
SENATE....]No. 121.

Council Chamber, April 24, 1852.

Sir: A bill entitled “ An Act concerning the Boston Wharf
Company” has been laid before me for my revision ; but as I
entertain objections to its passage, I herewith return it to the
honorable Senate with a brief statement of the reasons by
which lam controlled. In 1851 the General Court passed a
similar bill, which I declined to approve, and I now respect-
fully refer the Senate to the communication I then made, and
especially to the considerations touching the preservation of
the harbor of Boston.

All the objections there presented apply to the bill before me,
and it is my present purpose to state the particulars wherein
the proposed measure will be more prejudicial to the public in-
terests than that of 1851. By the existing laws this corpora-
tion is authorized to construct a wharf on the southerly side
of Fore Point Channel to a point eleven hundred feet from a
given angle in the commissioner’s line. The bill of 1851 pro-
vided for a further extension of one hundred and fifty feet,
while the bill under consideration contemplates an extension
of four hundred feet, or to a point fifteen hundred feet from
the aforenamed angle. It is true that this bill gives a direc-
tion to the line on the north-easterly end of the wharf, which,
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if continued will restrain the adjacent shore owners within
limits more conformable to the ordinance of 1641. But there
are two serious objections to the extension of this line as con-
templated by the bill before me.

In the first place a basin will be formed behind the Boston
Wharf, and in front of the lands and wharves of adjacent pro-
prietors.

The water in this basin will be without current, and hence
a deposit must inevitably take place in front of these lands and
wharves.

The second objection is, that while by this bill the Boston
Wharf will have a front of fifteen hundred feet on Fore Point
Channel,—a channel which can be used by vessels of mode-
rate burden at all times of the tide,—the riparian proprietors
in the rear of this wharf, having no access from their lands to
any natural channel whatever, are to be restrained several hun-
dred feet within the limits assigned to this corporation. It is
my conviction that the Boston Wharf Company cannot take
and exercise the privileges granted by this bill without an
injury to public, and a wrong to private interests, which the
State ought not to sanction. But I desire to express the opin-
ion that such is the character of the proposed line as a harbor
line, and its prospective injustice to riparian owners, it cannot
be maintained.

Our successors will feel bound to permit these owners to
extend their wharves to a line corresponding with the extreme
point of the Boston Wharf. Thus this bill not only makes a
grant of flats to the Boston Wharf Company, four hundred
feet in width on Fore Point Channel, but necessarily leads to
the extension of this grant along the line towards South Bos-
ton, and involves a surrender of several hundred thousand feet
of flats, in which the Commonwealth has a valuable vendible
interest, without any compensation or consideration whatever.

Hence I cannot agree to such a surrender of the public prop-
erty, especially when considered in connection with its prob-
able injurious effects upon the harbor of Boston.

GEORGE S. BOUTWELL.


