
HOUSE.. ..No. 56.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the
State of Massachusetts :

The undersigned, members of the Middlesex South Agricul-
tural Society, learning that C. P. Talbot, J. R. Faulkner,
Marshall P. Wilder, and others, have advertised according to
law, that they intend to petition your honorable body, for a
repeal of the “Act in relation to the Plowage of the Meadows
on Concord and Sudbury Rivers,” approved April fourth,
eighteen hundred and sixty, on the ground that the public
good requires the repeal of said Act, do respectfully remonstrate
against the granting such petition.

We remonstrate against said petition on account of our full
belief, that a faithful execution of the said Act will restore to
valuable cultivation thousands of acres of meadow-land situated
on the banks of said rivers in the county of Middlesex.

We remonstrate against petition because the honorable
supreme court of this State has declared the said Act constitu-
tional in all its provisions.

The honorable chief justice of the supreme court, in render-
ing this decision, makes use of the following language : “It
might well be supposed that the necessary effect of an obstruc-
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tion in a stream of this nature would be to cause the waters to
flow back in the bed of the rivers, to fill up their courses or
channels, to overflow their sides and to inundate to a great
extent the adjacent land, which is naturally low and level, and
thus to render it unfit for agricultural purposes and deprive it
of its capacity to produce any profitable or useful vegetation.
The improvement of so large a territory situated in several
different towns and owned by a great number of persons, by
draining off the water and thereby rendering the land suitable
for tillage, which could not otherwise be usefully improved at
all, would seem to come fairly within the scope of legislative
action, and not to be so devoid of all public utility and advan-
tage as to make it the duty of this court to pronounce a statute
which might well be designed to effect such a purpose, invalid
and unconstitutional.”

We further remonstrate against said petition on account of
our full conviction that while the dam at Billerica remains at
its present height, which has been shown by actual survey to be
above any portion of the bed of said rivers reaching twenty-
seven miles above said dam, the meadows on said rivers can
never be benefited according to the true intention of said Act,
a repeal of which, the petition against which we remonstrate,
seeks to effect.

ELIAS GROUT, Pres. Middlesex S. Agr. Soc.
And 62 others.


