
SENATE No.,IMo. 102.

To the House of Representatives:

I transmit herewith to the honorable House, for the informa-
tion and use of the Legislature, a Letter this day received from
the Secretary of the War Department of the United States, in
reply to my communication to the President, transmitting the
Resolves of the present General Court, relating to Fort Kent,
on Fish River, in the State of Maine.

GEO. N. PRIGGS.

£ommontotalttj of

MESSAGE.

Council Chamber, April ith, 1846.
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War Department
Washington , April 2d, 1846. $

His Excellency ,
George N. Briggs,

Governor of Massachusetts:

Sir,—Your letter of the 17th ult, addressed to the President
of the United States, accompanied by certain Resolves of the
Legislature of Massachusetts, requesting that United States
troops may be sent to garrison Fort Kent, in the State of Maine,
was referred to this department for a report thereon. The Ad-
jutant General’s report on the subject has been laid before the
President—and, by his direction, I transmit it to you, as his
reply to your application.

With great respect,
Your ob’t servant,

W. L. MARCY,
Secretary of War.

I have the honor to be,

WAR DEPARTMENT OF THE U. STATES. [April,



1846.] 3SENATE—No. 102.

Adjutant General’s Office, )

Washington , March 25, 1846. \

Hon. W. L. Marcy, Secretary of War.

Sir,—ln compliance with your directions, I have the honor
to submit the following report on the Letter of His Excellency
Governor Briggs, of Massachusetts, of the 17th instant, to the
President, enclosing a copy of the Resolutions of the State Le-
gislature, asking that a “ small body of troops may be again
stationed at Fort Kent,” Maine.

This subject has been repeatedly before the department, and
I do not see how the facts of the case can be more clearly pre-
sented to you, than by transcribing in this place the report made
to your predecessor, Mr. Secretary Wilkins, by the general-in-
chief, on the former similar resolutions of the Massachusetts
Legislature, and the letters of Governor Briggs to thePresident,
dated February 17, 19, and 22, 1844, as follows :

“ Respecting the Evacuation of Fort Kent.”

“On a letter addressed by the Hon. Edward Kent, dated
September 20, 1843, to the Secretary of War, I endorsed five
days later, as follows :

“ I have read the within papers with the attention due to the
high respectability of the meeting at Bangor, and have the
honor to report; —

“ The posts of Forts Fairfield and Kent were garrisoned by
the United States’ troops, during the excitement about the dis-
puted territory, on my recommendation, in order to vindicate
the claim to jurisdiction on the part of the United States, and
to save expense to the State of Maine.

“ The boundary question having been definitively settled by
the treaty of Washington, and a year allowed for the restoration
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of tranquillity along that border, the garrisons were withdrawn
on my suggestion, for the following military reasons:—l. The
troops were wanted on the seaboard to preserve important for-
tifications. 2. There was nothing of that nature, either on the
Aroostook or on Fish River, worth a garrison. 3. We had not
troops enough, both for important public works and those of no
military value; and 4. Forts Fairfield and Kent were distant
and difficult to supply, except at great expense, and the latter
post could not be maintained except at the cost of a road and
bridges, which Captain Webster (the commander) had called
for as indispensable.

“.For these reasons, I asked for, and obtained, permission to
withdraw the troops in question, leaving 4 companies at Han-
cock Barracks, (Honlton,) to meet any border exigency that
might occur higher up the frontier. From Houlton, (Hancock
Barracks.) it would be easier and less expensive, on the snow,
or in summer, to make detachments on the suggestion of the
authorities of Maine, to support her laws and police regula-
tions.

Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War,
WINFIELD SCOTT.

Sept. 25, 1843.”

“ I am still of opinion that there is no reason whatever—I
mean strictly military reason —for garrisoning either of those
posts. There may, however, be other considerations of a na-
tional character, not within my limited scope, in favor of the
measure, and one of ray objections above (the 4th) may be
considered as removed (or as about to be removed) by the liberal
appropriations made on the part of Massachusetts and Maine
for constructing a road from the lower settlements in the di-
rection of the upper Fort, Kent. The cost of such road,
with bridges, had been estimated by some of our officers, at

$70,000.
“Since my report of September 25, 1843, above, Major

Whiting, under instructions of October 26, 1843, after visiting
the country, says, if troops be necessary now (and he quotes
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Captain Webster,) they will be necessary—in connection with
the preservation of timber—2s years hence. See his report
through Col. Crane, dated November 14, 1843. The latter is
also, on military reasons, opposed to the reestablishment of
Fort Kent.

Respectfully submitted to the Secretary of War.

WINFIELD SCOTT.
March 4, 1844.”

On a consideration of all the circumstances, the President
decided that Fort Kent should be re-occupied by one company,
and orders to that effect were given March 20, 1844. This
company continued at the post till the past summer, when the
large concentration of troops in Texas having stripped all the
eastern and gulf posts of their garrisons, it was (August 25.)
ordered to Fort Brooke, Florida, which post it was deemed im-
portant to maintain on account of our Indian relations, the
transfer of the Bth infantry to Texas not having left a single
company in Florida.

When the garrison was withdrawn from Fort Kent, it was
decided that it should be abandoned, and all the public property
of every description was removed or sold, except the buildings
which still belong to the United States. The reasons adduced
by the General-in-Chief against re-occupying Fort Kent, in his
report of March, 1844, have acquired additional strength since;
and if the measure were even desirable on military considera-
tions, as it is not, it would not be possible in the present state
of the service to carry it out—there being not a single company
available for the purpose. There are but two companies in
all New England, viz. at Fort Adams, Rhode Island, and
Fort Trumbull, Connecticut, two very important fortifications;
several of the southern forts are without garrisons, and all
the seaboard garrisons have been weakened to their utmost
limit.

It may be proper to add, that there are several stations from
which the regiments were withdrawn last summer, of infinitely
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more importance than Fort Kent, and which must he garri-
soned as soon as the service in other quarters may justify the
transfer of the troops, from where they are now serving.

Respectfully submitted,
R. JONES, Adjutant General.






