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T'sere is now pending before the Honourabte Legis-
lature a Petition for another bridge from Charles-
town to Boston—+ toll free forever for jfoot passen-
gers”  An intimation has also been given that arate
of toll on carriages, lower than that at the present
bridge, would be acceptable to the petitioners.—
These petitioners are fully aware that the granting
of their petition, will have the effect—

First, To apmhilate the foot toll of Charlestown
bridge.

Sscond, To divide equally the amount of toll re-
ceived for carriages, provided the rate at the two
bri%ea be the same.

e object of the following pages is not only to
demonstrate that a new bridge, as proposed, would
be utterly destructive of the present one asa pro-

rty, but would involve comsequences to other
interests, and among the rest those of the Common-
wealth, too serious to be met, for any advantages
promised by this new project. The advantages
such as they are, will be clearly shown to be local
and personal, concerning Charlestown and its inha-
bitants alone.

However great the confidence which the Corpora-
tion of Charles River Bridge may feelin the wisdom,
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integrity, and good faith of the legislature, a sense
of security ought not to rmpose silence, when a pro-
jeet, so fatal in its consequences as respects principle,
as well as property, solicits the favourable attention
of the legislature, as a public benofit. "The discussion
of its merits in the two branches, will call vp a va-
riety of considerations of no slight interest ‘and im-
portance—perhaps at a late day of the session—the
members of the two houses will not therefore think
a portion of their leisure in the intervening time,
ill bestowed, in a review of the reasons which are
here respectiully offered, against the petition.
Incorporations for the mere use of capital, like
banks, are to be distinguished from such as re-
quire the surrender of capital forever, and give as
an equivelent in return, certain privileges or fran-
chises to be enjoyed for 2 longer or shorter dura-
tion. A corporation of the first description, will
commence its operations without any anxious atten-
tien to divine what is to be the amount of its Pruﬁta,
because it capital being always subject fo its own
control, ma Ea withdrawn at pleasure, the corpo-
ration dissolved, and the money employed in any
other manner, at will. But it is not so with a cor-
poration of the other kind. The capital once in-
vested s irredeemable.  There remains nothing at
the disposal of the corporation but its franchise. If
ils capital be empln,yef;n the construction of a pub-
lic bridge, with a right of toll as ils franchise, this
right of toll will be ils ouly property. It is there-
fore, of great moment when the charter is framed,
not only that the good faith of the government, be
pledged for the uninterrepted ﬂ'?nyment of the
right, but that with a view to the adjustment of the
rate of toll and the term of the grant, upon equita-
ble grounds, for hoth parties, the circumstances
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which are to affect the amount of the tolls, be care-
fully weighed.

n the case of Charles River Bridge,—when the
adjustment of the terms of its charter were under
consideration, its location at and substitution for the
ancient ferry,—the fact that the. road over the Neck,
at the South End, Winnissimet Ferry and Chartes-
town Ferry, were the only frequented passes into
Boston;—that Charlesiown Ferry was the only cne
on Charles river above Chelsea,—the position of the
bridge, in relation to the eastern, northern, and west-
ern sections of the country; all these circumstances
were present to the minds of the General Court,
and uiPLhe proprietors of the bridge, when the char-
ter was framed. For a period of a bundred and
sixty years no additional avenues to the capital had
been opened ; the subject of a bridge from Boston
to Charlestown, had been at times discussed more
than sixty years, but the project as often deemed
visionary, from the depth . of the water and the ra-
piditg of the current. It seems therefore but rea-
sonable to suppose, that it was fully the expecta-
tion of the parties that the road, by the Neck, Win-
nissimmet Ferry, and Charles river bridge, would
continue for an unlimited pericd to be the only ave-
noes io Bostou, from the interior. In the then state
of public wiformation, taken in connexion with the
actual condition and prospects of the country, it could
hardly, at least, have been conceived by any one, that
a competition was likely to arise with Charles river
bridge, within a term of {ifty or more years. By all
the considerations here mpntioned, t%e legislature
was most undoubtedly influenced, both in fixing the
rate of the tolls and ﬂte duration of the charter ; and
whether the toll on a carriage should be 8 pence or
.12 pence, or the duration of the charter 40 or 100
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years, were questions which had a direct reference
to these pomts,
The ordinary and accustomed passing by the ferry
ﬁether with the trave! from the eastern, northern,
western sections of the country, from which the
e by Charlestown bridge would be shorter
t y the neck, were, therefore to be deemed the
sources of revenme from which the proprietors were
to be remunerated for their hazarguus enterprize,
and which they were mmquestionably to enjoy unin-
terrupted for the term of the charter. '}Q{-t that
the legislature may not erect other bridges, or even
remove the present bridge, if the public good re-
quire, giving to Charles river bridge, a full indemn:-
ty. For in point of fnterest the franchise itself, and
an equivalent for i, are one and the same thing.
It may here be but an act of justice, to sey a word
of the public spirit of the projectors of this bridge.
The current of public cpinion was strongly against
the scheme, as impracticible. If the natural ohsta-
cles to the co{ifletion of a bridge were overcome,
which it was believed they could not be, there being
no example of a pier bridge of the same extent.any
where in being; there was the danger to be appre-
hended from ice in the river, which would inevitabl
sweep away the bridge in a short time, and its whole
cost, a large sum of money for the day, be wholly
lost to the proprietors, There was no reservation
in the charter, that the Commonwealth would, in
that case indemnify them in whole or in any part,
the hazard was wholly their own; they persevered
under every discouragement and completed the
work. This as it was the longest bridge then known
in the civilized world, has heen useful not onl
as a model throughout the country, but as an experi-
ment by which the stability of wooden bridges, of
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great length, was fully established ; a fact of the
more importance, as the greater cheapness of wood-
en structures, compared with those of stone, has en-
abled us to avail of them when the expense of the
latter, in the same places, would have been an insu-
perable obstacle. . :
What was just now said at the time of the incor-
poration, as to the extent of country which accord-
ing to public expectation, would communicate with
Boston by Charles River bridge only, and the in-
fluence this expectation must have had on the terms
of the charter, has received full confirmation by a
deliberate act of the Legnlature itself. Seven
years after the charter was granted, and while yet
the circumstances under which the bridge was built,
were fresh in the public mind, the project of West
Boston Bridge was submitted to the Legislature.
It being apparent that a portion of the western
travel woulPRa diverted from Charles River Bridge,
the legislature at once gave to this bridge an addi
tional term of thirty years as an indemmity for this
loss. That this was no boon above the fair claims
of the proprietors, may be shewn in other ways.
When the solidity of the bridge was ascertained and
its advantages began to be felt, had the Legislature
in its wisdom conferred a munificent reward u
the Company, as an acknowl t of a no
public spirit, successfully exerted in accomplishing
the most useful undertaking which, viewed in all its
beneficial consequences, has been devised since the
revolution, the public feeling would have heartil
. responded to the act. It was probably suppoaei
that the profits to arise from the wide range of
trayel, which would cenire at the bridge, would
yield such a reward, besides reimbursing the capital
and a liberal compensation for its use. u:lgBm the fact
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is not so, and to prove it, it will not be thought unfair
to assume as true that the capital employed in build-
jng this bridge, if not thus used, would have been:as
judiciously invested, either in real estate in Boston, in
the Funds of the United States, or in active com=
merce, as any capital in the hands of other persons.
Now the instances are numerous of the same amount
of money employed in all these several ways, which
has since 1786, accumulated to an amount equal to,
if not exceeding, the presenl value of Charles'River
Bridge. So that as a property, it has always stood,
and now stands, but on a level, with many other
kinds, with this difference that this was expesed at
the beginning, to imminent hazard, of total loss in
an unpromising experiment, which if successful, the
blic was to reap as great, or far greater benefits
rom, than the proprietors; while, if unsuccessful,
the latter alone were to be the sufferers. We say
the public were to reaigraater benefits from success
than the proprietors, because in a pecuniary view
alone, the public have profited equally, while in
other respects its gain is immeasurable. For there
M was first ascerfained that a bridge of this con-
struction could be depended upon; many others
were in consequence built. And in the point of greater
facility of intercourse beiween Boston and the coun-
try, two facts will suffice. Before the bridge was
erected, Charlestown Ferry in the winter season was
sometimes impassable for one or more days, from the'
violence of storms, or danger from the tce. The
other fact is, that heavil‘y aden teams always, and
often other carriages commg from the country, north
and ‘east nf-M::ffbrd, to:ﬁ( their course through
Cambridge, Brookline, and Roxbury, to get to Bos-
ton; a circuit of thirteen miles; whereas from the
same point, the way opened by the bridge was only
five miles.



