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Executive Department April 11, 19C

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representative

I return without my approval a bill entitled “ An
Act to provide for sittings of the superior court for
the county of Berkshire at North Adams.” The ex-
pense that would be incurred in carrying out the pro-
visions of the act would be paid for by taxes assessed
upon the whole county. It is, therefore, I believe, a
matter in which the taxpayers and voters of the county
affected have a peculiar right to he heard.

An unusually large and representative delegation
of the citizens of Berkshire from the most distant towns
of the Commonwealth have waited upon me in the
executive office to protest against this measure. There
have also been filed with me protests signed by the
members of the city government of Pittsfield and by
the town governments of Adams, Alford, Becket,
Cheshire, Dalton, Egremont, Great Barrington, Han-
cock, Hinsdale, Lanesborongh, Lee, Lenox, Monterey,
Aft. Washington, New Ashford, New Marlborough,
Otis, Peru, Richmond. Sandisfield, Savoy, Sheffield,
Stockbridge, Tyringham, Washington, West Stock-
bridge and Windsor. The city of North Adams is in
favor of the measure. No formal statement has been
filed with me from the towns of Clarksburg, Florida or
Williamstown, as to their attitude, but they are repre-
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sented as also favoring the legislation. In addition to
the protests above mentioned, remonstrances have been
filed from various business associations, from members
of the Berkshire bar, from manufacturers and large
taxpayers, and from individual citizens in such num-
bers as to make it evident that the county as a whole
is strongly opposed to this measure.

It should further be added that upon careful inquiry
I find no expression of friendliness to this measure,
but on the contrary marked disapproval, from the
bench.

This bill is one whose merits depend particularly
upon the consideration as to whether it is or is not
legislation desired and needed by the people of a single
county.

An overwhelming preponderance of opinion from
the citizens of the county from whom I have heard
convinces me that it is not so desired. There is, more-
over, no provision in the bill for obtaining the sense
of the people upon it.

Finally, though a matter peculiarly involving the ad-
ministration of justice, I am advised by the court that
it is needless and undesirable legislation.

If it is argued in opposition to a referendum of this
question to the people of Berkshire, that majorities
may be sometimes unfair in their treatment of minori-
ties, justice at least demands in face of the protests
of such an overwhelming majority of the municipalities
of the county, that action on this matter be postponed
until the citizens interested may have further oppor-
tunity to discuss the question on its merits before an-
other Legislature.

I therefore return the bill.
CURTIS GUILD, Jr.


