
SENATE...,~No. 105.

The Second Joint Standing Committee on Towns, to whom
was committed the petition of the selectmen of Sandisfield
praying that the town line between Sandisfield and Tolland
may be fixed and established where it has been conceded to
be since the incorporation of Sandisfield, and that the doings
of the inhabitants both as magistrates and private citizens
may be confirmed, and the remonstrance of the inhabitants
of Tolland against said petition, having heard the respective
parties,

That the town of Sandisfield was one of the Four Housa-
tonic Towns, so called, and is designated No. 3, on the plan or
survey thereof, of 1737.

On the east of No. 3, now Sandisfield, was the plantation of
Bedford, which was incorporated into a town by the name of
Granville, in the year 1754, the west line of which was thus
described in the act: “ Thence (W.) 660 perch to a hemlock
tree, mafked with stones about it, on the west branch of
Farmington River, and it is the north-west corner of said
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tract; from thence, bounding on said west branch of said
f armington River, as the same runs, to a great hemlock tree,
at the colony line, being the south-west corner of said tract ;

from thence, on said colony line,” &c.
I olland, being the western part of Granville, was incorpo-

rated in 1810.
Sandisfield was incorporated in 1762.
There is a tract of land of about one hundred and twenty

acres lying west of the mountain on the east bank of Farm-
ington River, and which comprises a large part of the flourish-
ing village of New Boston. On this tract, which is about two
miles in length, there are twenty-two families, consisting of
one hundred and four persons, of whom thirty-four are legal
voters; this tract has, for a century, been considered a part of
Sandisfield ; the residents thereon are four or five miles distant
from the town hall in Tolland, which is accessible but by a
difficult and precipitous road, and only one and a half miles
from the town hall in Sandisfield, to which there is a level and
convenient road.

The question is, to which of these towns does this tract of
land belong ? Whatever may have been the west boundary of
Bedford as described in the act incorporating that plantation, it
is conceded that ever since the incorporation of Sandisfield,
said tract of land has been considered to be a part of Sandis-
field. No dissentient opinion appears to have been uttered
until very recently; existing controversies in reference to the
maintenance of certain bridges over Farmington River have
been accompanied by the suggestion of doubts as to the right
of Sandisfield to this terri ory, and Tolland now claims Farm-
ington River to be the boundary line the whole distance be-
tween her and Sandisfield, so as to include this disputed
territory; while, on the other hand, Sandisfield contends that
the true line of divisionbetween said towns, is one “ beginning
at a stone monument on the east bank of Farmington River a
short distance southerly of the dwelling-house of Elizur Dent-
ing, thence north on the west side of the mountain to a mon-
ument on the east bank of said Farmington River where said
line intersects said river and north of Hull’s Tannery,” which
will give the territory in question to Sandisfield.
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Several depositions were introduced, tending to prove the
general understanding, that this was the correct boundary ;

one of which is of a very conclusive character, in certain par-
ticulars, as will be readily seen, from the following extract:

Mr. Abiram Chamberlain says ;
“ I am a land surveyor. I

have been acquainted with that portion of Sandisfield, east of
Farmington River, forty years. I have lived on said portion, some
seven or eight years. I have always known that said portion
to be a part of Sandisfield. I have, at the request of the select-
men of Sandisfield, three times surveyed the line between the
towns of Sandisfield and Tolland. Said line commenced at a
stone monument, on the east bank of Farmington River, south
of Elizur Deming, in said Sandisfield, thence running north-
erly on the side of the mountain, to a stone monument, on the
east bank of said river, north of Hull’s Tannery. The select-
men of Tolland, one or more of them, were present during
said surveys.”

The perambulations between the towns of Sandisfield and
Tolland, and Sandisfield and Granville, of the years 1791, 1798,
1812, 1817, 1829 and 1844, go to establish the boundary, as

above described.
Since the reference of the petition to your committee, a plan

of Granville has been obtained, which is prepared from surveys
made in 1794, and signed on the 23d of May, 1795, by Josiah
Hasey and Samuel Rogers, “Town Committee.” Near the
line between that town and Sandisfield, there is written, by the
committee, this striking admission : “ This town is bounded
by Farmington River, west, by the original grant, but cut off
by the line of Sandisfield, as, by the plan, having the oldest
grant.”

The grant of Sandisfield was in 1737; that of Bedford, not
until 1738.

With this boundary, Tolland would be content, even now,
as the people of both towns have been, for a century, if cer-
tain arrangements could be effected in reference to the bridges
alluded to. With these matters, the committee are not inclined
to interfere, for they are aside of, and not embraced in, the
petition.

It has been stated, repeatedly, that this territory, until re-
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cently, has been admitted, on all hands, to be a part of Sandis-
field. The inhabitants do not wish a change; their associa-
tions are with Sandisfield, and they would regret to have them
ruptured. They are now, according to all understanding, a
component part of the county of Berkshire ; if a part of Tol-
land, they would be a part of the county of Hampden; thus
including, not only a change of the town, but of the county
lines.

In view of all the circumstances of the case, the committee
are of opinion that the interests of Sandisfield, and especially
of the inhabitants of the tract in question, require that the
long-established boundary line between that town and Tolland,
in this particular, should not be disturbed ; but, in order to
prevent future doubt and altercation, it should be fixed and
established as prayed for by the petitioners. They therefore
report the accompanying bill.

FRANCIS BRINLEY, Chairman.
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Three.

AN ACT
Defining a Portion of the Boundary Line between the

Towns of Sandisfield and Tolland.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa-
tives, in General Court assembled, and by the authority of
the same, as follows

1 Sect. 1. The line heretofore conceded to be apor-
-2 tion of the dividing line between the towns of San-
3 disfield and Tolland, and which is described as follows,
4 to wit:—Beginning at a stone monument on the east
5 bank of Farmington River a short distance southerly
6 of the dwelling-house of Elizur Doming, thence north
7 on the west side of the mountain to a monument on
8 the east bank of said Farmington River where said
9 line intersects said river, and north of Hull’s Tannery,

10 is hereby established and fixed; and to remove all

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-
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11 doubt as to the legality of the doings of all magis-
-12 trates, and of the municipal action of the inhabitants
13 of that part of Sandisfield which is included within
14 said described line, the same are hereby ratified, con-
-15 firmed, and taken to be legal and binding upon all
16 persons, to the same extent they would have been
17 legal and binding, if no doubt had existed as to this
18 portion of the boundary line between said towns.


