
SENATE....NO. 31.

REMONSTRANCE
OF

THOMAS EDMANDS AND OTHERS AGAINST A DI-
VISION OF THE TOWN OF NEWTON.

To ike Honorable the Senate, and the Honorable House of Rep-
resentatives, of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts :

We. the undersigned, legal voters in Newton, residing on the
eastern side of the proposed line of division, now before your
honorable body, which severs us from the village of Angler’s
Corner, and south of it to the distance of about a mile and a
half, very respectfully ask the General Court to listen to this
our remonstrance against the line which cruelly cuts the tender,
the strong, and the numerous natural ties by which we have
ever been, and still hope to be bound. Although we have act-
ed with the great majorities of our townsmen who have three
times, in town-meetings, chosen committees to remonstrate be-
fore your committees on towns, against this division of Newton,
and, last year, joined 344 legal voters in an individual remon-
strance to your body, we now again ask your attention to the
following objections which we urge afresh against being sepa-
rated from Angier’s Corner.

Firstly. Because the Corner itself, containing sixty-nine
voters, has, recently, almost unanimously remonstrated to your
tody against being torn from us, by every honorable, mutual,
and sacred principle ; —and, because we are bound to make a
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response to these our brethren, which an every-day beneficial
trade and happy intercourse demand of us. Notwithstanding
this decisive fact, we further plead :

Secondly. Because the Corner to us is, emphatically, entire-
ly the only Centre which we possess, with regard to the pur-
chase of English goods, groceries, &c., and every necessary
article from the mechanics’ shops. Yes ! the taking this Corner
from us, is like taking the centre from any town, by supernatu-
ral, if it could not be done by natural power, and compelling
the inhabitants to go into surrounding towns, and pay to them
a large amount of money, for work and necessary articles
which ought naturally to be paid to benefit their own town and
townsmen, and thus cement more strongly the bonds of social
and municipal intercourse. In fact, this Corner to us is more
than a common centre to a town—for here are our every-day
tendencies, whether we go to Watertown, Brighton or Boston,
or even to Waltham. And here too, to the great majority of
us, is our post office, through which we must continue to pass
our communications, and some of us our extensive business
correspondence. This post office ought to continue to be our
own, as we trust your honorable body will decide, and we be
saved from constant inconveniences, disappointments and los-
ses. If such be facts, and your honorable body be put in pos-
session of them, we must indulge the hope that we shall be
protected from such wrongs—unexampled wrongs can we not
say I But, in a general view of the subject, we ask to plead
again,—

Thirdly. Because, with Angler’s Corner we shall lose our
rail-road depot—(given to us, as the west depot was to that vil-
lage, as a providential gift)—which is now giving a growth to
it, equal to that of the rest of the town!—and which every year
will increase to vast importance. Thus, with both depots, and
the three only thriving villages of Angier’s Corner, West New-
ton, and Lower Falls, lying on a rich interval, along the great
thoroughfares to the city, bounded on the north and west by
Charles river, the west town must grow with a rapid stride
and the robbed agricultural east town, with its depressed Upper
Falls, must, comparatively, remain in statu quo.
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As the bill, which is now before your honorable body, has
been urged onward, regardless of great majorities against it;
and as the reviewing committee, and a majority of the present
committee on much to our surprise, in favor of it,
we now again sincerely plead, and look for justice in the action
of your whole body, who will not decide this, or any other im-
portant question, without reviewing facts facts which, we
trust, will lead you in wisdom, not to give success to those pe-
titioners living in West Newton, so called, who, in aiming to
secure to themselves a strong town at the expense of the weak
one, have avariciously grasped Angier’s Corner, which has been
built up by its own enterprise and our patronage , together with
the advantage of the rail-road depot. This fact is sufficient
to rouse our just, resolute and unwavering opposition;—
and we once more respectfully ask for your protection—beg-
ging you to arrest this daring attempt to seize that por-
tion of Newton which is destined to growth, wealth and im-
portance,—and thus, in a prospective view—(here suffer us to
repeat, in a prospective view, on which many of our unanswer-
able arguments have rested) —would divide our town, upon the
principles of a monstrous inequality, of a flagrant injustice
unparalleled in our Commonwealth.

THOMAS EDMANDS,
and thirty-four others.

And, as in duty bound, will ever plead.
Newton, February 7, 1844.
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REMONSTRANCE
OF THE

TOWN OF NEWTON, AGAINST A DIVISION OF
THE SAME.

To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the
Commonwealth of Massachusetts , in Legislature assembled :

The undersigned, a committee appointed by the town of
Newton, at a legal meeting of its inhabitants, held on the 14th
instant, to present to your honorable body a remomstance
against the petition of Joel Fuller and others, for a division of
said town, respectfully beg that they may be heard in this
their remonstrance against the prayer of the said petitioners;—

1. Your petitioners are pleased to state that they ask for a
division of Newton, according to a line recommended in an
authorized report of a committee appointed by the town. Your
remonstrants are willing to believe that the petitioners, in pre-
senting this statement, did not design to mislead your honora-
ble body in the matter respecting the action of the town upon
this question ; yet, from the record of the town clerk, it appears
that the committee alluded to was not authorized to report a
line of division, the vote appointing said committee merely au-
thorizing it to take into “ consideration the subject of a division
of the toxvn, and to report at a future meeting The question
referred to the committee related merely to the expediency or
practicability of a division, and not to the selection of any line;
and in presenting the report, the chairman of the committee
stated that, not understanding fully the character of the duties
assigned, their report might not accord with the instructions
intended to be give n.
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2. Your petitioners, in adding that the report above alluded
to was adopted by the town with great unanimity, appear to
have entirely misapprehended the action taken upon the report.
It was not only not adopted with great unanimity, hut was not
adopted at all—no vote having been taken upon its adoption.
Upon the reading of the report, the question of its acceptance
came up, when the inquiry was made whether its acceptance
would be equivalent to its adoption. Opinions differed, and
without any definitive settlement of this question, or any gen-
eral understanding as to the effect of the vote, it was taken
upon the acceptance of the report and carried. That this vote
was not designed to be an expression of the meeting in favor of
a division of the town, and of the particular line suggested in
the report, will be still further evident from what your remon-
strants have to add.

The appointment of a committee to apply for legislative sanc-
tion to this proposed division, was carried by a very slender
majority, and, as will appear, could not have been carried at
all had not the question been protracted to near nightfall, when
most of the inhabitants who had assembled for the election of
State officers had retired from the meeting. Of 419 who on
that day cast their votes for governor, but 161 voted on this
question, the vote being 83 to 79, a lean majority of four only,
in favor of bringing this subject before your honorable body.
Such are the facts from which your petitioners have drawn the
strange inference that this measure of a division of the town
was adopted with great unanimity.

But more; at a subsequent meeting of the town in Decem-
ber, legally held, and called for the express purpose of obtain-
ing a more general expression of public opinion on the subject
of division, it was voted, 182 to 1, to reconsider the vote direct-
ing application to be made for the sanction of the Legislature
to a division. And again ; at a legal town meeting held at the
Fuller Academy, in January last, the question of division was
again brought up and decided in the negative,—a division of
the house presenting a majority of more than 5 to 1 against the
measure.

Your remonstrants feel themselves compelled to allude to
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these public manifestations of the citizens of Newton on a sub-
ject which so deeply interests them, from the fact that your
petitioners appear willing your honorable body should believe
that no general expression adverse to their proceedings has been
exhibited, but that, on the contrary, great unanimity prevails
in their favor.

3. Your remonstrants sincerely and deeply regret the neces-
isty which calls upon them to defend, in this manner, a reputa-
tion of their town for peacefulness and general good will among
its inhabitants. The implication contained in the petition of
“incessant difficulties” amongst our several villages, is to them
entirely new ; and they can form no possible conjecture of the
facts from which such conclusion has been drawn. With the
single exception of the restlessness manifested by some of the
petitioners, your remonstrants are not aware that any sectional
hostility has existed, or does exist, in any part of the town, or
that there is any cause, either real or imaginary, for the cher-
ishing of other feelings than those of mutual good will; and
they regard the harmony which has uniformly prevailed, (the
instance above-named alone excepted.) in the transaction of
their public affairs—the zeal with which a large majority have
come forward to oppose this attempt at division—the personal
regard shown on all occasions in their intercourse with each
other, as the strongest evidences which can be exhibited that
the inhabitants of the several villages of Newton consider their
interests not as divided, but as one, —that they regard all the
parts as having contributed to the respectability of this ancient
and honorable town ; and that they would part reluctantly with
any of its citizens, with whom they have so long associated,
with no other feelings than such as should ever characterize
the intercourse of liberal and honorable fellow-townsmen.

4. In the geographical features of the town, from which the
petitioners would draw reasons for division, your remonstrants
see not the slighest cause for separation. There are no natural
barriers, either of land or water, that present any obstacle to
the meeting of all parts of the town at a common centre, for
the transaction of business relating to their common interests.
The town is already provided with a commodious house, every
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way adapted to its uses, and to which no objection is urged,
with a single exception, as to its location. And here your re-
monstrants beg leave to state, that the whole of this contro-
versy, concerning a division of Newton, has grown out of a
refusal, on the part of the town, to provide another building at
which its meetings should be alternately held, in the village
known as the west parish of Newton. Unwilling to incur this
additional expenditure, yet anxious to extend equal accommo-
dation to every section, it has been repeatedly proposed to re-
move the house to a position which should be the nearest eli-
gible approximation to a common centre, which would give to
the petitioners accommodations, in respect to distance, superior
to those of a majority of the inhabitants. This proposition,
we regret to say, has not been received in the spirit of concilia-
tion and mutual accommodation with which it was made, and
your petitioners have sought an alternative in the prayer which
is now before your Honorable Body, still your remonstrants
believe, that the existing wish for disunion is but the result of
a temporary excitement; and they indulge the hope that, with
the removal of the town house to the contemplated position—•
the examination and survey for which a Committee appointed
by the town has now in charge—the present disaffection maydie away, and that harmony and good fellowship be restored,
which have ever been characteristic of our inhabitants.

5. The apprehension of the petitioners, that the Legislature
may be annoyed with applications for smaller divisions of the
town than that now asked for, if their prayer be not granted,
is, in the opinion of your remonstrants, ill-founded. Neither can
your remonstrants discover any cause for the anticipated diffi-
culties in the future establishment of a high school, that may
not equally exist in any other town in the Commonwealth, com-
prising more than one village, or that may not eventually exist
in either of the proposed divisions. But the wisdom of the Le-
gislature, in providing that a larger appropriation to district
schools may be substituted for the support of a high school,
leaves no reasonable ground for uneasiness or alarm from this
source. The town is already supplied with several excellent
high schools under private direction, and a general feeling pre-
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vails, that we have now more need of increased appropriations
in aid of our common schools, than in the support of a public
high school.

6. Contrary to the opinion expressed in the petition, your
remonstrants cannot, with the facts before them, but believe
that very great and important sacrifices are involved in the pro-
posed line of division. In the adoption of that line, the peti-
tioners appear to have been governed more by the principle of
equality with respect to territory and population, than by a
consideration of the many other important interests involved
in the question. Such division would give to the western town
both rail-road depots, thereby depriving the east town of the thrift
which a rail-road depot always gives to a village possessing
this increasing advantage. With both depots in the west town,
it is evident that a growth would be secured to it, sufficient, in
a few years, to show a striking inequality in the respective ad-
vancement of the two towns. So, also, by including Angler’s
Corner within the west town, the whole of the direct road from
the city to the heart of the Commonwealth, which gives a stir
to business and an increase to population, would be taken from
the eastern portion of the town, still adding to the inequality
of the prospective advancement of the two sections.

But again. Whilst the adoption of the proposed line would
secure to the west town, in addition to the advantages above
named, an excess of income from taxes amounting to several
hundred dollars above that of the east, the latter would be bur-
dened with an excess of expenditure in the support of a greater
length of roads, than will remain to the west. These losses,
which the eastern town would sustain, appear to have been
overlooked by your petitioners, but are nevertheless, in the
opinion of your remonstrants, sufficient to give strength and
perseverance to a virtuous resistance to their prayer; and we
indulge the hope that this view of the subject will have its due
weight in determining the action of your honorable body.

Your remonstrants are unwilling to lengthen their plea, but
they cannot forbear alluding to some additional difficulties
which would be attendant upon the division asked, and which
appear not to have suggested themselves to the petitioners.
The town has in trust a fund of some twenty-six hundred dol-
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lars. which, by the terms of conveyance, cannot be divided,—
the division of the public property of the town, as the town-house,
poor-house, farm, &c., are also, in the opinion of your remon-
strants, as likely to present subjects for dissension, as any which
now exist. The portion of the surplus revenue deposited with
the town; the disarrangement of school districts and division
of farms, which must inevitably ensue; the severing of par-
ishes and religious societies, which, it is known, must take
place, and the confusion arising from the similarity in the
proposed names of the town, all exhibit items which, separate-
ly considered, may not appear to embarrass the question, but
which, taken in the aggregate, present objections to the division
that, in the minds of our townsmen, who are attached to our
ancient names, associations and localities, far out-weigh any
good that can possibly accrue from sundering the ties which,
for nearly two hundred years, have kept our town united.

8. Your remonstrants will close, this, their plea, by submit-
ting the following as the last public and official manifestation
of our town, on this, to them, deeply interesting subject.

At a legal meeting of the inhabitants of the town of Newton,
at the town-hall, on Monday, Feb. 14, 1842,

It was moved, that we remonstrate against the petition of
Joel Fuller and others for a division of the town. The vote
being taken, 177 voted in favor of a remonstrance—43 against
it.

Voted, That a committee of five be chosen (nominated from
the chair), to draw up a remonstrance against the petition of
Joel Fuller and others, with a reply to the reasons set forth in
the petition, and appear before the Legislative committee, in
person, to oppose the division of the town.

Made choice of Sarn’l P. Skinner, Loring Wheeler, John W,
Harbach, Stephen W. Trowbridge, and Ephraim Jackson, 2d.
committee.

A true copy of record. Attest,
E. F. WOODWARD, Town Clerk.

Newton, Feb. 15th, 1842,
2
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All of which is respectfully submitted as the remonstrance
of the committee, appointed as above, against the petition for a
division of our town of Newton.

SAML. P. SKINNER,
LORING WHEELER,
JOHN W. HARI3ACH,
EPHRAIM JACKSON, 2d,
STEPHEN W. TROWBRIDGE,

Committee.
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To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives of Mas-
sachusetts :

The undersigned, legal voters and residents in the village of
Newton Corner, (so called,) respectfully represent that we are
opposed to any division of the town of Newton—but if division
is inevitable, we most earnestly pray that we may not be sepa-
rated from the town of Newton.

STEPHEN W. TROWBRIDGE,
And 59 others.

REMONSTRANCE
OF

STEPHEN W. TROWBRIDGE AND OTHERS AGAINST
A DIVISION OF THE TOWN OF NEWTON.




