
CHAPTER III 

THE GREAT BOUNDARY DISPUTE 

In the beginning the discovery and settlement of the new continent 
of America was a king's game. Spain came first and had made a 
good start before the other great nations of Europe realized what was 
going on. At first it was supposed that the newly discovered land 
was a part of India, but in 1517 Balboa of Spain, looking as ever for 
gold, came upon an unknown ocean only a few days' journey to the 
south of the Western Ocean, which we call the Atlantic. This new 
ocean, which he called the South Sea, seemed to prove that the new 
continent was not of the great depth first imagined. But when he 
tried to sail around it to reach the fabulous Indies, he ran against 
land all the way from Cape Horn to Labrador and found no passage. 

A hundred years or so after Spain, France and England began a 
race for supremacy in the northern portions of the continent, which 
they claimed by discovery. In this movement the first permanent 
English settlement in America was made in 1607 at Jamestown, Vir
ginia. From that time seedy noblemen and merchant adventurers 
flocked around the King of England, offering their services in the 
development and exploitation of the treasure they imagined to be 
hidden in the mysterious forests beyond the Western Ocean, for 
which they would pay the King one-fifth part of all the "oare of gold 
and silver" they obtained. 

Among the first of the chartered companies organized to assist King 
James the First in the management of provinces to be established 
in the "northern parts of Virginia," which they called New England, 
was the Council of Plymouth in Devon, November 3, 1620. To 
this company, consisting of forty noblemen, knights, and gentlemen, 
was entrusted authority "for the planting, ruling, ordering, and gov
erning of New England in America." It was granted almost un
limited authority and perpetual succession "by election of the ma
jority," in the territory extending from the fortieth to the forty-eighth 
parallel north latitude, in other words, from the latitude of the pres
ent city of Philadelphia to about one hundred miles north of the city 
of Quebec; and in longitude from ocean to ocean. The president 
and most active member of this organization was Sir Ferdinando 
Gorges, an adventurer who had been an officer in Queen Elizabeth's 
Navy, and captain of His Majesty's fort at Plymouth. Having 
learned from Indian captives of the marvelous resources of the terri-
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tory now Maine, he resolved to make a fortune by its exploitation. 
He soon found an associate in Captain John Mason, who had been a 
sea officer as well as a merchant of London, and had also served for 
six years as Governor of New Foundland during which he surveyed 
the island and aided in the development of its fisheries. Mason now 
became secretary and an active officer in the Council of Plymouth 
and to Mason and Gorges were granted "all lands lying between the 
Merrimack and Sagadahock [Kennebec] rivers, east and west, and 
from the ocean to the Great Lake [Champlain] and River of Canada." 
With no surveys as a basis for these grants, and only a conjectural 
knowledge of the lay or extent of land or the courses of rivers, the 
boundaries named proved a delusion and a source of endless trouble 
in succeeding years. 

In 1629, in a division of their former grant, Gorges retained the 
eastern part, now Maine, and Captain Mason secured from the 
Council of Plymouth, as an individual concession, "all that part of 
the mainland in New-England lying upon the sea-coast, beginning 
from the middle part of Merrimack river, and from thence to proceed 
northwards along the sea-coast to Pascataqua river, and so forwards 
up within the said river and to the furtherest head thereof, and from 
thence north-westward, until three score miles be finished from the 
first entrance of Pascataqua River; also from Merrimack through 
the said river and to the furtherest head thereof, and so forwards up 
into the lands westwards, until three score miles be finished; and 
from thence to cross over land to the three score miles end accompted 
from Pascataqua river, together with all islands and isletts within 
five leagues distance of the premises .... " (N. H. Provincial Pa
pers, Vol. I, p. 23.) This tract, comprising only the southwestern 
part of the present State, Mason named New Hampshire after his 
home county of Hampshire, England. 

On March 19, 1627 /8, more than a year before the grant to Mason 
heretofore named, by the same authority but apparently without 
the knowledge of Mason and Gorges, Sir Henry Roswell and associ
ates were granted territory to the south of Mason's grant, described 
"as all that part of New England ... which lyes and extends between 
a great River there called Monomack, alias Merrimack, and a certain 
other River there called Charles River, being in a bottom of a certain 
Bay there commonly called Massachusetts ... and also all and singu
lar those lands and Hereditaments whatsoever ... within a space of 
3 English miles on the south part of said Charles River, or of any 
and every Part thereof: ... and also all and singular of the Lands and 
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Hereditaments whatsoever which lye and be within the space three 
English miles to the northward of the said River called Monomack; 
alias Merrimack, or to the northward of any and every part thereof: 
and all Lands and Hereditaments whatsoever lying within the limits 
aforesaid north and south in Latitude and in Breadth and in Length 
and longitute of and within all the breadth aforesaid throughout the 
main lands there, from the Atlantick and Western sea and Ocean on 
the East Part to the South Sea on the west part and all Lands and 
Grounds Place and places, soil, Woods and Woodgrowth, Havens, 
Ports, Rivers, Waters, Fishing and Hereditaments whatsoever, lying 
within said bounds and limits and every part and parcel thereof." 

A year later this generous concession, reaching from ocean to ocean, 
was confirmed by King Charles I, and the grantees were made a cor
poration bearing the title, "The Governor and Company of Massa
chusetts Bay in New England." The evident intent of this grant was 
to be so broadly inclusive that no double construction or limitation 
on its meaning could thereafter arise. But for all their pains it 
plainly overlapped the grant to the Council of Plymouth, in 1620 
and the grant to Mason and Gorges in 1622, as it extended three 
miles to the northward of the Merrimack River "or any and every 
part thereof," while the corresponding boundary of Mason's patent 
extended to the center of the River. Other grants and purchases 
of territory within and around the foregoing were made in the follow
ing years, with as little concern for geographical conditions until a 
tangle of titles and boundaries was created of vital importance in 
New Hampshire history to which only the slightest reference can here 
be made. 

In the same month, March, 1622, in which Mason and Gorges ob
tained the grant of northern New England, Mason obtained from 
the Council of Plymouth a grant of land in the Cape Ann section 
of Massachusetts, "extending from the N aumkeek River" north
ward to the Merrimack, which proved of sufficient validity so that 
many years later Mason's heir was able to sell his title to the Massa
chusetts Company, by whose grant in 1628 it was completely over
laid. 

For many years the progress of settlement was slow and no serious 
trouble resulted from the tangled boundaries. In 1635 the Council 
of Plymouth, disappointed in the profit expected from its undertak
ing, surrendered its charter, and was followed in its authority over 
colonial affairs by the Lords of Trade and Plantations. The same 
year John Mason died, having lost a fortune in his venture, and his 
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claim lay dormant until 1660 when his grandson and legatee, Robert 
Mason, secured its reaffirmation, and made the name Mason forever 
inseparable from the history of New Hampshire. 

Massachusetts from its earliest settlement was distinctively a 
Puritan colony, while Mason and the later wealthy families in Ports
mouth, who became the controlling element in New Hampshire, 
generally adhered to the Church of England and strongly opposed 
the spread of Massachusetts influence in governmental affairs. The 
death of Mason and the inability of his heirs to carry on his enter
prise, followed by the Puritan Revolution in England, gave a marked 
ascendancy to Massachusetts in New England which lasted until 
after the restoration of the monarchy in England in 1660. In this 
period flourishing towns, settled largely from Massachusetts, grew 
up on Mason's unoccupied lands and in the absence of territorial 
authority in New Hampshire, they looked to their former home gov
ernment for protection of their rights and liberties. Under such 
conditions, Massachusetts, seeing a favorable opportunity to bring 
its ambitious designs for empire to an issue, by action of its General 
Court in 1652, placed on record its own interpretation of its terri
torial limits: 

On the 31st of the 3rd month of the year 1652 . . . . On perusal of our charter 
it was this day voted by the whole court that the extent of the line is to be from 
the northern most part of the River Merrimack & 3 miles more north where it is 
found to be, be it an hundred miles more or less from the sea & thence in a strayght 
line east and west to each sea and this to be the true interpretation of the terms 
of the lymitt northward granted in the patent.* 

Acting upon this broad interpretation of its charter, Massachusetts 
appointed commissioners to mark the northern limit of territory 
claimed. The commissioners, Simon Willard and Edward Johnson, 
with their surveyors, followed the Merrimack River to a small island 
near the outlet of Lake Winnepesaukee, which they fixed upon as the 
farthest head of the river. At this point they found a rock upon 
which they inscribed the initials of the commissioners, "S.W." and 
"E.J.," and the name of Governor Endicott of Massachusetts. This 
landmark, with its lettering, still remains in its place and is an object 
of curiosity to many tourists to the vicinity. In October, 1654, they 
measured three miles north from the inscribed rock to a certain pine 
tree which they called the Endicott Pine and marked as the northern-

* For more complete account see Mass. Records, Vol. 3, pp. 27 4-362. Also 
N. H. Provincial Papers, Vol. 1, p. 200. 
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most limit of the Province of Massachusetts Bay. From this point 
they afterward ran a line due east to Casco Bay and from the same 
point they claimed a westward extension to the South Sea, or later 
to the limits set by the province of New York. 

In its new interpretation of its charter, Massachusetts completely 
abandoned the Merrimack River as a boundary by carrying its 
northern limit to a point three miles beyond the river's source, a 
claim which, if admitted, would have entirely obliterated Mason's 
New Hampshire grant, except a small triangular tract east of Lake 
Winnepesaukee hardly larger than an ordinary township. Under 
its broad new interpretation of its territorial limits, Massachusetts 
was for many years successful in extending and maintaining its 
authority over New Hampshire. In this period, "by her policy of 
annexation, Massachusetts had added over forty thousand square 
miles to her territory" and "of the principalities that Mason and 
Gorges had spent their fortunes to acquire, not a foot was left to 
their heirs." (James Truslow Adams, The Founding of New Eng
land, p. 245.) 

The restoration of Charles II to the throne and the revival of 
Masonian Patent by Robert Mason in 1660, brought new complica
tions into an already confused situation. Mason protested against 
the virtual annexation of New Hampshire by Massachusetts; and in 
answer to this and other complaints a commission was sent over by 
the King in 1665 to investigate conditions in America. The report of 
the commission resulted in an order to Massachusetts to send over 
agents to present its case before the English Chief Justices at White
hall in 1677. (See N. H. Provincial Papers, Vol. I, p. 334ff.) The 
decision of this Court, rendered July 20, 1677, with the King's Most 
Excellent Majesty present, confirmed the Masonian title with the 
added assertion that right of soil did not include right of government, 
and that the Massachusetts jurisdiction could not be "construed to 
extend further north along the Merrimack River than three English 
miles for the north and south bounds of the lands granted so far as 
the river extends are to follow the course of the river which makes 
the breadth of the grant"; and the words, "in all the breadth aforesaid" 
should not be construed as an imaginary line of breadth laid upon 
its broadest part. By this ruling, New Hampshire, as granted to 
John Mason, was saved from becoming a part of Massachusetts and 
two years later, in 1679, Mason's successor having prudently re
leased his claim to the occupied portions of the original grant, it be
came a Royal Province with a legislature to protect its interests. 

3 
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Disappointed by the rejection of its claim, Massachusetts still 
found a rich field for expansion in the ungranted lands west of the 
Merrimack, which it now hoped to obtain by occupancy gained 
through the grant of townships to its citizens by its General Court. 
For forty years longer under this policy the controversy continued. 
Massachusetts upon every complaint adopted an obstructive policy 
to gain time until its insubordination reached such extremes that in 
the year 1684, in the reign of Charles II, judgment was given in the 
Court of Chancery annulling the charter of the Massachusetts Colony 
as given by Charles I in 1629. In 1691 a new charter was obtained 
from King William and Queen Mary, by which the former colony 
of Massachusetts Bay and the province of Maine were made one 
province and the troublesome words in the former charter, "any and 
every part thereof," were omitted. 

In April, 1726, in a model of restrained statement, New Hampshire 
again addressed the King, "espetially in as much as the government 
of Massachusetts have lately Disposed of and Layd out a considera
ble Quantity of land which is supposed to be much within the bounds 
of this prov: and are about granting more of said Lands which is a 
Grevance .... " The following month Massachusetts took reluctant 
notice of the accumulated complaints from the border towns and 
appointed a boundary line commission of seven members. This was 
in accordance with the Whitehall decision, by which it was held that 
the delimitation of boundaries in New England should be fixed upon 
the spot by local authorities or commissioners appointed for the pur
pose. 

In 1730, upon appeal to the Lords of Trade, instructions were re
ceived by the petitioners "to appoint Discreet and Indifferent per
sons out of the neighboring Colonies to Draw sd boundary line." 
Under this authority New Hampshire named Joseph Jenks, Governor 
of Rhode Island; Massachusetts appointed Joseph Talcott, Governor 
of Connecticut; and these two named "Honble Adolph Phillips Es
quire of New York to come upon the spot and settle the line." Com
mittees of the two provinces concerned were appointed to attend 
upon the commissioners, but on account of disagreement upon the 
points to be arbitrated, the commission never assembled. The 
futility of commissions without a preliminary understanding upon 
points at issue or power of enforcement was now apparent and, fol
lowing instructions from the King to Governor Belcher, another 
method of settling the issue was attempted, by which committees 
of conference of both provinces met at Newbury, Massachusetts, 
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September 30, 1731, to agree upon a" Bill" to be offered for enactment 
by the two legislatures, which would forever settle the question of 
their common boundary. But again upon meeting the two commit
tees found themselves in the usual stalemate. Massachusetts had 
begged the question by strict instructions to its committee "that in 
the Bill provision should be made that all previous grants be reserved 
to the Several Governments both as to jurisdiction and property." 
On this reservation the New Hampshire committee failed to concur, 
because, as stated in its report, "if agreed to, it would bring the di
viding boundary at least eleven miles and three quarters to the 
northward of Merrimack, instead of three miles, which We utterly 
refused to comply with .... " (N. H. State Papers, Vol. XIX, 
p. 228ff.) 

For three years more the controversy dragged on until even Gov
ernor Belcher of Massachusetts lost patience and joined in an appeal 
to the Lords of Trade by a letter upon the intolerable situation as he 
saw it. His letter, so far as relating to the boundary controversy, 
follows: 

My Lords 
Altho' I have wrote you per this Conveyance of 5, 8, & 12, Instt-Yet the Ship 

being detain'd, I think it my Duty to Say to your Lordships, That I have taken 
all possible Care & Pains, ever since my Arrival, To have the long contested 
Boundaries betwixt the Massachusetts & New Hampshire adjusted, according 
to His Majesty's Royal Orders to me, But I can See no Prospect of it's being ac
complisht; And the poor Borderers on the Lines (If your Lordships will allow me 
So vulgar an Expression) live like Toads under a Harrow, Being run into Goals 
[Jails] on the one Side & the other, as often as they please to quarrel, Such is the 
Condition of His Majesty's Subjects that live near the Lines-They will pull 
down one anothers Houses, often wound each other, and I fear it will end in Blood
shed, Unless His Majesty, in His great Goodness, give Some effectual Order to 
have the Bounds fixt.-Altho; my Lords, I am a Massachusetts Man, Yet I think 
this Province alone is culpable on this head. N: Hampshire has all along been 
frank & ready to pay exact Duty & Obedience to the King's Order, and have 
manifested a great Inclination to Peace & good Neighbourhood, But in Return 
the Massachusetts Province have thrown unreasonable Obstacles in the Way of 
any Settlement, and altho' they have for 2 or 3 years past been making offers to 
Settle the Boundaries with New York & Rhoad Island in an open easy amicable 
way. Yet when they come to Settle with N: Hampshire, They will not do So 
with them.-Which seems to me a plain Argument that the leading men of the 
Massachusetts Assembly are Conscious to themselves of continual Incroachments 
they are making upon their Neighbours of New Hampshire & So dare not come 
To a Settlement-I say, My Lords, in Duty to the King, and from a just Care of 
His Subjects Of New Hampshire. I think myself oblig'd to Set this Matter in 
this Light I now do, nor do I ever expect to See it Settled but by a peremptory 
order from His Majesty, appointing Commissioners to do it, And those agreed 
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to by both Assemblies Febry 1730 /1, Joseph Talcott, Esqr., Govr of Connecticut, 
Joseph Jenks Esqr, Then Govr of Rhoad Island&, Adolph Philips, Esqr, Speaker 
of the Assembly at N: York, are Gentlemen of Good Ability & Integrity, and 
altho' the Massachusetts I fear, will still decline joining in the Affair, Yet I believe 
New Hampshire from their desire to Peace & good Order wou'd rejoyce to See 
Such a Direction from the King--! therefore humbly pray your Lordships 
So to represent this Affair to His Majesty, That there may be an end of Strife & 
contention . . . . I have the Honour to be with all possible Esteem & Respect 
My Lords, 

Your Lordships, most obedient & most Humble Servant, 
J: Belcher 

Boston Janua 13: 1732/3 
Lords of Trade 

The following year, on February 15, 1733/4, both sides again ap
pealed to the Lords of Trade for assistance in the appointment of 
commissioners to fix the boundary. John Rindge, agent for New 
Hampshire, submitted a long statement of its case to the Lords; and 
Massachusetts, refusing "to say what it was they insisted on," pre
sented its appeal through Francis Wilks, its agent in England, with 
a singular lack of conditions, insisting only "that the line however 
run shall not affect property rights of particular persons." 

A commission was now appointed by order of His Majesty in 
Council, dated January 22, 1735, consisting of the five eldest coun
cilors of the four provinces, Nova Scotia, New York, New Jersey and 
Rhode Island. Arrangements for the reception of the commission 
and its sessions at Hampton, New Hampshire, were made on a lavish 
scale that indicated an earnest purpose to settle forever the long and 
fruitless controversy. Committees from both provinces were ap
pointed to attend upon the commission and to provide entertain
ment befitting its dignity and importance. Barbers were hired to 
attend to its tonsorial needs. The legislature of New Hampshire 
sat at Hampton Falls and awaited events. Governor Belcher with 
the Massachusetts Assembly, escorted by a troop of horse, made a 
grand ceremonial progress from Boston to Salisbury, near the ap
pointed seat of the committee at Hampton, where momentous issues 
hung in the balance. Dr. Jeremy Belknap, in his famous history, 
quotes from a clever pasquinade called forth by the pomp and cir
cumstance of the occasion, lines which may not be amiss in our less 
formal narration. 

Dear Paddy, You ne'er did behold such a sight, 
As yesterday morning was seen before night. 
You in all your born days saw-nor I didn't neither, 
So many fine horses and men ride together. 
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At the head the lower house trotted two in a row, 
Then all the higher house pranced after the low; 
Then the governor's coach gallopped on like the wind, 
And the last that came foremost was the troopers behind. 
But I fear 'tis no good to your neck or mine 
For they say 'tis to fix the right place for a line. 

37 

The commission began its sessions August 1, 1737. John Rindge, 
agent for New Hampshire, made a formal entry of the claims of his 
province with the necessary papers and asked that a minute be made 
of their reception. Massachusetts, notoriously unready, asked for 
an extension of time, by which the hearings were delayed ten days. 
Reams of argument were then offered and much old straw was 
thrashed over. Maps and charts were offered in great profusion and 
copies of ancient records exhaustively presented. But after all their 
pains and the learned arguments of council, which lasted twenty 
days, were over, the eminent commission was still in doubt. Their 
case was like the famous quarrel that bold Touchstone in the comedy 
told of, which seven justices could not take up, until happily, when 
bloodshed threatened, some one thought of an "If." "If," said the 
elder statesmen at Hampton, the charter of King \Villiam and Queen 
Mary in 1691, granted to Massachusetts Bay all the lands that were 
previously granted by charter of King Charles I, then in their judg
ment the boundary was to be considered according to the :Massa
chusetts contention. "But if otherwise," they favored the New 
Hampshire view. Thus the perplexed commission found an escape 
from an unpleasant situation in an "If," which with all the evidence 
and the exceptions offered by both sides they forwarded with alacrity 
to the King for the "wise consideration of His Majesty in his Privy 
Council." 

For three years more the controversy remained unsettled. Indian 
depredations added to the troubles of the distracted inhabitants of 
the frontier towns who did not know which way to turn for protec
tion. It was now fully realized that only the King could cut the 
Gordian knot and fix the boundaries. 

In New Hampshire the bills for its share in the expense of the futile 
commission at Hampton remained unpaid, and when the House of 
Representatives voted funds to make the necessary appeal, the 
Council non-concurred and even started a petition to the King that 
New Hampshire be annexed to Massachusetts. The House, how
ever, maintained its position and voted that John Thomlinson of 
London, a former assistant of John Rindge, be engaged as agent of 
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New Hampshire before the King in Council, "in as much as he hath 
hitherto managed the affair with extraordinary care and diligence." In 
this appeal he found a capable advisor in Ferdinand JohnParis,a solic
itor of London, who espoused the cause of New Hampshire as his own. 

Massachusetts, still determined to fight to the end, appropriated 
two thousand pounds to meet the expense of its case before the King 
in Council, and appointed Edmund Quincy, a member of the Massa
chusetts assembly and justice of the Supreme Court, and Richard 
Partridge of London, to assist Francis Wilks, its London agent. In 
New Hampshire, owing to the contrary action of its legislative coun
cil, no money was appropriated for the expense of its agents and their 
standing before the King's Court was thereby seriously jeopardized. 

After the usual delays the hearing before the Lords' Committee 
of the King's Privy Council was appointed for the fifth of March, 
1739/40. The Massachusetts solicitor had announced himself as 
ready and confident of the issue. He presented maps and plans and 
endless certified copies of ancient deeds and charters and, according to 
report, "he urged matters learnedly and very amply in all respects" 
until, it being late, the Court adjourned to the eleventh of the month. 
At the second session, the hearing was concluded with unexpected 
results as frankly reported in a letter from Wilks and Partridge to 
Secretary Willard of Massachusetts, from which we quote here: 

But all Labour was in vain. For the Lords Wou'd have little regard to what 
was urged. Treating it all as immaterial unless we cou'd prove the Discovery, 
Names and Courses of the River were fully known at the time when the first char
ter was granted, a thing impossible to be done by the oldest man living. They 
likewise seemed strongly of the Opinion that as our Eastern Boundary was to be 
on the Atlantick Ocean, that if it shou'd be allowed as we contended for, the 
Eastern Boundary could not be on the Sea but upon the upper or Western part 
of New Hampshire, and that it was impossible when the River itself run North 
to be a Northern Boundary-and upon the whole after we were ordered to with
draw, they came to a Resolution to Report that the Northern Boundary of Massa
chusetts should be a curved Line to run 3 miles North from the River Merrimack 
parallel with it from the Sea up as high as Pantuckett falls [Lowell] and thence a 
straight line to be drawn due North 3 miles, at the end of which a strait line to be 
drawn due West till it meets with His Majesty's other Governments, which should 
be fixd for the Massachusetts Northern Boundary. For as to New Hampshire 
the Lords, (quite different from what the commissioners have done) considered 
them quite out of the case, and very unfortunately for Us considered the question 
as between us and the Crown and what was not granted to us belonged to the 
Crown, and therefore thought it right that these Boundary Lines Shou'd Run till 
they meet with His Majesty's other Governments. 

Here was clearly stated the gist of the whole matter that Massa
chusetts and its astute counselors had missed for a hundred years. 
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After years of preparation and the accumulation of a vast amount 
of evidence which the learned Court refused to receive, as being en
tirely aside from the questions at issue, the agents of Massachusetts 
were informed that their dispute was not with New Hampshire but 
with the Crown. An analysis of the terms of the early grants cited 
had reduced their boundary claims to an absurdity for which the only 
rational solution was that of intent calling for an east and west line, as 
long claimed by New Hampshire and now established in the decision 
of the Court as above stated. On this basis all lands in the disputed 
territory not granted to New Hampshire remained the property of the 
Crown; and all townships they had so liberally bestowed upon their 
own citizens in the territory west of the Merrimack River were upon 
Crown land and subject to such disposition as the King might order. 

As a consequence of this sweeping decision by the Council of King 
George II, March 11, 1739/40, it is said that the area of New Hamp
shire was increased eight-fold. Thirty-seven townships had been 
granted by Massachusetts in this territory, and, as individual owner
ship of land was not affected by the decision, they generally were 
granted new charters and became New Hampshire towns. But the 
most surprising result of the boundary settlement was the annexation 
to New Hampshire of a strip of land along its southern boundary, 
fourteen miles in width and fifty miles in length, that it had never 
claimed. This unexpected addition of 700 square miles to its terri
tory was due to a different interpretation of the contradictory lan
guage of the original charters by New Hampshire and the King's 
Court. The former, as a reasonable interpretation of its charter, 
claimed a line due west from a point three miles north of the river's 
mouth, while the King's Court, governed by the course of the river 
so far as it could be consistently followed, adopted a western course 
from a point three miles north of the bend of the river at Pantucket 
Falls, which by geographical conditions, unknown when the original 
grant was made, was fourteen miles souJ;h of the point of beginning 
claimed by New Hampshire. 

In the territory thus gained is the town of Jaffrey, the city of 
Nashua, and twenty other towns, among them, Milford, Wilton, 
Rindge, and the most part of Peterborough and Dublin, and, withal, 
Monadnock Mountain. A natural feeling of bitterness and disap
pointment on the part of Massachusetts and its settlers beyond the 
new border followed the decision, somewhat restrained by a procla
mation to all concerned to acquiesce therein "under pain of His 
Majesty's highest displeasure." 
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Massachusetts declining cooperation, in 1741, New Hampshire ran 
the prescribed line alone, George Mitchell surveying from the sea
shore to the point where the line left the Merrimack and Richard 
Hazzen continuing the survey to the Hudson River; but the western 
boundary of New Hampshire was later set at the west bank of the 
Connecticut River to provide, in the intervening space, for the new 
state of Vermont. 

In the light of history the final judgment of the King's Court 
seems like a special providence in the affairs of men. Then, as often 
before and since, the far view was clearer than that nearby where the 
trees had so many times obscured the forest. 




