
HOUSE.....No. 107.

The Remonstrance of the City of Fall River, in the County of
Bristol, against a Memorial purporting to be a Memorial of
the Inhabitants of the County of Bristol, in relation to he
Rhode Island Boundary.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts , in General Court
assembled :—

The city of Fall River, in the county of Bristol, respectfully
represents to your honorable bodies: That from the year 1746
the actual dine of boundary between this Commonwealth and
the State of Rhode Island, from the north-east corner of Rhode
Island to the ocean, has been as at present established and
recognized by both States, and although during all the time
since said year 1746 there has been some controversy as to
whether the present actual line is the true boundary between
said States, and if not, what such true boundary is, or ought to
be, nevertheless, said States have occupied and held exclusive
jurisdiction over the territory on eacli side of said line, as parts
of said States, respectively.

That said boundary line has become, with the increase of
population in those parts of the States adjacent thereto, very
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inconvenient to the people on both sides of the line. At Fall
River the line passes through a closely-peopled district, in fact
dividing what is or should be a single city, into two municipal-
ities; one, the city of Fall River, in the State of Massachusetts;
the other, the town of Fall River, in the State of Rhode Island.

Similar, and perhaps as great inconvenience is experienced
at other parts of the line. The town of Pawtucket, in Massa-
chusetts, is a suburb of the town of North Providence, in Rhode
Island, being separated from it only by a narrow river, on the
easterly bank of which, at high water-mark, the State line runs.
The business connections ofits people, theirpost office, their banks,
their savings banks, their insurance offices, their market, and the
places of daily business or labor of a large part of them, are all in
Rhode Island. The social relations, not less than the business
interests of its inhabitants, are almost exclusively with Rhode
Island and its people. That part of the town of Seekonk, also,
that lies south of Pawtucket, and opposite to the city of Provi-
dence, settled and occupied for the most part by Providence
people, is thrown into a different State jurisdiction from that
city, to the great injury and inconvenience of both places. It
cannot be necessary to detail to your honorable bodies the
serious inconveniences that necessarily attend a divided author-
ity in police and municipal regulations, among a population
thus intimately connected ; the vexatious facility afforded to
offenders against the criminal laws of either State to take refuge
beyond the reach of its criminal process, or the manifold evils
resulting from two distinct and conflicting systems of law hav-
ing force in different parts of the same community. These and
other like inconveniences are difficulties encountered in com-
mon by the people of the city of Fall River and the town of
Fall River, by North Providence and Pawtucket, and by Provi-
dence and Seekonk. There are, however, some circumstances
in the situation of Fall River, which render the line at that
place peculiarly unfortunate. The Watuppa ponds, so called,
which are the sources of the water-power of the city of Fall
River, to which its present prosperity is largely due as a great
centre of manufacturing industry, lie principally within the
State of Rhode Island, and thus the business, the present
wealth, and prospective increase of this city are, to a consider-
able extent, dependent on the favor and protecting care of
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another State, and subject to the dangers that would result
from its hostile legislation. This city is also largely interested
in commerce, and has great capacities for the extension of its
trade, and and all the valuable wharves that can hereafter be
built will be necessarily within the State of Rhode Island, if
the line remains as heretofore.

Your remonstrants further represent, that in the year 1852,
a suit in equity was instituted in the supreme court of the United
States in behalf of this Commonwealth against the State of
Rhode Island, for the purpose of ascertaining the true boundary
line from the north-eastern corner of Rhode Island to the ocean,
and this Commonwealth claims that the line as actually run
and established in the year 1746 was not run in accordance
with the determination of the royal commissioners, by whose
award the line between the colonies was settled in 1741, and
whose action was confirmed by the king in council in 1746. It
is not pretended, however, that the establishment of the true
line of the award of 1741, according to the claim of this Com-
monwealth, would remove in any considerable degree the prac-
tical difficulties and inconveniences now existing, either at
Pawtucket, Seekonk, or Fall River. It is obvious, therefore,
especially in view of the doubtful result of an application to the
supreme court to reform a boundary line that has practically
been established and acquiesced in for one hundred and twenty
years, that the true and wise policy of this Commonwealth, no
less than that of the State of Rhode Island, is to establish by
agreement, if possible, a boundary that shall relieve the people
on both sides of the line of the inconvenience which they now
suffer, rather than to ascertain and establish the true boundary.
The general court of the year 1869, fully Impressed with the
conviction that such is the true and only policy to be pursued
by this Commonwealth in the further conduct of this contro-
versy, passed a Resolve, authorizing the attorney-general and
the counsel on behalf of the Commonwealth in said suit, subject
to the direction and approval of the governor and council, to
negotiate for the adjustment of said proceeding in equity, by
the adoption of a conventional line, to be confirmed by a decree
of the supreme court of the United Stales. (Res. 1859, ch. 69.)

Your remonstrants further represent, that the attorney-gen.
eral and counsel of the Commonwealth in pursuance of this
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authority, negotiated a conventional line of boundary, which has
already received the final approval of the general assembly of
the State of Ehode Island. That the same was laid before the
governor and council of this Commonwealth also for their
approval, and after most careful and laborious investigation into
the merits of the proposed boundary, all persons interested
having been fully heard, for and against the said proposed
boundary line, the same was unanimously approved and con-
firmed by the governor and council, and the attorney-general
and counsel on behalf of the Commonwealth were instructed to
cause all necessary orders and decrees to be entered in said suit
in the supreme court of the United States for the final confirma-
tion thereof, and for the protection of the rights of all persons
and corporations to be affected thereby.

And your remonstrants further represent, that the conven-
tional line thus adopted is one very advantageous to this Com-
mon svealth in all respects, and to the people affected thereby;
that it is approved by the vast majority of the inhabitants of the
territory transferred from each State to the other, and that the
proposed change can alone relieve the two States from the diffi-
culties and inconveniences herein before referred to.

Your remonstrants further represent, that in the adjustment
of a controversy of this nature, the mere arithmetical equality
of numbers or value of the people and property transferred from
one jurisdiction to the other, is neither a primary object to be
attained, nor a test of the wisdom of the settlement; and your
remonstrants are confident that a full examination of the whole
matter will satisfy your honorable bodies that there is no real
disadvantage to Massachusetts in actual exchange of taxable
property or in the prospective population of the territory trans-
ferred ; and that any apparent inequalities in the number of
inhabitants and amount of property transferred, is fully compen-
sated by the great advantages which this State derives from the
change of boundary that do not depend upon the transfer of
people or property from one jurisdiction to the other. It is not
the purpose of your remonstrants, at this time, to detail the
advantages, direct and indirect, of the change of boundary;
and it is respectfully suggested that the convenience, welfare
and happiness of the people to be affected by the change are the
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great considerations to control the action of the States in the
premises.

Your remonstrants had indeed hoped that this long vexed
controversy had been finally and happily closed, and that after
a conventional, line, acceptable to the people to be affected by
the change of boundary, had been approved and confirmed by
the high authority of the governor and council in the manner
expressly authorized by the general court, after so long and so
diligent inquiry into the whole matter, no attempt would be
made to disturb a settlement so obviously beneficial.

Your remonstrants further represent, that although they are
not averse to any examination into the subject that the general
court may be pleased to make, yet they feel called upon most
respectfully, yet most earnestly to protest, that the faith of the
Commonwealth is already pledged by the proceedings already
had in the premises, as well to the inhabitants of this State
who are affected thereby, as to the State of Rhode Island, for
the full consummation of the change of boundary which has
been made under its authority.

Your remonstrants are informed that a certain memorial,
purporting to be a memorial of the inhabitants of the county of
Bristol assembled in convention at Taunton, on the eighth day
of February, A. D. 1861, has been presented to your honorable
bodies, praying for a repeal of the said Resolve of the year 1859,
whereby the attorney-general was authorized to negotiate for
the settlement of said suit in equity by the adoption of a con-
ventional line of boundary between said States, and for other
proceedings inconsistent with and intended to prevent the final
confirmation of the said change of boundary.

Your remonstrants further represent, that said memorial is
not, as it purports to be, a memorial of the inhabitants of said
county of Bristol assembled in convention as aforesaid, and that
said memorial does not represent the views of the said inhabi-
tants, nor of any considerable part of them, nor more especially
of that portion of said inhabitants directly affected by such
change of boundary, and that said alleged convention was not
called as a convention of said inhabitants, and that the said
memorialists have no authority to represent the views of said
inhabitants in the premises.
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Your remonstrants further represent, that said memorial con-
tains very many mistakes of matters of fact, some few only of
which are herein corrected ; that said memorial prays for action
on the part of your honorable bodies that will, if taken, seriously
prejudice and affect the rights and interests of very many citi-
zens of this Commonwealth, and many towns and corporations
therein.

To the end, therefore, that, if your honorable bodies shall
deem it expedient to consider the subject matter of said memo-
rial, all persons, corporations and municipalities to be affected
by the action therein prayed for, may be fully heard and their
rights and interests protected, your remonstrants pray that
sufficient notice be given to all such persons, corporations, and
municipalities of the action proposed by said memorial, and
of the time and place for hearing the same.

And your remonstrants respectfully remonstrating and pro-
testing against the proposed repeal of said Eesolve for the
reasons herein before shown, as also for other good and suffi-
cient reasons, more fully to be presented to your honorable
bodies in such manner as shall be hereafter prescribed, further
pray that all such further laws and resolves may be passed and
enacted, as shall be expedient and necessary (if any) to the full
and final confirmation of said change of boundary.

And as in duty bound will ever pray.

In Board op Common Council, Feb. 25,1861.
Adopted and sent for concurrence.

Thomas T. Potter, Clerk.

In Board op Aldermen, Feb. 25, 1861.
Concurred.

Alyan S. Ballard, City Clerk.
Concurred.


