
HOUSE....No. 112,

House or Representatives, March 17th, 1852.

The Committee on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance, to which
was referred the Petition of S. S. Perkins and others, for
an avenue to South Boston ; and also the remonstrances of
Tisdale Drake and others, and of the Boston Marine Society,
have considered the same, and

That the Committee concur with their predecessors, in their
opinion of the benefits to the public by the erection of the pro-
posed avenue, and would refer to Sen. Doc. No. 110 of the
year 1851, for some of the reasons therefor. The rapid increase
of business and population in Boston constantly demand the
opening of new channels of communication. The petitioners
ask for a new avenue to that important part of Boston called
South Boston. It appeared in evidence, that the main thor-
oughfare is now over what is called the North Free Bridge.
To give some idea of the amount of travel, the Committee
would refer to the City Marshal’s statement, from actual count,
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on the 6th of September last, by which it appears that in thir-
teen hours there passed out :

3414 passengers in vehicles,
4674 “ on foot,
1216 one-horse vehicles,
294 two-horse “

85 three-horse “

30 four-horse “

Passed in

3379 passengers in vehicle;
5091 “ on foot,
1147 one-horse vehicles,
343 two-horse

89 three-horse
25 four-horse

Owing to the draw in the bridge being across the channel,
there is often a delay of ten to thirty minutes, vessels passing
being pressed by the current against the sides of the draw in
such a manner as to impede their progress. This delay causes
great inconvenience to the public, as will be readily seen by
reference to the statement of travel above. In addition to this,
the street leading to the bridge is narrow, inconvenient, and far
from agreeable. It would seem to the Committee, that the
time had come when a new avenue is needed. At the last
session of the Legislature a bill passed both branches, giving
the petitioners the right to build a solid structure to Fore
Point Channel. This bill did not meet His Excellency’s
approbation. The petitioners now do not ask for leave to
build a solid structure below the riparian line, but simply a
pile bridge. In the accompanying bill the Committee think
they have guarded the rights ofriparian proprietors and secured
to the public a performance of the duties embraced in the grant.

For the Committee,

WILLIAM CLAFLIN


