
HOUSE No. 432.

House op Representatives, May 23,1866.

The Committee on Military Claims, to whom was referred the
Communication of the treasurer of the Commonwealth, ask-
ing the “ legislature to determine whether the moneys re-irn-
bursed to cities and towns for bounties paid by them in good
faith shall be returned to the treasury or not,'” have carefully
considered the same, and respectfully submit the following

By the provisions of chapter 68 of the Acts and Resolves of
1865, the adjutant-general was requested to make a careful
examination of the rolls in his office, and report to the treas-
urer and receiver-general the instances in which it appeared
the Commonwealth, under chapter 218 of the Acts of the year
1863, had paid, either to the same or different towns, more than
one bounty for the same volunteer, enlisting under the call of
July or August, in the year 1862 ; also to report if the fact
could be ascertained upon whose quota such person actually
served and was counted. Upon receiving this report the treas-
urer and receiver-general was requested to give notice to the
town to which any payment seemed to have been made ; or, if
made to different towns, said notice to bo given to each town,
stating in said notice the name of the volunteer for whom
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bounty seemed to have been more than once paid. The treas-
urer was further directed to retain such amounts from any
money in his habds due from the Commonwealth to such city
or town.

Upon investigating these cases, it appears that the Common-
wealth has re-imbursed to different towns bounties paid for the
said recruit, and that the authorities hold certificates from
recruiting officers to the effect that the recruit was duly mus-
tered to the credit of such city or town, while the muster-roll
shows no such credit. It appears to have been a common prac-
tice for the authorities of cities and towns to make contract's
with recruiting officers to fill their quotas and pay over to such
officers the money stipulated as a consideration for having the
quotas so filled, leaving it for the officer* to make the best bar-
gain he could with the recruit. This practice, placed it in the
power of the officer, if he was so disposed, to give duplicate cer-
tificates for the same recruit. The question for your Committee
to consider is, was the certificate of the recruiting officer suffi-
cient authority for the town or city to claim re-imbursement of
the Commonwealth.

The Act providing for such re-imbursement reads as follows:

“All sums of money paid by any city or town as bounties to volun-
teers duly enlisted and mustered into the military service, and accounted
as a part of the quotas of Massachusetts under the calls of the pres-
ident of the United States, which were made in the months of July and
August, in the year eighteen hundred and sixty-two, shall be re-imbursed
from the treasury of the Commonwealth to such city or town in the
manner provided in this act: prodded, however, that the amount thus

re-imbursed to any city or town shall not exceed the sum of one hun-
dred dollars for each such volunteer, and shall not in any case exceed
the amount actually paid by such city or town to each such volunteer.”

It will be noticed that this Act provides that moneys paid by
cities and towns as bounties “ to volunteers duly enlisted and
mustered into the military service ,

and accounted as a part of
the quotas of Massachusetts ,” shall be re-imbursed, Ac. It

seemed to your Committee, that if any town or city saw fit to
pay their money to any person, to have the proper credit given
as a part of their contingent, that they assumed the responsi-
bility of having the credit so given, and that they could not
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ask the Commonwealth to suffer on account of the dishonesty
or carelessness of the agent they employed. If the local
authorities saw fit to assume the risk, without ascertaining
whether the credit was properly made, they can have no claim
upon the Commonwealth for the errors that may have occurred.
Your Committee respectfully recommend the passage of the
following Resolve.

T. E. HALL.

order of the Committee,
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In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Sixty-Six.

Resolved, That the treasurer and receiver-general, in the
correction of errors in the re-imbursement of bounties, under
the sixty-eighth chapter of the resolves of eighteen hundred
and sixty-five, be directed, in all cases in which it shall appear
that any city or town has been erroneously re-itnbursed for
bounties paid by such city or town upon certificates improperly
issued by any recruiting officer, whether fraudulently or other-
wise, to retain the amount so erroneously paid, from any money
now or hereafter in his hands, due from the Commonwealth to
such city or town.

RESOLVE

In relation to the Correction of Errors in the Re-imbursement
of Bounties.
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