should they fail in procuring an act of incorpo-
ration must suffer an irreparable loss of property. These
journeymen, being creditors of the late firm, are now, to

the number of from twenty to thirty, desirous of continu-
ing the coach and chaise making business ; of purchasing
the materials, tools, &c., belonging to the late firm toge-

eommontoealtl) of
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ther with the real estate of the aforesaid company, and by
this means save themselves from great loss : besides as-
sisting other creditors by preventing the estate from being
sold at public auction. The property of said Knowles &

Thayer now in the hands of mortgagees, consists of vari-
ous kinds of carriages in different stages of completion,
one steam engine, with various kinds of fixtures, materi-
als, &c.

The remonstrants object to the passage of this bill on
the ground that they cannot compete with rich corpora-
tions—this corporation cannot be rich, at least at its com-
mencement, and the committee believe will never cause
any serious injury to any individual who shall pursue his
calling with diligence and economy. They therefore
report a bill as taken into a new draft.

T. FRENCH.

order of the Committee,



AN ACT

To Incorporate the Amherst Carriage Company.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Represen-
tatives, in General Court assembled , and by the authority
of the same, as follows:

1 Sec. 1. Ithamar Conkey, Leonard M. Hills and
2 John K. Smith, their associates and successors, are
3 hereby made a corporation, by the name of the
4 “ Amherst Carriage Company,” for the purpose of
5 manufacturing carriages and harnesses of every de-
-6 scription, in the town of Amherst, in the county of
7 Hampshire ; and for this purpose shall have all the
8 powers and privileges, and be subject to all the duties,
9 restrictions and liabilities, contained in the thirty-

-10 eighth and forty-fourth chapters of the Revised Stat-
] 1 utes.
1 Sec. 2. The said company may hold for the pur-
-2 poses aforesaid, real estate to the amount of ten thou-
-3 sand dollars, and the whole capital stock of said company
4 shall not exceed the amount of thirty thousand dollars.

©ommontotaUft of JHassactjustUs.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Thirty
Seven.


