
HOTJSE....No.No. 98.

House op Representatives, February 20, 1860.
Report Of The Committee on Mercantile Affairs and Insurance. to whom

was referred the Petition of the City of Chelsea, asking the
legislature to cause the removal of obstractions in Chelsea
Creek, have considered the same, and

The obstructions complained of and sought to be removed,
are two in number. They consist of the Eastern Railroad
Bridge, extending from East Boston, across an arm of Chelsea
Creek, to Breed’s Island, and of a causeway lying about half a
mile south-westerly from said bridge, and also connecting East
Boston with Breed’s Island. The bridge is a solid structure,
completely separating the waters of Chelsea Creek from one of
its natural outlets and inlets, and the causeway lying across the
same channel is also solid, with the exception of a small culvert,
permitting only a partial ebb and flow of tides through it.

The whole area of water thus cut off from Chelsea Creek is,
according to evidence, about seventy square acres. Of this
about forty-two acres lie between the aforesaid bridge and
causeway, in a deep basin, containing fourteen millions six
hundred four thousand and threehundred and fifty-three cubic
feet of water.

The petitioners ask that a draw shall bo placed in the railroad
bridge, of sufficient dimensions to admit the passage of vessels
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and the flow of this large volume of water, now entirely held
back from Chelsea Creek, and that the causeway shall be
removed, and m its place a bridge, built upon piles, and with a
draw, and in such manner as least to impede the current of
water flowing through it.

It was assumed by the petitioners that the obstructions named
were injuriously affecting the main channel or harbor of Chelsea,
by gradually diminishing its width and depth. Evidence was
introduced to confirm these assumptions. The most essential
reason, however, adduced by them, and upon which they insisted
for the removal of the obstructions in question, was the increased
facilities which the opening by water of a new approach to their
city would afford to commerce. It was testified by them that
Chelsea Creek possessed superior advantages as a harbor, in
having a more uniform and greater average depth of water than
even Boston or other adjacent harbors, and that the chief
obstacle preventing the citizens of Chelsea from obtaining their
full share of the benefits of commerce, was attributable to the
difficulties imposed upon the ingress and egress of navigation
therefrom, by unwisely closing up a natural channel by the
aforesaid artificial means. These difficulties consist in the cir-
cumstance that vessels ready for sea, cannot, owing to the
position of the channel, get out of Chelsea Creek during the
prevalence of westerly winds, without being compelled to pay
for steam to tow them out, notwithstanding winds from this
quarter are generally most desirable for vessels outward bound.
Considerable evidence was introduced to show that the passage
sought to be re-opened by removal of the obstructions cited,
would remedy these difficulties. In confirmation of this, it was
asserted by witnesses that this channel had been formerly navi-
gated by vessels loaded with coal, lumber and hay; and one
instance was adduced, showing that a vessel drawing eleven
feet of water had passed through it. At the narrowest part of
this channel, called the Lane, and over which the causeway
lies, it was admitted that if the channel was re-opened it would
be necessary to make an excavation of some six hundred feet.
With this exception, it was claimed that the current, if opened
to the extent asked, would resume its former depth and volume,
and thereby open the desired passage to sea.

As another result from the removal of these obstructions, it
was claimed that there would be an important increase of the
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velocity and volume of water passing through Chelsea Creek,
and into Boston Harbor, thus securing to both greater scouring
power.

It was also claimed for the petitioners that the city of Chelsea
had, in its geographical position, especially in that part bordering
upon the waters of Chelsea Creek, many advantages for con-
struction of wharves and docks, warehouses and manufactories,
and could, if its prayer were granted, offer many inducements
and facilities to its citizens, and others, to engage in maritime
and commercial enterprise. Hence it was deemed by them
a measure of great importance, both to their present and
prospective prosperity as a city.

Upon the merits of the petition, as thus set forth, the Com-
mittee did not adjudicate. They came to the conclusion that
all the claims of the petitioners appeared in many respects well
founded ; still they could not, with due regard to the interests
of the Commonwealth, recommend acquiescence therein, with-
out further and more minute investigation, than could, at this
time, be given to the subject. The controling reason for this
conclusion is this : one of the obstacles asked to be removed,—
the Eastern Railroad Bridge,—was located and constructed
under a grant from the legislature. Hence ifit is to be removed
and superseded by a draw, the cost and damage must either
be paid by the State or by the city of Chelsea. No assessment
for this could be made upon the Eastern Railroad Corporation.
But no estimate of the necessary expense was submitted to the
Committee. They were therefore unable to satisfy themselves
whether the alleged benefit that might accrue from granting
the request of the petitioners, would be commensurate with the
probable cost of the same.

Under these circumstances, and considering the importance
of the interests involved, and desirous not to prejudice the
merits of the case, but upon the fullest evidence, and with a
view to allow the petitioners ample time for investigation and
observation, the Committee recommend the reference of the
petition and its accompanying documents to the next general
court.

Per Order,
JAMES GIFFORD.




