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Commontoealtl) of iitassacljusetts.

House of Representatives, May 15, 1890.

The committee on Military Affairs under the order per
mitting them so to do, have visited the cities o f Albany and 
New York for the purpose o f obtaining information upon 
matters pertaining to the State Militia, and make the follow
ing report; —

They reached Albany on April 25th and New York on 
April 26th.

In Albany, Gen. Josiah Porter, Adjutant-General o f New 
York, save the committee valuable information, both in re- 
gard to furnishing armories and o f issuing clothing to their 
National Guard. The system in vogue of issuing clothing 
to the State troops was most thoroughly and minutely ex
plained. It is their practice to have the cloth for the uni
forms manufactured for them, issuing the same to commanding 
officers on requsition when recruits are enlisted, the recruit 
being measured by a State tailor, selected by such com
manding officer, the uniform when finished being inspected 
by the Quartermaster General’s department, and if accepted, 
sent to the company commander who sees that the same fits 
the recruit, and if  accepted by the company commander, the 
uniform is then issued to the man. General Porter stated
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that this system worked most successfully and that the offi
cers and men in the National Guard were perfectly satisfied.

In New York, Gen. J. M. Yarian, Chief of Ordnance of 
the State o f New York, was interviewed at length in rela
tion to matters pertaining to furnishing armories, and to the 
clothing issued to their State troops. General Yarian cor
roborated the statements o f General Porter, that the system 
worked most satisfactorily, and that the officers and enlisted 
men of the National Guard o f their State were perfectly 
satisfied.

Another feature explained which has an important bearing 
upon the question o f uniforms. Under the law o f the State 
o f New York there is allowed $8,00 per man per year, in 
addition to the per diem pay o f men on State duty, based 
upon the duty performed during the year by the enlisted 
men, which amount is available for the care and repair of 
uniforms and other legitimate company expenses. This 
amount enables each company to keep their uniforms in a 
clean condition and thorough repair, and a similar provision 
o f law in our Commonwealth would, in the opinion o f your 
committee, result in economy to our State.

In order to ascertain how the law worked practically, 
several company commanders were interviewed and they all 
expressed their full approval and hearty commendation of the 
system in use. They were most emphatic in their expression, 
that, should their State authorities return to the system in 
use prior to 1882 (which is the same that is now used in 
Massachusetts) that it would result in an injury to their effici
ency, and would materially impair the present personnel 
o f their state troops and in view o f this testimony, it is 
the conclusion o f the members o f the committee on Military 
Affairs who have investigated this matter, that some steps 
should be taken to bring about a change in our system of 
issuing clothing to our State troops. W e believe that our 
State force should not be compelled to wear uniforms that 
have been in use before, but that uniforms should be fitted 
to the men at the time o f enlistment, in order that each man 
will take pride in wearing a State unifonn that was fitted 
and made for him. In the matter o f furnishing armories,
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the conclusions o f the committee have already been ex
pressed to the legislature through a bill that has been re
ported.

JAM ES DONOVAN,
O f the Senate. 
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