
SENATE....NO. 21.

The Joint Standing Committee on the Public Lands, to -whom
were referred certain papers communicated by His Excellency
the Governor, being the correspondence had with theExecutive
Department of War of the United States, touching the with-
drawal of the troops of the United States from Forts Fairfield
and Kent, ask leave to submit the following

It appears from the said correspondence, that the head of the
department of war has deemed it proper to withdraw from the
exposed points of the boundary established by the late treaty
with Great Britain, a small military force which had been or-
dered there during the excitement about the disputed territory,
previous to the treaty. This was done on the recommendation
of Major General Scott, and is justified by him in a paper, a
copy of which was among those referred to your Committee,
for “ four military reasons” therein given.

of iifasoacfjHoma.
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It is not within the province of your Committee to discuss
the science of war, nor is it their disposition to doubt the pro-
ficiency of the commanding officer of the army of the United
States. But they presume it to be one of the uses for which
that army is maintained in time of peace, to protect the fron-
tiers from the inroads of marauders or enemies. Now, it has
been satisfactorily shown to your Committee, that the settlers
along the line of the Aroostook and the Fish river, have been
and are liable to molestation, and the lands of Massachusetts
to depredations committed by lawless persons who take refuge
in the territory of New Brunswick. The presence of a small
force of United States troops has proved sufficient to keep such
persons in check, and, in his annual report to the Secretary of
War, the commanding general takes great credit for a happy
interposition of this kind, promptly made by Captain Webster,
then in command at Fort Kent, “ against the violators of the
liberty of one of our citizens.”

It does seem not a little singular that, in the same breath a
necessity should have been shown for the retaining of troops
which can and do save the liberty and property of our citizens,
and “four military reasons ” should have been assigned for
withdrawing them. The commanding general, in the same an-
nual report, thinks five additional regiments to the four or five
already placed there, would not be too much to give “ reasona-
ble security ” to the western frontier, and yet he denies, to an
exposed point in the north-east, the service of forty men, ex-
cepting at a situation of Houlton, so far off that they can be of
no earthly use for the purpose of protection.

This subject has excited much interest in the State of Maine, and
is not without its importance to Massachusetts. Communication
has been had with the department of war, by the executive of
the former State, it must he admitted, with little in return either
of courtesy or success. Had the application been from any
portion of the western frontier, doubtless military reasons would
have been discovered in abundance for granting aid. But as your
Committee are not yet brought to think so little of saving “the
liberty of one of our citizens,” or of securing the settlers from
being plundered by marauders not subject to our jurisdiction,
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as to be willing to surrender all hope of protection from 'the
military force of the United States for mere “ military reasons”
as to the convenience of posts, they have concluded to recom-
mend that application be renewed in the proper quarter, for a
return of the troops to the station they have heretofore occu-
pied, at least for so long a time as until the people along the
border become numerous and strong enough to defend them-
selves. For this end, they ask leave to submit the following
resolves.
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RESOLVES
Concerning the Occupation of Fort Kent, on the Fish

River, in the State of Maine.
Resolved, That the unsettled state of the frontier, lately

established by the treaty of Washington, in the North-
East, imperatively requires that the protection hitherto
conceded to the settlers, as well as the property of the
State of Massachusetts, by the presence of a small milita-
ry force of the United States, should not for the present
be withdrawn.

Resolved, That His Excellency the Governor be re-
quested to transmit a copy of these Resolutions to the
President of the United States, and further to solicit that
the decision made by the War Department of the United
States, by virtue of which such troops have been with-
drawn, be reversed, and the said troops be again stationed
at Fort Kent on the Fish River.

(Eommontotaltfj of JHassartjttsttts,

In the year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Forty-four.


