
SENATE....No. 10.

(COPY.)

Washington, December 31, 1833.

His Honor Samuel T. Armstrong .

Sir,

I have to acknowledge your favor of the 21st instant,
which I received at this place by way of Northampton,
the 28th.

By unforeseen occurrences I was detained at home
longer than I expected when I was in Boston, and as
the time since my appointment, and especially since my
arrival in this city, has not permitted me to make much
progress in the business of my agency, other than in some
measure, to acquire a knowledge of it, it may be useful
that I should state summarily, what is the present con-
dition of the claim. You will the better be enabled to
judge of it, and to direct concerning it.

The amount of the claim originally was $843,349 60,
of which, upon an examination made under instructions
from the Secretary of war, $430,748 26 were deemed
admissible; subject, however, to the general objection
arising from the well known difference in opinion between
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the Executive of Massachusetts at that time, and the
President of the United States, and the consequences
thence resulting. That part of the claim which was
deemed amissible, has, notwithstanding the objection to
which it remained subject, been fully paid, the act of
1830 having removed the objection from the whole claim.

The residue, being $412,601 34, to which my agency
relates, wr as noted as inadmissible, and of consequence
no part of it has been paid. It was classed and arranged
under the following general heads, the particulars of
which, as taken from the printed document, in which
there seems to be an error of $5,248 33, probably some
omission in the summary, or some clerk’s or printer’s mis-
take, are to the respective amounts which follow :

Clothing, $61,833 34
Arms, 7,777 45
Over payments, 14,056 67
Rations reduced, 23,545 90
Excess of rations, 7,492 48
Forage, 1,356 66
Servants, 1,750 24
Quarters and Fuel, 1,548 68
Miscellaneous, 240,759 59
Error supposed, 5,248 33

$412,601 34

The division termed “ Miscellaneous,” which it will
be noticed comprises more than half of the inadmissible
part of the original claim, has itself, under the resolu-
tion of 1832 been analysed and subdivided as follows:
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Pay &c. of field and staff officers, $7,191 91
Wood, straw, &c. for troops, 251 78
Payment to troops not on muster rolls, &c. 2,627 09

“ &c. of soldiers received bj others
than themselves, 23 02

Works of defence at Duxbury, 157 23
At Newburyport and Plumb Island, 2,041 86
At Fort Lee, 489 55
At Biddeford, 257 20
At Wiscasset, Edgecomb and Boothbay, 228 72
At Barnstable, 44 00
At Bath, 31 28
At Camden, 102 24
At Hampden, 9 80
At Plymouth, 178 60
At New Bedford and Fairhaven, 49 38
At Portland, 5,011 73
At Squam Island, 608 43
At Bristol, Boothbay, Cushing, &c. 173 66
At Bath and Wiscasset, 2,160 72
Fortifications at Boston, 30,558 18
Platforms at Boston, 873 59
Barracks at Boston, 1,184 11
At Camden, 28 83
At Plymouth, 159 92
At Portland, 424 49
At Bath, 17 QQ
At Cohasset, 27 95
At Gloucester, 329 33
At Biddeford, 9q qq
At Portland, 326 94
At Calais, 374 g 5
At Wiscasset, 227 12
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Payments on account of Artillery houses, 216 55
Gun carriages, &c. 27,275 73J
Canteens, camp-kettles, &c. 3,567 88
Ammunition, cannon, musket balls, &c. &c. 15,896 45
Gunpowder, 40,515 60
Works &.c. in Laboratory in 1813 14 & 15, 4,609 43
Signals and telegraphs, 445 18
Payments for stationary, &c. 257 69
Damages to land, houses, &c. 3,241 62
Payments to Paymasters and for incidental

expenses in paying the troops, 1,274 28
For provisions, 46 40
On account of courts martial, 3,943 82
Guard houses, 128 34
For repairing arms, 97 86
For chaise and horse hire, 50 50
Sundry miscellaneous items, 934 95
Payments on account of drums and fifes, 224 09

“ “ “ “ stables, 73 69
“ “ “ “ hospitals, 543 87|
“ “ “ for banks, 54 75
“ “ “ “ tolls, 20 86
“ “ “ “ hulks, 8,141 31
“ “ “ “ muskets, 32,996 69
“ “ “ “ accoutrements, 12,542 97
“ “ “ “ tents, 19,260 28

Payments for militia in U. States service
at various places, 579 14

“ for transportation of provision, 267 04
“ for gun houses, 380 7 /

Payment &c. of officers and soldiers charg-
ed by the state, but of the payment of
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which to the individuals to whom it was due
there is no evidence, 659 43

Pay for transportation of arms, munitions
of war, &c. 1,319 06

Payment to soldiers in consequence of
wounds, &c. 3,984 40

Payment for property lost and for prop-
erty taken by the enemy, 685 00

Payment for officers baggage, 154 60
Defence of Eastport. 100 000

$240,758 80

Recurring to the heads, or divisions, in the order in
which they are put down, the general objections which
have been made to them are, that the charges for “ cloth-
ing” and the use of “arms” have not in the settlements
made with other states, been allowed. What is said
against the items under the head of “ overpayments ” is
indicated by the word used to denote the class. The
“reduction in the price of rations ” results from the fact
that the contract price of the United States in Massa-
chusetts, was 17 cents a ration, and the price charged by
the state was 20 and 25 cents ; and it is urged that if
the state chose to supply its own troops, the United
States ought not thereby to be subjected to the increased
expense which it occasioned, and for which the allowance
is claimed. The “ excess of rations ” comprises what
appear to be charges for supplies beyond the number of
troops which the muster rolls show were on service, or
for more supplies than those in service were by law
entitled to. “ Forage ” was not allowed to an officer,
nor allowable for more horses than he had in service, and
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the objection is, that there is no proof the horses were in
service for which forage is charged. After March 30th,
1814, no allowance was made for “ servants” unless
their names were borne upon the muster rolls. During
the war money allowances were never made in lieu of
“ quarters and fuel.”

The objections to the class termed “ miscellaneous ,”

and of which I have herein before given the subdivisions,
without going into particulars, may be stated, in general
terms as arising from want or defect of evidence, in sub-
stance or form, and error or inadmissibility in the princi-
ples upon which the claims are made.

The foregoing will present, as I believe, a correct
though general view of the claim in one aspect of its pres-
ent condition. I shall not, of course, be understood, in
the summary of the objections which I have given, as

having attempted to enumerate all of them ; nor especial-
ly as admitting the validity or force of those I have enum-
erated. I merely present them substantially as they are
made by the Department before which the claim is de-
pending.

My immediate predecessor, in his correspondence with
the Secretary of War, examined at length the subject of
the “ reduced rations,” and touched upon the objections
to some other classes of the claim. How the claim stands
in this view of the progress made in it, will appear from
his letters under dates Dec. 4th, 1833, January 13th, and
Sept. 1834, and from the answers of the Secretary of
War, thereto, under dates Dec. 31st, 1833, and October
24th, 1834. They are to be found in document No. 4,
1835, of the Senate of Massachusetts.

Your Honor will be pleased to notice that the whole
matter is now, under the resolution of 1832, before the
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Secretary of War, who, “if any thing further shall be
found due to Massachusetts,”—he examining the claims
and deciding upon them according to the rules in the act
of 1830, which are understood to be the rules that have
governed the Department in settling the claims of other-
states, “is to report the same to the House.” Conse-
quently no application, in the present stage of the busi-
ness, can, with any prospect of success, be made to Con-
gress. It remains therefore for the agent, conformably to

your pleasure, as signified to me when I was in Boston,
to obviate such objections to the claim, and supply such
defects of evidence as he may be able to do, and if possi-
ble to bring this long protracted business to some close.

In compliance with your Honor’s further suggestion, I
shall, if I can, by the legislation of Congress, in the form
of a law applicable to all the states of the union, secure
the payment of the interest. A Bill to that effect, in
1832, passed the Senate and the House of Representa-
tives, but failed to become a law for want of the Presi-
dent’s approbation. The chief ground of his objection to
it, as inferable from his message of Dec. 6th, 1832, at
any rate the only objection that, in passing another bill,
need be in the way, was that it applied the payments by
the United States first to the extinguishment of interest,
and then of principal. Had it applied the payments, first
to the principal, so as to stay interest, as in 1832 he gave
his sanction to an act allowing South Carolina interest,
it is to be presumed he would have signed the bill referred
to. Ido not see that in the case of South Carolina the
fact the disbursements were “ taken from a fund drawing

Ointerest,” can in reason make any difference between that
and the case of a state borrowing money and paying in-
terest ; nor indeed the case of a state which has been
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less provident, or less fortunate, in making her invest-
ments. Perhaps, on the whole, the states ought to be
satisfied if they can get their interest calculated in the
least advantageous method. But it is as just that they
should have it, as it would be wise in Congress, if another
war is ever expected, to give it to them. In this, I take
for granted, it will be deemed proper I should consult the
Delegations from Maine and Massachusetts, as the suc-
cess of the measure will essentially depend upon them.

My purpose is to remain here so long as I can accom-
plish any thing ; but if the engagements of the Depart-
ment shall be such as to forbid it, I shall not think it
worth while to incur the expense of staying. I shall,
however, submit myself to your directions, and shall feel
obliged by any instructions with which you may see fit
to favor,

Very respecfully,
Your most obedient servant,

J, C. BATES.


