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REPORT.

of Municipal War Debis,
Avceusta, December 31, 1869.

To the Governor and Council of the State of Muaine :

The undersigned, Commissioners under the ‘“ Act providing for
the equalization of municipal war debts and a limited assumption
and reimbursement thereof by the State,”” approved March 7, 1868,
having completed the somewhat arduous and very responsible
duties to which they were appointed, beg leave to make report of
their doings to the Governor and Council, as required by said act.

As the law creating the Commission makes its action final and
irreversible, perhaps a simple statistical report of the number of
men found to have been furnished by the several cities, towns and
plantations, and the amount awarded as reimbursement to each
municipality, would be all that is technically required. But the
matter that has passed under the action of the Commission is of so
much magnitude, and so important to the people of the State that
the Commissioners deem it but right and proper that they should
prepare and leave upon record a brief statement of the manner in
which they have performed the work committed to them, and some
of the reasons which have governed their decisions in the many
questions they have been called to adjudicate upon, and some of the
facts brought to light during their investigations.

The Commissioners met at the Capitol on the 5th day of November,
1868, and were qualified before the Governor and Council as the
act prescribes, and proceeded to organize. Mr. A. C. Walker of
Limerick, was elected Clerk. And as a simple act of justice, we
beg leave to remark here, that to the constant attention, the un-
wearied industry, and the methodical care of Mr. Walker, coupled
with his experience and familiarity with the records of the Adju-
tant General’s office, the Commissioners are largely indebted for
their success in completing their labors within the time prescribed
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4 MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.

by the law. He has labored more constantly and unremittingly
than any man ought to do.

As soon after organizing as might be, blanks were prepared,
upon which claims for reimbursement might be made up, and
forwarded to each city, town and plantation in the State, with a
copy of the act, and circulars giving such instructions as were
deemed necessary, and calling for such facts and proofs as would
show the names and numbers of men furnished, and amount of
bounties to each and in the aggregate. It was late in December
before any considerable number of munricipalities had prepared
and sent in their claims. And many towns and plantations and
some cities delayed forwarding their claims until late in the season
of 1869, though repeatedly admonished by letter that the delay was
embarrassing the work and progress of the Commission.

There seemed also to be an impression quite general among
municipal officers that only such men were to be claimed as had
received a bounty ; and many of the claims omitted the names of
men who had been drafted and went without bounty, and men
who enlisted or reénlisted in the winter of 1863—-64, when bounties
were generally paid by the State, although we had sent copies of
the law, and by circular had requested that the names of all men
farnished upon quotas should be claimed.

At an early day in our work requisition was made "upon the
Adjutant General for carefully prepared transcripts of the credits
in that office to the several municipalities. As the law made it
the duty of the Commissioners to ““audit the claims of cities,
towns and plantations for reimbursement,” we could do nothing
for any city, town or plantation until we had a ‘' claim’’ to con-
sider and act upon.

We had not been very long at work before we discovered that
municipal officers in quite many instances were preparing their
claims or having them prepared for them wholly from transcripts
of their credits, obtained from the Adjutant General’s office. As
we were already in possession of all the information to be obtained
from that source, claims so made up could be of no possible
assistance to us or value to the towns making them; hence we
requested the Adjutant General to discontinue the furnishing of
such transcripts of credits to municipal officers and others obtain-
ing them for that purpose, so far as he might without being dis-
courteous in the administration of his official duties. This fact is
mentioned here because it was the occasion of some dissatisfaction
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at the time. It needs but a moment’s reflection to perceive that,
if, on a claim made up by the officers of a town from their own
resources—Ifrom receipts for bounties—entries upon their books,
as well as from the persgnal knowledge and recollections of them-
selves and others who participated in the work of filling their
quotas—the name of a given soldier is found with the date of his
enlistment, and the company and regiment to which he belonged,
and the same name with the same data is found among the credits
to that town in the records of the Adjutant General, there would
be a very strong presumption that the man was furnished by and
for that town. But if the claim of the town instead of being so
made up at home from the resources above named, was made up
wholly from the credits of the Adjutant Gencral’s office, the town
would lose the benefit of that presumption, and the Commissioners
must either assume the absolute correctness of the Adjutant
General’s records or require the town to furnish proof in the case
of every name upon its claim. If the credits in the Adjutant
General’s office had been absolutely correct there would have been
far less labor for the Commission to perform. It is no reproach to
the gentleman who held the office of Adjutant General through-
out the whole term of the war, that errors are found in his
records—that men were sometimes placed to the credit of a city
or town other than that which had furnished them and paid a
bounty to them, and that in some cases the same man is credited
to two or more towns, or more than once to the same town. War
was a new experience to this generation; there were no pre-
cedents, no prescribed system of keeping records. The business
of the Adjutant' General’s office grew up at once from that of a
mere clerkship to the most important department of the State
Government. There was no time to devise a system for the office.
Several regiments were being raised at the same time. Enlist-
ment papers, often most crudely filled and executed came to him
in bundles and singly ; and rccruiting officers and soldiers, and
municipal officers, and ‘‘ substitute brokers,”” were crowding his
office, and clamoring for his attention, and making conflicting
claims and statements. And the wonder is, not that so many
mistakes are found, but that the records of the office are so nearly
correct as they are found to bt. If reimbursement had been made
strictly according to the credits of that office, great injustice
would have been done to many municipalities, and in some cases
to the State, by double reimbursement for the same soldiers.
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The number of men for which reimbursement is awarded is a
little less than forty-two thousand. The principal time and labor
of the Commission has been expended in determining the proper
credit of a minority of this number. Many were claimed by two
or more cities or towns, some were not claimed at all, and for a
considerable number no credit was found, though regularly
furnished and paid, and found to have been in the service. To
rightly and justly dispose of this minority of the whole number
allowed has been the great labor and responsible duty of the Com-
missioners.

Remembering the fact that our action is made final by the law,
and that the law itself, blended as it is with the Constitutional
Amendment, may be beyond the action of the Legislature, we
have been the more anxious to reach a decision in every case that
should most nearly accord with exact justice and equity, as any
mistake or injustice would be irremediable and perpetual.

In many instances claim has been made for the allowance of
men who were mustered into the United States service as com-
missioned officers, and proof filed of the payment of bounties to
such men. As the Government did not credit commissioned
officers upon the quotas of municipalities, until near the close of
the war, and then only in the few instances, comparatively, of
officers for the new organizations, we have not allowed such
names for reimbursement, except the class last named.

Another class of names found on the claims of many cities and
towns, is that of men who were drafted in the summer of 1863,
and paid commutation. Many towns refunded to commutors the
three hundred dollars paid by each, either by cash at the time or
by note td be paid subsequently. And having so assumed the
burden of that expenditure have made claim for reimbursement.
Such claims have been disallowed by us in all cases, as a matter
of course.

To the argument persistently urged by some municipal officers
that the Government gave the drafted man his election to enter
the service for three years or pay $300, and therefore the payment
of the money was equivalent to the furnishing of a man, we
could only make the reply; that the law under which we act pro-
vides reimbursement “ for men furnished.” And though money is
a very excellent commodity, and an important material of war, it
is not for us to overrule the language of the law and audit a claim
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for money paid, where we are only authorized to audit for *“men
Surnished.”’

A very considerable proportion of the claims presented have
had upon them a greater or less number of names that may be
best classed as ‘“ naval commission men.” From the commence-
ment of the war in April, 1861, many men enlisted in the naval
service from the maritime States, who were enrolled or liable to be
enrolled in the city or town of their residence. These men had
enlisted without bounty or expectation of bounty. They had not
been furnished by any municipality, nor credited upon any quota.
Early in 1864, with a view to the equalization of quotas between
the East and the West, in accordance with an act of Congress,
approved February 24, 1864, the Government *‘ directed, in effect,
the credit to municipalities of their citizens, liable to enrollment,
who were serving in the navy or marine corps, or had been by
due enlistment, at any time since the commencement of the war,
though deceased or discharged therefrom prior to the passage of
said act.”’

To the State of Maine the General Government assigned a
certain number of these men, generally understood to be two
thousand five hundred ; but whether just this number or a con-
siderably larger number, we are not able to state for reasons which
will appear hereafter. To make a proper distribution of these men
or names to the municipalities, the War Department appointed 2
Commission, consisting of the then Governor of Maine, and Major
J. W. T. Gardiner, U. 8. Army, then Acting Assistant Provost
Marshal General of Maine. This Commission sent properly pre-
pared blanks to the municipal officers of all the cities, towns and
plantations in the State, requesting and directing the return there-
on of the name of every man known to be serving in the navy or
marine corps, or who had so served at any time during the war, with
the date and place of his enlistment, and the name of the vessel
on which he was or had been serving, so far as such data could be
given. And the quota of each municipality under the then exist-
ing call was to be reduced to the extent of the number of names
so returned and found to be correct. It will be seen at once that
men so returned by municipal officers, though allowed to reduce
quotas then called for, were not ““ furnished on quotas on or after
July 2, 1862.”” By the very terms of the law and the order under
which the proceedings were had, the names might be of men who
had enlisted in 1861, and who had deceased or been discharged
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long before the names were so gathered up and credited. They
had not enlisted on or for any quota, of any city or town—had not
been paid any bounty, and, if alive, were not expecting any bounty.
In section six of the act under which reimbursement is made, it is
expressly provided that ‘“no money or bonds shall be paid to any
city, town or plantation, for men, when it is in evidence that said
credit was granted by the State as a gratuity for which they have
paid no consideration.” We could not see that any discretion
was left with us whether to allow or disallow these men or names.
It seemed to us that both the letter and spirit of the law excluded
them.

The foregoing remarks in relation to ‘‘ naval commission men”’
are intended to allude only to those who seem to have been regu-
larly and properly returned to the Naval Commissioners by munici-
pal officers. On many claims presented for our consideration and
allowance, we have found names (against which large bounties
were set) that we could find no where in the records, until we
turned, as a last resort, to the list of men allowed by the Naval
Commissioners. Municipal officers on being informed by us that
such names upon their claims could not be allowed because
included in the class of naval commission men, have, in frequent
instances, produced receipts from men who were engaged in the
filling of quotas, giving the names so claimed as of men furnished
for that city or town, and acknowledging the receipt of the same
amount of money therefor as set against the names on the claim.
For some time we were wholly unable to even imagine the expla-
nation of the matter. The names so claimed we found in the list
of those allowed by the Naval Commissioners, and found them no
where else. If allowed by the Naval Commissioners then it would
follow, or ought to*follow, that the men were residents of the city,
town or plantation to which they were so allowed, and were
returned as such over the signature of the municipal officers for
the time being. Why then should they have been purchased by
the same municipal officers, at a high price, of some ‘‘ substitute
broker’’? Further investigation, however, brought out the fact that
these purchased ‘“ naval commission men’’ were not residents of
the towns to which they had been so sold, that the names are
strange and not recognized by the present officers of the towns
as names of men ever residing in those places. This discovery
did not serve to make the matter less mysterious than before.
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were residents of their town or city. So far as we have examined
the files, we have seen no reason for doubting the substantial cor-
rectness of his statement in this respect. But the eighty or there-
abouts which this gentleman acknowledges to have so sold, by no
means account for the many that we have found claimed and
bought, as we have before stated, and allowed by Naval Commis-
sioners in much the same manner. That any of the men whose
names were thus sold out in Maine as serving or having served in
the navy, received any of the money paid to the men who assumed
to sell their names, is not at all probable. How many of this class
were sold in the way above named, it is not possible for us to
state. We can only say that the books show that about three
thousand names were allowed by Naval Commissioners. The
number for which reimbursement has been claimed may be spoken
of as hundreds. And considering what municipal officers had to
do to get such names allowed upon their quotas after purchasing
them, it may well be supposed that only a portion so obtained
have been claimed for reimbursement, especially in cases where
the same men were in office then and now.

The Commissioners do not take upon themselves to characterize
the proceedings herein described. They assume only to give a
statement of the facts as they have appeared in the course of their
investigations, and leave it for the people of the State to approve
or condemn as the facts may seem to warrant.

But there is another and perhaps a still larger class of names for
which reimbursement has been claimed and disallowed. Perhaps
the well known term ‘“paper credits’” will best designate this class.
In the latter summer and autumn of 1864, when the army of the
Potomac having fought its way from the Rapidan to the Appomat-
tox, lay panting and exhausted but vigilant and watchful in front
of Petersburg; when the conviction had been at last forced home
upon the Government and the people that the rebellion could only
be subdued by being thoroughly whipped in its entrenched strong-
holds, and that to do this the army of I'reedom must be kept full
and strong by constant reinforcements—when the Government
was calling loudly for recruits and new regiments, and the gallant
men whom we had sent there were writing and calling to us in the
brief intervals of almost constant fighting to send help and succor,
and when in response to this condition of things, this call of the
Government and this appeal of the long enduring soldiers, the
whole people of the State were active and anxious to obtain and
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send forward men, strong, able, brave men, to help in that one
grand and final effort that all felt was soon to be made to crush the
head of the rebel serpent—just then, in that crisis of the war and
of the national life, when the replenishing of the army was a simple
question of life and death with the Government, an individual made
his appearance at the State Capital claiming to have come from
Washington, and bringing in his pocket a long list of names, many
of them quaint and unpronounceable by an American tongue, and
others so very common as to be remarkable, all of which he asserted
to be the names of men who had enlisted in the service of the United
States at some time since the commencement of the war, and who
had not been credited to the quota of any State or municipality.
And these names were offered to the officers and recruiting agents
of municipalities who were looking for men to fill their quotas and
reénforce the depleted army, and offering large bounties for such
men. Before quotas could be cancelled by the use of these names
the approval of the proper United States officials must be secured.
The office of A. A. Provost Marshal General for Maine was then
filled by an honorable gentleman of Maine and an officer of the
regular army. To him this remarkable roll was shown and his
approval of it solicited. That approval was denied, and probably
with some expressions of honest indignation. Not very long after-
ward this officer was ordered to another field of duty and his place
supplied by an officer from a Western State. Then again appeared
at the State Capital the man with the once rejected list of names.
And henceforward it seems there was no official veto upon the fill-
ing of quotas of cities and towns with these names. Thus far our
statement in relation to these ¢ paper credits’’ is founded upon the
best information we have been able to obtain from inquiries and the
collation of many statements voluntarily made to us by persons
having more or less means of knowing the facts as they occurred.
For the absolute correctness of the statement we do not vouch.
That the names were sold by various individuals and firms at an
average price of about four hundred and fifty dollars ($450) each,
we can very safely state, for they have been claimed for reimburse-
ment, and official certificates showing that they were allowed and
receipts for the money paid for them have been presented to sub-
stantiate the claims. How the individuals or firms (for it seems to
have been a business so extensive and important as to call for the
formation of business partnerships) who sold these names became
possessed of them, we are wholly unable to say. How much they
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paid for them is a qucstion of very much more interest to them-
selves than to the people of Maine. That they had to divide the
money received with some other persons or parties is a very safe
presumption. That the men whose names were sold and bought
—if the names represented men—did not receive any of the money
80 paid is quite as safe a presumption.

As has been already said all claims for reimbursement for this
class of names have been disallowed by the Commission. It has
been argued to us repeatedly, persistently, and in some cases with
considerable feeling, that such names should be allowed because
they were purchased in good faith by municipal officers, and,
generally, were not paid for until the certificate of a United States
official was presented, showing that they were allowed on the
quota of the municipality for which they were purchased; and
that, inasmuch as the names were thus once accepted by the Gov-
ernment through its officials instead of the men that had been
called for, the Commissioners should not make question as to the
regularity of that proceeding, but slould act upon the pre-
suinption that whatever had the sanction of a Government official
must have been right and regular.

To this argument our reply has been, and is :

1. It is by no means a matter of course that municipal officers
acted in good faith in all cases in the purchase of these names to
fill their quotas. On the contrary, we think the presumption is
against the good faith of such transactions. They saw no men
mustered in—saw none to be mustered in, to answer to the
names, and no pretense was made that there were any men here,
or coming here to be mustered. Municipal officers knew very
well that the recruiting of the army by sdding efficient men to its
ranks was the object, and the only object of the call for men, and
the assignment of quotas. And they knew very well that when
they used the money or credit of their city or town (already stag-
gering under a load of debt incurred since the beginning of the
war) to fill its assigned quota, every bounty paid should have
added a strong, brave man to the country’s defenders. If they
did not look at the matter in this light—if they deemed that their
duty to their city or town, and to their country, was discharged
by simply filling their quota with-names, and thus saving their
enrolled men from a draft, then we say—

2. These ‘““paper credits’’ answered the object for which they
were purchased—they nominally filled the quota and saved the city
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or town from a draft, and having been bought for that purpose
alone there exists no good reason or argument why the State
should now pay out money for them under a law that did not then
exist and could not have been contemplated.

3. We remark again that we are only authorized by the law to
award reimbursement for men furnished under the call of July 2,
1862, and subsequent calls. If we grant that each of these names
or “‘paper credits’”’ represents a man actually in the service of the
United States at some time during the war prior to the date when
they were bought as above, still we had no legal authority to
award rcimbursement for them unless it were first proved to us
that they culisted on or after July 2,1862. Many towns in making
up their claims wrote thereon the names of their soldiers who went
to the war in 1861, or the early part of 1862, All such names we
struck from the claims as disallowed, although we knew very well
that they were the names of brave and patriotic men who rallied
unselfishly at the first call of the country for defenders, without
bounty or thought of bounty, and had fought the enemy for three
long and wecary years, or had early given their lives for their
country. They were disallowed for reimbursement because their
enlistment was prior to July 2, 1862. In no single instance where
claim was made for these “ paper credit’”’ men, was onc item of
evidence presented to us going to show the date of their enlist-
ment. Neither upon the claim nor the certificate of the A. A. Pro-
vost Marshal Gteneral, nor any receipt for money paid for them,
was there any statement or hiot of the date of their enlistment.
For anght that has ever appeared to us they might all have enlisted
in 1861. And after refusing to allow reimbursement for the brave
men of Maine who enlisted in that year, as we were obliged to do
by the terms of the law, we should not be very likely to give the
law a strained interpretation for the sake of allowing for these very
doubtful names.

We may further remark in passing, that in many if not most
cases, these names were obtained by municipal officers, at a price
nearly or about as much below the bounty for which living men
could be obtained as the reimbursement would amount to. So that
as a mere money transaction, aside from all question of duty to
the Government, the towns that filled their quotas with these
names are about as well off as those towns that filled their quotas
with their own valuable men and citizens, and receive reimburse-
ment therefor under the present act.
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4. And finally, viewing the whole matter of these so called
““paper credits’’ in the best light of all the facts that we have been
able to obtain, and the best reasoning we have been able to
apply to it, it is the honest conviction of the Commissioners that
the whole transaction was wrong and iniquitous—a wrong to
the Government then struggling for its very existence—a wrong
to the people of the municipalities whose money was paid away—
and a double and cruel wrong to the brave men of the army then
lying in the trenches of the Appomattox and the James; and that
all who actively participated in it, or passively consented to it have
an unpleasant account to settle with their own consciences and
self-respect at least, if never with the wronged people and institu-
tions. And the Commissioners can think of no valid reasoning by
which they could justify themselves to the people of the State, if
they had reénacted and perpetuated the wrong by awarding many
thousands of the people’s money as reimbursement for the class of
names in question.

There is another and smaller class of men that were claimed
and disallowed. In the fall of 1862 a considerable number of men
were enlisted as recruits for the old regiments in the field. Some
of these recruits, on arriving at Augusta, instead of going for-
ward to the regiments for which they had been enlisted, went into
the regular army, generally into the 17th U. S. Infantry. All of
which was very proper. These men were credited at the time to
the municipalities that had furnished them as recruits for Maine
regiments, and were not credited as recruits for thé regular army.
But in 1864 an order was issued by the War Department directing
superintendents of the recruiting service for the regular army to
make return to the Adjutant Generals of the several States the
names of all men recruited for the regular army after September
3, 1862. Under the operation of this order, of course the names
of the men above mentioned were returned to the Adjutant Gen-
eral of this State. After the lapse of some eighteen months it is
not surprising that the fact was forgotten or overlooked that some
of the men so returned by U. S. recruiting officers had once been
credited as recruits for Maine regiments. But when we find these
men claimed by municipalities as in the regular army they are
claimed as having been furnished in 1864 on the quotas then pend-
ing, and in all cases as having been paid pretty large bounties.
On investigation in such cases it has appeared that the bounties
marked against the names were paid to some person or persons
who assumed to sell these names to fill the quotas of towns. This
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fact is one of the mysteries that we have no means of explaining.
The soldiers in question received their bounties, State and munici-
pal, in the fall of 1862 when they enlisted, and were credited to
the towns that furnished them. By what possible right then any
man or firm should sell the same names to other towns at a price
of four or five hundred dollars each in the season of 1864, we
cannot comprehend. To make plain the kind of transaction we
are now speaking of, take a case in point. In September, 1862,
the town of Waterville, say, enlisted John Smith on its quota, as
a recruit for the 7th regiment, paid him a bounty of two hundred
dollars, brought him to Augusta, he was mustered, received his
State bounty, and was placed to the eredit of Waterville as of the
Tth regiment. But he was not immediately sent forward, and
finally consents to go into the regular army instead, and his enlist-
ment papers are changed to conform to that fact. His service on
his enlistment is not in the 7th Maine regiment then, but in the
17th U. 8. In 1864, in returning the names of all men enlisted
for the regular army since September 3, 1862, John Smith’s name
is included of course. When the claim of China is presented to
us for reimbursement, we find there the name of John Smith, 17th
U. S. Infantry, as furnished on the quota of 1864, and paid a
bounty of say $400. Among the vouchers furnished by China to
establish its claim is a receipt from A. B. or C. D., acknowledging
the receipt of $400 from the Selectmen of China for furnishing

' John Smith of the 17th U. S. Infantry on the quota of that town.
We institute a careful investigation and find it to be the identical
John Smith whom we have already allowed to Waterville as a
recruit for the 7th Maine regiment in September, 1862, that John
has performed but one service, and for that was paid the regular
bounties two years before. We can do nothing but strike the
name from the claim of China, for we may not reimburse twice for
the same service.

Cases like this were not very numerous, but enough of them to
have made one man comfortable in money matters, if one man had
sold them all; more especially if he also received a State bounty
for each man so sold.

We also found upon some claims and credits a considerable
number of men in the regular army who enlisted in the summer
and fall of 1865, long after the war had closed. The crediting of
them may be regarded as a clerical error, We need not add that
they were disallowed by us.
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Just how many men or names of the several classes above
described have been disallowed for the reasons given, we have not
taken time or pains to estimate. Ilow much money was paid to
brokers for the three classes—the ““ naval commission men,’”” the
“paper credits,” and the regular army men who enlisted in 1862
for Maine regiments, we could not state or ascertain by any
expenditure of time and pains, because as we have intimated,
there is good reason to believe that sorie, if not many, municipal
officers have omitted such names from <heir claims. It is safe to
estimate the amount in hundreds of thousands of dollars. It was
evidently a business that yielded large profits. It made poor
men, or men of moderate means, suddenly rich. We gladly
dismiss the unpleasant subject, with the expression ef an earn-
est hope that neither they nor men of like passions and weak-
nesses shall ever again in our country’s history have like oppor-
tunity or temptation presented by the recurrence of a similar con-
dition of danger, distraction and sorrow in the State and Nation.

In an appendix to this veport will be found a tabular statement,
arranged alphabetically by counties, showing the number of men
furnished by each city, town and plantation in the State, giving
the number for cach different term of service—three years, two
years, one year and nine months—the whole uummber, and the number
on the basis of threc years, with the amount of reimbursement
awarded therefor to each muunicipality.

As will be seen by glancing at the tuble, the amount of rcim-°
bursement awarded to a city or town depends in great measure
upon the lerm of service of its men. One town may have a much
larger amount of money awarded than wiother near by with a con-
siderably larger aggregate number of men, because in the one
case a large proportion of the men are three years’ men, and in
the other a large proportion are one year’s men.

That perfect and absolute justice has been done to every muni-
cipality in every case, we are not permitted to say or hope. We
can only say that we have liad 1o motive or wish to do other than
justice and equity in every question and claim upon which we have
adjudicated. Many claims were presented in a condition extremely
crude and confused, and in a great many instances the same men
have been claimed by two or more towns with equal earnestness,
and the right to be reimbursed therefor urged and insisted upon
by each with equal pertinacity. And not unfrequently have we
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found it a difficult question to decide as to which of the claimants
reimbursement should be awarded. ’

In closing our protracted and difficult labors, we do but a sim-
ple act of justice in stating that any remarks in the first pages of
this report in relation to mistakes in the records of the Adjutant
General’s office, are not to be understood as referring to the sev-
eral volumes of Adjutant General Hodsdon’s Annual ““Reports.”
Those Reports, with the ““ General Index,” we have made constant
use of in all our labors and investigations. And we cannot refrain
from bearing our testimony to the admirable system and great
accuracy with which they have been prepared. They really con-
stitute a history of the men and organizations contributed by Maine
to the armies of the Union, a history that Maine may well be proud
of. The books ought to be carefully distributed throughout the
State, and as carefully preserved, for from them will the men and
women of the next generation, better than from any other source,
be enabled to learn the gallant and self-sacrificing part that Maine
bore in the great struggle of the nineteenth century to preserve
the unity of the nation and the principles of Freedom.

JAMES A. MILLIKEN,
D. L. MILLIKEN,
NATHAN DANE.






APPHENDIX.

ANDROSCOGGIN COUNTY.

Noueer oF Mex. |8 4
—— a5t | Equivalent, Amount
NAME OF TOWN. a | u . | 2 |8« in3 years'| certified.
= £ ™ < ©
BT IR Ao R I I B Men.
Auburn 2i 89| 80 401 281 $28,100
Durham s 8 29/ 102] 74 11-12| 7,4912-3
East Livermore L...0 1] 16| 52 32 2-3 3,266 2-3
Greene vt 15] 16| 85 63 6,300
Leeds, coveveiiniancnnnnnnnnnn ce.o 180 220 927 63 1-2 6,350
Lewiston .. 1) 170/ 97| 596 409 17-12; 40,958 1-3
Lisbon | 15] 16} 101] 178 2-3 | 7,866 2-3
Livermore.......ovevevevecae.. T00.... 4 23| 97 7T 1-12, 17,708 1-3
Minot vovs s iiin it eannnnes 66 38/ 16) 122/ 84 8,400
Poland......vovr e aennnannas 92 54| 48] 194 122 12,200
TUIDOT ver e vens vre oans e 123 [35) 51) 209| 147 5-12| 14,741 2-3
Wales ..o vieniiniiiiecaeeunn 23)....| 2| 11} 36/ 26 5-12| 2,6412-3
Webster... .. coovvieeveennane .. 35{.... } 18] 22| 75 46 1-2 4,650
12321 6| 4771 447i2162(1,506 3-4 |150,675

AROOSTOOK COUNTY.

Alva plantation............ e bl.... 5 2-3 $566 2-3
Amity .ovvin i i 5l.... 7 13 733 1-3
Ashland ...... . .cocvve oevaaa 18, 19 14 1,925
Baneroft plantation ............ 2., 3 7-12 358 1-3
Bridgewater. .............0.0 10{.... 12 5-12) 1,241 2-3
Castle Hill plantation........... ... 8 2-3 866 2-3
Crystal plantation............ .. 157 I 15 1-2 | 1,550
Dayton plantation.............. e 7 700
Dyer Brook plantation.......... 2. 2 1.3 233 1-3
Baston.... ..o ooovinnvienann, 22! ... 25 1-3 | 2,533 1-3
Fort Fairfield..................1 50l.... 56 1-3 5,633 1-3
Glenwood plantation............ if.... 3 300
Haynesville plantation.......... Bloefer..d 5 500
Hodgdon.....ooovvvninnnann, 19 j 27 7-12] 2,758 1-3
Houlton..........oov it ivnn s 91 e 95 1-2 | 9,550
Island Falls plantation.......... 10 2. 10 2-3 | 1,066 2-3
Limestone.....oooveviviusvacan 2 20000 4 2 23 266 2-3
Linneus. oo it vnv v e e 31 8 4 43 34 23| 3,466 2-3
Littleton. . vvvvvrs veeraenevenn 19)....] 6 ¢ 31 92 1-2| 2,250
Ludlow e cve cveniinninee et 4.... 6 3 13 6 3-4 675
Lyndon ..o vieer voweennnnen.] 2900000 100 3 420 33 1-12) 3,308 13
Macwahoe plantation. .......... Meeonl 4 3] 14 9 1-12 908 1-3
Mapleton plantation............ 12].... 6..... 18 14 1,400
Mars Hill. ..o vvniiiinnnn e 13)....] 3....| 16 14 1,400
Masardis ....vvvrevreeereaees Bl e 88 800
Maysville. ... vvvenian e ceead 340000 B 0 390 35 2-3 1 3,566 2-3

certificate.
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20 MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.

AROOSTOOK COUNTY-—(CONTINUED.)

NumBER OF MEN, g g
—_ A s | Equivalent| Amount
NAME OF TOWN. R . | 2 |84 |in3 years'| certified.

¥ 1 o © © M.

LI I en.
Molunkug plantation........... 1. 2....} 3 1 23 $166 2-3
Monticello ... ..ooveiivenenn.. 15. 8 & 28 1811-12| 1,891 2-3
Moro plantat’n, (See Rockabema ) )
New Limerick.................. 4f.... 2 3 9 5 5-12 541 2-3
No. 11, Range 1, plantation..... 5.... 5....0 10 6 23 666 2-3
Oakfield plantation............. 5.... bl....; 10 6 2-3 666 2-3
Orient .oovveivvennnninon ouns 2. ..ol 38 2 13 233 1-3
Presque Isle............... ... 37 1] 10[....| 48/ 41 4,100
Rockabema plantation.......... 4.... 2l.... 6 4 2-3 466 2-3
Sherman ......covnvnveavnane 28.. 11....0 39 31 2-3| 3,166 2.3
Smyroa...... 6 . 1 7 6 1-4 625
Washburn............oooi el 21f.. 2).v..) 23] 21 23| 2,166 2-3
Westfield plnntatlon ............ 11.. 3.... 4 2 200
Weston.. .. 4., 3| 8 10 5 3-4 575

65611 1| 181" 173! 816' 640 1-4 | 64,025

CUMBERLAND COUNTY.
Baldwin ...... Ceer e e, 39,....) 25 21} 85] 52 7-12] $5,258 1.3
Bridgton......covv i, 57 32| 207 145 14,500
Brunswick....... . 2 61 45 290) 214 11-12; 21,491 2-3
Cape Elizabeth .. . 1) 20; 54] 255/ 200 5-6 | 20,083 1-3
CBSCO. e e ve vrvtiieninevanaeas ..\ 35 16| 94] 58 23 | 5,866 2-3
Cumberland . .................. .. 21 30f{ 115; 78 1-2 7,850
Falmouth.e.ovu vevs vinnavenonns .. 2{ 36/ 129 100 2-3 | 10,066 2-3
Freeport . oove vinciiniiin ann 1) 20{ 51} 195 143 1-12| 14,308 1-3
Gorham .......oouiieninn e, ..| 48] 37 242, 182 1-4 | 18,225
BIAF e vevnavnienein e veneaans .. 17 36 124] 85 2-3 | 8,566 2-3
Harpswell. .. 2|....0 220 113| 95 5-6 | 9,583 1-3
Harrison. .. .. . .| 22 14] 90| 64 5-6 | 6,483 1-3
Naples .ovovr cvivenranncuns .o.o| 240 19] 931 62 34| 6,275
New Gloucester.... ............ 691....1 12{ 21} 102 78 1-4 | 7,825
North Yarmouth ,.............. 52i.... 9, 22| 83 60 1-2 | 6,050
Otisfield ................o.0] 600 1) 100 25 96/ 70 1-4 | 7,025
Portland .. cvvvvnvnvnincnin s 1459 37| 408/ 163|2067/1,660 5-12|166,041 2-3
Pownal ..oovvivunnnii i ns, 58.... 7| 120 77| 63 1-3 | 6,333 1-3
Raymond . ....oooovvve i o] 48, 5 24| T7| 56 2.3 | 5,566 2-3
Searborough........... ..., eeed| 96....0 13} 20{ 129] 105 1-3 | 10,533 1-3
Sebago vuvuiini it i e 380 1) 9] 24 2] 47 2-3 | 4,766 2-3
Standish .. .....eviviie e el 106]....] 13] 46| 165| 121 5-6 | 12,183 1-3
Westbrook........ooit e aen, 260'.... 44| 76| 380 293 2-3 | 29,366 2-3
Windbam...... oo vun Cerenaaes 1400....| 26| 43] 209| 159 5-12| 15,941 2-3
Yarmouth......ooovevnviniaalf 790 4] 17| 30{ 130 94 5-6 | 9,483 1-3
37260 49) 9251 919i561914,296 3-4 (429,675

No. of
certificate.

|

37




APPENDIX, 21
FRANKLIN COUNTY.

Nuuper or Mex. 8 8
- S gg Equivalent| Amount =
NAME OF TOWN. g | % | .| % |8« in3yers| certified. |u&
— = 2 o © o
BB || B |85 Men. SE
m e |- (L z 8
AVOD.viviiiin v eetannsonns 30(. 8| 13| 51/ 3511-12| $3,5912-3| 75
Carthage. .........coovvinnnns. 29|.. 11 1} 31 29 7-12, 2,958 1-3| 76
Chesterville . ...........covunn 49.. 150 13) 71 BT 14| 5,725 Kid
Dallas plantation....oovveun.n.. 1f.. 4... 5‘ 2 1.3 233 1-3| 78
Eustis plantation............... 9l.. 5....0 14 10 2.3 1,066 2-3| 79
Farmington .......covueene ool 1170 36| 54| 207 142 1-2 | 14,250 80
Freeman .. ......oocovvieivnnn, 25(.. .| 13| 38 928 14| 2,82 81
Green Vale plantation.......... 2.. celeves 2 2 200 82
Industry cooovvvvnvinie e 270, 18] 12| 57 36 3,600 83
Jay. e e 62y.. 8 33| 103/ 7211-12] 17,2912-3| 84
Kingfield ..... .. .......c.ouen. 25)....0....0 13) 38 98 14| 2,828 85
Letter <“ E” plantation.......... 5. 3i.... 8 6 600 86
Madrid ........... ... Ceereaens 11.. 18/ 13) 421 20 14| 2,025 87
New Sharon ........covuenn.n.. 63].. 21 34| 118 178 1.2 | 17,850 88
New Vineyard............o....l 35[.. 9 16 60| 42 4,200 89
Perkins plantation ............. 41.. R O 4 400 90
Phillips .......ooiviii et el 4., 17 29| 120] 86 11-12} 8,691 2-3| 91
Rangely ..........covviieninn 13 celeelt 13013 1,300 92
Salem .........ci.iiniiee ol 12....].... 40 16] 13 1,300 93
Sandy River plantation......... R P 1.... 1 1-3 33131 94
7 X1) 1 25).. 10 11 46 31 1-12| 3,108 1-3| 95
Temple «.ooovt i iinriienanns 291.. o) 13) 420 32 14 3,225 96
Washington plantation ......... |1 U PO R (R | 100 97
eld ... 49i.. 8....0 87 51 2.3 5,166 2-3| 98
Wilton.. .. ovve it inin e e 93/. L0021 114 98 1-4 | 9,825 99

790 .1 1821 29311265 923 11-121 92,391 2-3

HANCOCK COUNTY.

Amherst ..ol celee..]  B) 26) 22 144} $2,225 100
AUTOTA « v vvet niinnee veveenns .. 1 it 15 3 7-12] 1,358 1-3| 101
Bluehill ..... ..o il il .o 26 19] 111} 79 5-12] 7,941 2-3| 102
Brooklin..........oooiiiiiannn .. 356 15/ 80; 45 5-120 4,541 2-3! 103
Brooksville... ................ .. 3; 15 94| 80 3-4 | 8,075 104
Bueksport ....ovei i i, 5/ 66| 29| 276 207 7-12] 20,758 1-3{ 105
Castine ... .. 117 10] 82| 62 5-¢ 6,283 1-3! 106
Cranberry Isles..... chea e .. 41, 18 10 1-3 1,033 1-3| 107
Dedham.......covovien conenn .. 5 5 28] 20 11-12) 2,091 2-3| 108
DeerIsle....coveeevinnnninnn, 9b 7] 11; 240] 224 1-12) 22,408 1-3| 109
EBastbrook. ..........o. i aal 2 41 16/ 11 2.3 1,166 2-3| 110
Eden..... .. 1 18 T0] 53 5-6 5,683 1-3| 111
Ellsworth , .. 1 86| 43) 359 269 1-12] 26,908 1-3| 112
Franklin......ooooveevinnnanns ‘ .. 23] 11 80] 56 5-120 5,641 23| 113
Gouldshorough ; 6 4| 19/ 100 81 1-12 8,108 1-3| 114
Hancock.vo.ovvvnvecnvn venenn i 4,9 120 T3 56 2-3 5,666 2-3| 115
Long Island plantation ......... [ . | P 4 1 1.3 133 1-3| 116
Mariaville..... .oovvenenenenian o200, [ 5 25, 21 14 ! 2,125 117
Mt. Desert....veeeveenvennvnnn ‘ 32 .. 8 9] 49| 3611-121 3,691 2-3| 118
Orland.......ooov i i, . 64, 5 20| 16| 105 T8 7,800 119
L0 180.. 1 1200 18 7-120 1,858 1.3| 120
Penobseot. .....oovouiniennn. | 73 7| 22 102 80 5-6 | 8,083 1-3 121
Plantation No. T............... I3 2....| b5 3 23 366 2-3| 122
Plantation No. 21.............. [ 1 R PR 1 1 100 123
Sedgwick......................1 33 1 1T 81 59 41 13| 4,133 1-3] 124
Sullivan ......... 38 20 6; 15 61 45 1-12{ 4,508 1-3| 125
SUIry.ovvn ittt ii e 51| 10/ 14| 22} 97, 67 5-6 | 6,783 1-3| 126
Swan Island..........oooooween| ITou]oiafeee| 1T 1T 1,700 127
Tremont .. .coovvvusiveenienenns 95(.. 16( 111 99 9,900 128




22 MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.
HANCOCK COUNTY—(CONTINUED.)
Nouxser o Men. |§ € .
: e 25 |Equivalent, Amount 2
NAME OF TOWN. G | @ | - | 2 12« |in3 years| certified. % g
Sla s s 82| Men. s
P O S R - < | E S
o o r— o TB = Z g
Trenton....oeeveeenreevannonns 66{....| 13 19[ 98/ 756 1-12) $7,608 1-3| 129
Verona,...occeveevnn. e 4ol 140 14 1,400 130
Waltham .o.vvevnn ues vesenens C10f....0 10 Y27 15 1-12] 1,508 1.3 131
1665 44| 391| 357 245711,013 11-12/191,391 2-3
KENNEBEC COUNTY.
Albion..ovvevi e ciii it aans 68/....] 28/ 12. 108 80 1-3 ] 8,033 1-3| 132
AUZUSER + vee e eeeaene ceannenn 417)....| 56| 36 509 444 2-3 | 44,466 2-3| 133
Belgrade 66/....| 50 3L 1470 90 5-12] 9,041 2-3| 134
Benton......... 45/....| 30l 11 se! 57 3:4 | 5,775 135
Chelsea . 36/....0 14 15 65 44 5-12 4,441 2.3 136
China..oovveeevireveievannanns 99(....; 55 39 193] 127 1-12} 12,708 1-3 137
Clintom «.ovvevriveennnevnennnns 79 3] 48] 19 149 101 3-4 10,175 138
Clinton Gore plantation. ... .... Bleeo.| 6 L 12{ T 14 72 | 139
Farmingdale...........ccuinnn. 27....1 17} 15 59 36 5-12] 3,641 2-3| 140
Fayette .......coovovvienioen, 45(....1 11 4 60 49 23 4,966 2-3| 141
Gardiner........oeciveiiinaan. 193 1, 77 47 318‘ 231 1-12| 23,108 1-3] 142
Hallowell.....ovovevnvn e onn, T2....0 13 Y92 78 1-12; 7,808 1-3| 143
Litehfield ... ......ccovvv o) 84 1 5 ?]I“ 111 91 7-12) 9,158 1-3| 144
Manchester.......covuveienann 31.... 4 Ti 42] 34 1-12| 3,408 1-3| 145
Monmouth ....v.ovvvi il 80, 1 18 22 121} 92 1-6 9,216 2-3| 146
Mt, Vernon . ......oooeveenoo| 83j....) 16 17 116, 92 7-12) 9,258 1-3| 147
Pittston..ooeeevieeviee i ann, 91...., 28] 47 166i 112 1-12} 11,208 1-3} 148
Readfield.......... e e e 69....1 221 15 106 80 1-12/ 8,008 1-3| 149
ROMe..covvverviiiniiecennannns 30.... 8| 16 54 36 23 3,666 2-3| 150
Sidney. . ... 1 26 1021E 81 5-6 8,183 1-3{ 151
Unity plr}'lt&thﬂ ............... ... 5 1 T 21112 291 2-31 152
Vassalborough . 119f....| 54) 4% 215] 147 1.2 | 14,750 153
VHOODA: ¢ ¢ esee veener e anes 31)....1 290 16| 69 42 13| 4,233 13| 154
Waterville ... ...eveiinoen, 171 1| 50 42| 264 198 5-6 | 19,883 1-3| 1585
Wayne. . BRRT 48,....1 29/ 13] 90! 60 11-12| 6,091 2-3]| 166
West Gardmer ............. . 46(....| 35 21 102, . 6211-12| 6,291 2-3} 157
Windsor... oo v iienvnenann. 57(....| 45/ 29; 131} 179 14 7,925 158-
Winslow ..oevuvnns e reen e 59\....1 27 23 109 73 3-4| 7,375 1569
WADERTOP - vens e onee cennvnnn| 109].... 27) 22! 158] 123 1-2 | 12350 | 160
2336l 7l 8011 6173761/2,761 11-121276,191 2-3
KNOX COUNTY. ]
ApPleton. e cevever et annn 67....] 23| 10/ 100 T7 16 | $7,116 2:3) 161
Camden...... .... 1831 6| 65 7T 331 227 11-12{ 22,791 2-3| 162
Cushing .. ...vvvveveneivnn oo o1 o4 426 20 2,000 163
Friendship 26:.... 2 17 40 29 2.3 2,966 2-3| 164
Hope . ..ovvnn .. e 41 2| 2 1¢| 85 55 5,500 166
Matinicus plantation............ T4 8....0 19 12 1.3 | 1,233 1-3| 166
Muscle Ridge plantation ........ 5., .. ..., 6 5 13 533 1-3| 167
North Haven ......ccooveennnn 33 1) 16| 16/ 65 42 4,200 168
Rockland ....ovvnvvnieninnann. 337| 25| 108 40| 510! 399 2.3 | 39,966 2-3| 169
St. George...oo vt virrvranannn 92 31 46] 22 163] 114 5-6 | 11,483 1-3| 170
South Thomaston............... kit 2 23! 2311250 91 34 9,175 171
Thomaston ......coevvuevuivn arns 114;....1 40l 35/ 189' 136 1.12| 13,608 1-3| 172
Union ....covvivviiin i anes 82(....] 37 34 153 102 5-6 10,283 1-3| 173
Vinalhaven.............4......| 76| 3} 26/ 27 132‘ 93 5-12| 9,341 2-3| 174
Warren ....... were tee et eae, 80 1] 28| 50 159‘ 102 1-2 | 10,250 175
Washington ........eevvaen.on| 79 16/ 9] 104 86 7-12| 8,658 1-3| 176
1315| 48t 469] 375122071,5697 1-12(159,708 1-3




APPENDIX. 28

LINCOLN COUNTY.
Numeer or Me~. |8 8| - .
-— B 5| Equivalent| Amount §
NAME OF TOWN. g | s | .| 2 |Sw|ind years| certified. |53
B || [Sg| Men. SE
o | |m | EE Z 8
Alna ..ot iiii it i e 23).... 1 8 32 25 1-3 | $2,533 1-3| 177
Boothbay ..... ......oviiiail. 90/....; 53] 17 160} 11111-12} 11,191 2-3| 178
Bremen.....cooveiiviinaiin .. 26/ 1| 30/ 14] 71} 40 1-6 | 4,016 2-3| 179
Bristol....covevevnaiin i en | 107 1| 53| 29] 190| 132 7-12| 13,258 1-3| 180
Damariscotta .. ....coovvuvnnen. 64)....0....] 14) 78] . 67 1-2 | 6,150 181
Dresden...eoevcivveiinviienne. 641.... 5| 23| 92| 71 5-12f 7,141 2-3] 182
Edgecomb.....covvveennniana| 41 1| 16| 20/ 78 52 5,200 183
Jefferson e ..o viii v ann. 96/....] 14 29] 139 107 11-12] 10,791 2.3| 184
Muscongus Isle plantation .. .... R PO 2. 2 2-3 66 2-3| 185
Newcastle soeve veeneene e, 85].. 30 23] 111| 91 3-4 9,175 186
Nobleborough..eausvenn v, 531.. 10| 22/ 85 61 5-6 | 6,183 1-3] 187
Somerville......vvevrvnvnenans .25, ceifeeao) 26] 25 2,500 188
Southportse..ovveesveneneneann. 24).. 3 4 31, 26 2,600 189
Waldoborough ............ovut. 155 3; 50{ 77 285 192 11-12; 19,291 2-3 190
Westport. . covevevsvuneveneen.| 520, 2| 54 52 1.2 | 5,250 191
Whitefield. covvvneeeernaenennns 61|. 19) 33| 113| 75 7-12; 7,558 1-3| 192
Wiscasset o oovrcvevvereaeneen..| 104 120 13| 129] 111 1-4 | 11,125 193

10700 6! 271t 328/1675/1,246 1-3 (124,633 1-3

OXFORD COUNTY.
4 11 43| 32 1-12) $3,208 1-3, 194
T 5l 41 32 7-12/ 3,258 1-3] 195
11 11] 131 115 5-12| 11,541 2-3: 196
32 22 100 62 1-6 6,216 2-3 197
33 32 119} 72 23| 7,2662-3 198
. ‘ 27 12| 10 1-2 1,050 199
: 11/ 121 79) 65 23| 5,566 23] 200
.. 20. 21! 83| 53 11-12] 5,391 2-3! 201
eoeleenor 11 59| 50 3-4| 5,015 | 202
. 2....0 14 12 23 1,266 2—3; 203
. 4 26| 119| 96 5-6 | 9,683 1-3, 204
. 4% 6 211 13 5-6 1,383 1-3' 205
U ...l 5 5 500 | 206
ceeeleenst B 48] 40 3-4 | 4,075 207
PR DN [P 4 4 400 208
Hanover ......coveveeeneennen. | P P . 3] 19/ 16 3-47 1,675 209
Hartford ...... coviveenniii s 46/a0.s 1 23/ 70 52 1-12| 5,208 1-3] 210
Hebron....ooovvceeneinannnnnns 25....] 12 15| 52 32 8-4| 3,276 211
Hiram............... . 5ll....0 22 19/ 92, 63 1-12| 6,308 1-3 212
Lincoln plantation 1.... 1.... 2 113 133 1-3: 213
Lovell . 51....1 21 24] 96| 64 6,400 214
- O PR 5 5 500 215
17).... 7. 137 87 22 7-12 2,258 1-3. 216
8.. 4....0 12 9 1-3 933 1-3° 217
14 13 2/ 29| 18 b6-6 1,883 1-3' 218
83l....0 15 22 120, 93 1-2 9,350 219
55/.. 21 11| 87 64 3-4 6,475 220
154/.. 25 40| 219 172 1-3 | 17,233 1.3} 221
49 1 3 6 52 45 16| 4,5162-3 222
43',...1 31 27 101] 60 1-12| 6,008 1-3, 223
6l....| 8 5 16 8§11-12) 891923 224
64 ..; 16/ 80/ 68 6,800 225
22 j 4] 26 23 2,300 226
15]. 20 b 220 1611-12) 1,691 2-3; 2217
SUMNET « - veveavanvrneanneenne| 6L 21 120 79 66 5,600 | 228
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MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.

OXFORD COUNTY—(CoNTINUED.)
Numser oF Men. |8 g
——| 85| Equivalent| Amount
NAME OF TOWN. % |Quglin 3 years’| certified.
S O
R Men.
PN
Sweden............. [ vees 18] 53] 33 11-12) $3,391 2-3
Township No. 5, Range 1........ cees e 2 2-3 66 2-3
Upton vovvvniiiiniiiin cian e 1 6 5 1-4 525
Waterford......oovvvenvunnanns 29) 1121 70 14| 7,025
Woodstock ........ PR 100 64) 54 1-2 | 5,450
1473 4} 380 462‘2319 1,717 5-6'171,783 1-3

PENOBSCOT COUNTY.

Burlington... .
Carmel. ...
Carroll ...
Charleston.
Chester
Clfton. e vree e viannnt .
Corinna,...
Corinth.,, ..

Garland ...
Glenburn..
Greenbush.
Greenfield

Kenduskeag... ... ooeevensenn.
Lagrange.........ccooviinnna,
Lee....... .

Lowell............. ...coveeen
Mattamiscontis plantation. .. ....
Mattawamkeag
Maxfield....oovveeuinnvaanns
Medway plantation.............
Milford ..........

Mt. Chase.
Newburg......coovvvvvvivnennn
Newport...
Oldtown. ..
Orono.........
Orrington

18|....[ 38| 26
cooo| 120 B 300 18 14
5| 224] 391086 905 3-4
.22 6 107i 87 5-6
26) 3| 656 45 5-12
36| 27| 192 147 34
21 100....| 31 24 1-3
51|.. 30 9| 90, 63 I4
17.. 5 T 29 20 5-12
53,.. 29] 24| 106/ 68 2-3
ceileed 21 21
6 1| 220 17 14
... 36| 20| 116 77
ool 250 220 124) 90 5-6
4| 54/ 32| 188 126 2-3
.| 24| 4 95 e
.| 10; 58 50 1-2
. e 20 2
.. 3i....| 28 26
8 € 51 41 1-6
28| 16| 1411 110 1-3
1} 86 15 122 86 5-12
19 21 62 47 5-6
18....] 82 20
12(....] 27 19
8/ 52| 48| 230 156 2-3
.. 28/ 7| 98 74 1-12
.. 18| 18! 68 42 1-2
. 6l....| 12 8
.. 231 111 67| 43 5-12
32/.. 190 9 60| 40 7-12
28.. 24 2! 54] 36 1-2
29/.. 11 5/ 45 33 11-.12
45 26 16! 87 57 2-3
88!.. 310 4] 123, 99 1-3
16/.. .. 23! 18 1-3
2.. 1|.. 3 2 13
18.. 6 3 27 20 3-4
5[.. 1.. 6 5 13
13.. 8....]-21 15 23
.. 28/ & 51 28 7-12
1i.. 11/ 10 1-3
35 2] 96 71 1-6
10, 21 95' 72 7-12
ce..] B3| 14 215° 169 1.6
. 35 5 163 13511-12
20 251 32 149; 107 23

$2,600
1,825
90,575
8,783 1.3
4,541 2-3
14,775
2,433 1.3
6,325
2,041 2-3
6,566 2-3
2,100
1,795
7,700
9,083 1.3
12,666 2-3
7,600
5,050
200
9,600
4,116 2-3
11,033 1-3
8,641 2-3
4,783 1.3
2,000
1,900
15,666 2-3
7,408 1-3
4,250
800
4,341 2-3
4,058 1.3

No. of
certificate.

DO B N
sss ]
—_o

232
233

234
235
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
2563
254
256
266
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267
268
269
270
271
272
273
274
275
276
277
2178
279
280




APPENDIX. 25
PENOBSCOT COUNTY—(CONTINUED.)

Nvumeer or Mex. |8 § s
— - 2 = | Equivalent| Amount =
NAME OF TOWN. s e .| @ |2« |in 3 years’| certified. |% g
E1E |5 55| Men %
Q
o e e B2 z S
Passadumkeag. . ceeeeael 130 5l....| 18] 14 2-3 | $1,466 2-3] 281
Pattagumpus planmtlon ......... 5. 4.... 9 6 1-3 633 1-3| 282
Patten. . coes 3| 46] 43 3-4 4,375 283
Plymouth .................... 36/ 10| 85 53 1-2 | 5,350, 284
Prentiss............... 5 5| 26/ 1811-12; 1,891 2-3| 285
Sprmgﬁeld 22 4 63| 45 1-3 4,533 1-3| 286
Stetson. . 25 5/ 75/ b4 7-12| 5,458 1-3| 287
Veazio. ... coveiiiiveerienn e 221 8| 76 &5 5,500 288
Webster plantation............. .. 1.... 3 2 13 233 1-3| 289
Whitney Ridge plantation....... 1. 1. 2 1 13 | =133 1-3| 290
Winn...oooooi i iien ... 16|. 2.. 18| 16 2-3 | 1,666 2-3| 291
Woodville plantation ........... 8 1. 9 8 13 833 1-3| 292

3238l .21'1253. 485'499713,790 11-12i379,091 2-3

PISCATAQUIS COUNTY.

Abbot ... viiiiii i 36)....] 13|....] 49] 40 1-3 | $4,033 1-3| 293
Atkingon...........oivienn Lt 43).... 20 4 67, 50 2-3 | 5,066 2-3| 294
Barnard .......... ... ... 8l.... 4f....1 12 9 1-3 933 1-3| 295
Blanchard ................ 1. 6l.... 31 1 10 7 14 725 296
Bowerbank............ .ol 3l....1 3 1 T 4 14 425 297
Brownville.................... 37....0 34 2{ 73| 48 b5-6 | 4,883 1.3} 298
Dover .......cooevvveeennee o T9l....1 46| 36 161] 103 1-3 | 10,333 1-3: 299
Foxeroft ..oovvveiivenivnnn .. 47 11 31 8 87 60 6,000 300
Greenville..ovn vovivnenvenn venns 9f.... 2| 31 22 5-8 2,283 1.3 301
Guilford .. .covvivi il L 21 79| 39 7-12) 3,958 1-3; 302
Kingsbury 3 8 3 34 375 303
Medford .. ... 2, 24| 13 5-6| 1,383 1-3, 304
Milo...... cenens e 3| 66 45 1-12! 4,508 1-3| 305
DU} 0 - oo 49 44 13| 4,433 1-3| 306
Ornerville. . 2| 38/ 29 5-6 2,983 1-3| 307
Parkman 1| 74 59 14 5,925 308
Sangerville.................... 21| 105! 77 7-12| 17,758 1-3| 309
Sebec.....cuvt it 3| 81| 54 5-12| 5,441 2-3| 310
Shirley .....oovviiviiiienennns 1 17 16 7-12) 1,558 1-3| 311
Wellington . 5/ 39| 28 7-12] 2,858 1-3| 312
Williamsburg 1 9 6 11-12 691 2-3| 313

1171077 765 7-12' 76,5658 1-3

SAGADAHOC COUNTY
ATTowsiC .o eis vevineiinianns 201.... 3 5] 28] 22 14| $2,225 314
Bath ....oovvvieiiiiiiiiil, 383 21 87| 68 540, 430 1-3 | 43,033 1-3| 315
Bowdoin ....ovviiii i, 56(....0 25 28 109] 71 1-3 7,133 1-3| 316
Bowdoinham. . 82/....] 18 35/ 135, 96 3-4 | 9,675 317
Georgetown....... 35 1 21 18] 95 67 1-6 6,716 2-3| 318
Perking ........... 3.... 1. 4 3 13 333 1.3} 319
Phipsburg ..oovvneviiti i, 63i.. 29| 21| 113 77 11-12] 7,791 2-3| 320
Richmond......................] 103].. 23] 62| 178] 123 2-3 | 12,366 2-3| 321
Topsham .....ovvveviennennoans| 83 200 19| 122; 94 .5-12) 9,441 2-3| 322
West Bath..o.oooovveenuannonnn 14].. 4 5| 23| 16 7-12| 1,658 1-3| 323
Woolwich.. ..ot viivvenrnnnnn 78i.. .0 18 96 82 1-2 | 8,250 324
9400 31 231! 269(1443'1,086 1-4 108,625




26 MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.

SOMERSET COUNTY.

—

NomsEr oF MEN.

NAME OF TOWN. s |« .| 2

Mols S S
o «N ~ =] i
ADBON uevveevenecrenaneaness| 69 2 23| 40
Athens......... . .ooveiaens| 45].... 4 18
Bingham ........o0 oo et 33]....| 21 11
Brighton....oovevvveervinnnans] 2001 200 5
Cambridge..... ... e 22....1 b 16
CADAAN. .. v.vtvrreannn vnne annn 711 21 37 18
Carratunk plantation ........... 8f.... 1 1
Coneord. v oie vt i 16).... 14 7
Cornville +....veevvn i 531 3| 10| 18
Dead River plantation.......... 5f.. .. 2. ..
Detroit....c....cevnvnn [P 491 2/ 9....
Embden......cvevinineiiinanns 40{....} 16| 15
Fairfield..o..oceoennenriinn et 116[....| 24 32
Flag Staff plantation............ ... 2.,
Harmony......coevieiiinaenn. 520 1 4 14
Hartland .... 391....1 25 13
Lexington .. 18l....1 8 31
MadiSon .v.oovevviinnie vunannn 65)....] 25/ 29|
Mayfield......cveevneevnnnnnn. oo 2.
Mereer....ovnvien eneneneaias 48/....1 3| 24
Moose River plantation.......... Bloooi| 2.y
MOSCOW ¢+t vee vaneaeen vannvnns 23].... 9 10
New Portland. . 55 1] 31f 23
Norridgewock....... Lo 82).... 12| 24!
No.2,R. 2, (W. K. B.)...otun 3. 1j....!
Palmyra ......coonoivnoiiaal| BB1L. 22 26!
Pittsfield.. ... ooeeennaenns.s 57). 37 30
Pleasant Ridge plantation....... 3|.. 3 2
RIDIEY vt e eee enninnanns 39(.. 13]....!
St. Albans.......ooovviiinn s 7. 22 15!
Skowhegan.. 161|.. 62 36
Smithfield. .. .. .| 32.. 4 2
Solon .iviiiiitiiii i 54.. 441 19,
Starks ....ooii e it i 44).. 9 18
The Forks plantation............ b1 DU B
West Forks plantation .......... RO N e | s
14571 111 528! 470

‘Whole num-
ber of Men.

— —t
DO O O
DLW AR

O
=

<t @
b O T

2466

WALDO COUNTY.

Bolfast.o..oovrviinviiiienn s
Belmont .o.ovvvinnviiiiananns
Brooks.y.cvieevinnein viieinae
Burnham.......oveviininne e
Frapkfort ......oovunneiivnans
Freedom....... ..

Yslesborough ...

Liberty ..ooovvveeciieiine i
Lincolnville ... ..oovvvuann.
MODIoe.... . teverevernvarsanes
Montville . ....
Morrill ... ....
Northporte ....ovvvennvene e
Palermo.......

PR

10

56
14
19

15¢..

17
8
8
27
16
24
52,
37
41
11
21

73

7!
14
48
9
1
15
13
15
38
21

19|

398
50
69
43

149

. b6
75
T4
72
86

173

126

122
48
75

92

Equivalent], Amount
in 3 years’| certified.
Men,
88 1-3 | $8,833 1-3
50 5-6 | 5,083 13
42 3-4 | 4,275
27 11-12 2,791 2-3
27 23 | 9,766 2.3
89 1-6 [ 8,916 2-3
8 7-12 858 1-3
22 5-12 2,24123
62 5-6 | 6,283 1.3
5 2-3 566 2-3
53 13 | 5,333 1-3
49 1-12) 4,908 1-3
132 13,200
4 2-3 466 2-3
57 1-2 | 5,750
50 7-12| 5,058 1-3
21 5-12) 2,141 2-3
80 7-12/ 8,058 1-3
1 23 166 2-3
55 5,500
3 23 366 2-3
28 1-2 2,850
71 3-4 | 7,176
92 9,200
3 1-3 333 1-3
68 5-6 | 6,883 1-3
76 5-6 7,683 1-3
4 1-2 450
36 13 | 3,633 1-3
88 1-12/ 8,808 1-3
190 2-3 | 19,066 2-3
33 5-6 | 3,383 13
73 5-12) 7,341 2-3
51 12| 5,150
2 14 225
1-3 33 1.3
1,757 5-6/175,783 1-3
302 7-12($30,258 1-3
35 5-12| 3,541 2.3
45 5-6 | 4,583 1.3
33 3,300
101 2-3 | 10,166 2-3
43 11-12| 4,391 23
68 11-12{ 6,891 2-3
44 3-4 | 4,475
51 1-4 | 5,125
58 3-4 | 5,875
108 1-6 | 10,816 2-3
84 11-12) 8,491 2-3
78 11-12| 7,891 2-3
30 11-12) 3,091 2-3
53 1-2 | 5,350
70 7,000

certificate.

No. of

OO OO L TP Lo O oW
O QO QOO OO Y B bY B
PRI OO R-IDHO

335
336
337
338
339
340
341
342
343
344
345
346
347
348
349
350
351
352
353
354
356
356
357
358
359
360

361
362
363
364
3656
366
367
368
369
370
371
372
373
374
375
376




APPENDIX. N
WALDO COUNTY—(CONTINUED.)
NomBER or MEN. |§ & .
S Equivalent{ Amount %
NAME OF TOWN. i ]| % | S |in 3 years’| certified. |% 3
S1E 8|8 55 Mo it
wla |~ | BES z 8
PrOSPOCE - vevvrrieaneenenan] 361....| 13| 30| 79| 47 5-6 | $4,783 13| 377
Searsmont........oeeeveene el 64 2i 29{ 26, 121} 81 1-2| 8,150 379
Bearsport.....t oeeieeraeenen.. | 1150 6, 21) 36) 178) 135 13,500 378
Stockton .. vvve it iiiinie . 67 1 11 22{ 102, 77 1-6| 9,716 2-3| 380
Swanville ......... esonaeasanes 30)... ‘ 100 16| 56 37 1-3 3,733 1-3| 381
Thorndike .ovvvvuuevuneneenans 36/ 2 15 13; 66] 45 7-12| 4,558 1-3| 382
) (1) 55!....0 387 19 111} 72 1-12| 7,208 1-3| 383
Unity.. 55 1} 23 8| 87 65 13 6,633 1-3| 384
Waldo .... 28/ ... 13 4 45| 33 1.3 3,333 1-3| 385
Winterport 73 1, 28 34| 136 91 1-2| 9,150 386
—_— e —
1553 32 586! 51812689 1,899 1-6 |189,916 2-3
WASHINGTON COUNTY.

Addison.....cvvinivnienienanns b4) 5] 14 14/ 87| 65 1-2 | $6,650 387
Alexander ............ e 13[....) 6 b5 24 16 14| 1,625 388
Baileyville .......oovvnvnnnnn. .. 1 1 9 7 712 758 1-3| 389
Baring ....ooviiiiiiiiiiiann, 12.. 1 13 12 14| 1,225 390
Beddington ....... . 4.. 3l 4 11 6 600 391
Calais «....uu teseansa 2311.. 341 49| 314] 254 7-12| 25,458 1-3{ 392
Centerville ............ 3.. 2 5 10 4 11-12 491 2-3| 393
Charlotte.......... . 30.. 3l....] 83} 31 3,100 394
Cherryfield .........ccocvunvnen. 87 1} 30 12| 130 100 2-3 | 10,066 2-3| 395
Columbis..ovrverevenrviee s 29{....] 10] 24| 63| 38 1-3 3,833 1-3| 396
Columbia Falls.......covuenwan.] 16)....0  6]....] 22| 18 1,800 397
Cooper.. .. vori ittt 9l.... 8 | 24 13 5-12| 1,341 2-3| 398
Crawford...co.vovevenrvnneann. 8l.... 1 4] 13 9 13 933 1-3| 399
36|.. ﬂ 4| 13| 53| 40 7-13] 4,058 1-3| 400
... % 80 17 10 1-12] 1,008 1-3| 401
... 8 1| 10 3 11-12 391 2-3| 402
Dennysville 29 1| 3| 5| 38/ 3111-12] 3,191 2-3] 403
East Machias.................. 69| 1| 13} 30| 113; 81 1-2 | 8,150 404
Eastport .. eoeeveuevennnen-.on.f 1450 41 49} 14| 2120 167 1-2 | 16,750 405
Edmunds...oovvveveinenn | 231 3 6/ 32, 25 1-2 2,550 406
Harrington.... .covvovvveennn, 50 1) 12 20/ 83/ 59 2-3 5,966 2-3{ 407
Jackson Brook plantation ....... PR (RN ... 1 1-3 33 1-3| 408
Jonesborough vo.vuiiiin it 117|.. 4) 13| 34| 21 7-12| 2,158 1-3| 409
Jonesport.. ... .......o.......0i 28] 5] 120 241 69 41 1-3 | 4,133 1-3| 410
Lubec.....oovvvivnvnnnannvenn 75).. 24} 31| 130| . 90 3-4 9,075 411
Machias. .veeeiiiervonenennnnns 132 1j 14] 18| 165 141 5-6 | 14,183 1-3| 412
Machiasport ......oveeeinnat 45 2 6 9| 62 50 7-12{ 5,058 1-3| 413
Marion ..voeeeviviaeeecnnenann 5.. 4 2 11 6 5-6 683 1-3| 414
Marshfield......... ... berarenes 11.. 5 4 20{ 13 2.3 1,366 2-3| 415
Meddybemps. .. o.ovevierennnanns 11].. 20....0 18] 11 23| 1,166 2-3] 416
Milbridge. ....ocvveevevenennn, 51 4 22 23| 100, 66 3-4 6,675 417
Northfieldyeve v e vuveoeenans cens .. 3 6 20 13 12| 1,350 418
No. 7 plantation.......ovonent. 4., ....f B 4 13 433 1-3| 419
No. 14 plantation .............. 3l....1 8. 1) 5 23 566 2-3| 420
No. 21 plantation.............. R R R | P 1 1-3 33 1.3| 421
Pembroke .o.oe veeeiieiinean.s 111.. 16| 18| 145| 120 5-6 | 12,083 1-3| 422
Perry ...vveiiaiii e 38!.. 12| 14 64] 45 1-2 4,550 423
Princeton ...oovvivvneiieaninn 30,.. 9 4 43 34 3,400 424
Robbinston.........oceivnnn. 37].. 9| 14/ 60, 43 1-2 4,350 425
Steuben.........oovviiininnnn. 57 2 15/ 10/ 84/ 65 b5-6 | 6,683 1-3| 426
Topsfieldes v vvvernereanneenns 19).. 8 2 29 22 16| 2,216 2-3| 427
Trescott, .. oo v veneneneneue e 4i.. 4. ... 8 5 13 533 1-31 428




28 MUNICIPAL WAR DEBTS.

WASHINGTON COUNTY—(CONTINUED.)

NumBer oF MEx. |8 §!;
— - gg Equivalent| Amount
NAME OF TOWN. G | @ | .| % |Sy|in3years certified.
; e ; =] 5 5 Men.
™ =} — [ (= <]
Waite plantation............... b PP PR P 2 2 $200
WeSLOF «vvveneneeanniens venes 9|. 1] 7 21 14 5120 1,44123
Whiting ............ 13).. 4 8 25 16 1-3 | 1,633 1-3
Whitneyville 21 100 4 35 256 13| 2,53313
16970 27\ 422, 429/12475]1,862 11-12186,291 2-3
YORK COUNTY.
. 70 | Th....) 5] 230 99| 78 b5-12) $7,841 2.3
Alfred .o vviviiiiiniininenns I 65).... 3, 200 88 71 7,100
Berwick. .. ooveiniiiniiinennnt. 95} 1 11 35 142/ 108 1-12| 10,808 1-3
Biddeford ..........oiiii 391....¢ 98| 67 556 440 5-12 44,041 2-3
...} 34 51 219] 158 1-12} 15,808 1-3
.o 4] 120 85 73 13| 17,333 1-3
Cee 70 14 52| 36 5-6 3,683 1-3
i 1 4; 35 143} 113 3-4 | 11,375
Hollis coovvenei i iiinnanns 61j....! 16/ 30/ 107 73 5-6 | 7,383 13
Kennebunk.........c.covvvunes 132f.... 7 44 183 145 1-3 | 14,533 1.3
Kennebunkport oo ooovvvonnnn.. 891 1| 73| 45| 208 125 1-4 | 12,5256
Kittery, .ooovvnveieniiiininnn.s 142 5. 26| 58 231 168 1-2 | 16,850
Lebanon ...ooovviivnvinnnnenes .. 21 21 138| 120 11-12| 12,091 2-3
Limerick o.covvvevnneinnnnnnnn. ..l 90 26 106] 80 1-2 | 8,050
Limington. ..| 53] 27 153 97 b5-12, 9,741 2-3
Lyman.......... L) 17 24 950 65 2-3 6,566 2-3
Newfield . ...l 6t 19 178 59 34| 5,975
North Berwick... oo 27 25 184 9T 1-4 | 9,725
Parsonsfield Lol 190 350 1290 90 1-12) 9,008 1-3
SACO. . ot ... 1450 67 424| 277 1-12; 27,708 1-3
Sanford............. it . 5/ 35| 147 117 5-12} 11,741 2-3
Shapleigh..................... ... 220 21 107 76 17-12) 17,658 1-3
South Berwick................. 117 6| 17 75 215] 145 5-121 14,541 23
Waterborough...........ouu..l 102....0 17} 28] 147) 114 2-3 | 11,466 2-3
Wellse. oo vii i iiiiiinionanas 150 3| 58| 51| 262 184 1-12) 18,408 1-3
YorKeeoo oo iiiiiineininnnnnn, 158 1] 10| 11] 180 164 3.4 | 16,475
2816{ 18| 695 89914428(3,284 5-12328,441 2-3

No. of
certificate.

u:n:nhusl
O 00 OO b
OO

433
434
435
436
437
438
439
440
441
442
443
444
445
446
447
448
449
450
451
452
453
454
4565
456
457
458




APPENDIX. 29
RECAPITULATION.
Noumser or MEX. gg
g = | Equivalent Amount
NAME OF COUNTY.| 3 . % | 24 | in3 years certified.
= (1 ] o © Men.
o 2] - =) 3 2

Androscoggin......... 1,232 6 477, 447 2,162] 1,506 3.4 $150,675

Aroostook............ 561 1 181 73 816 640 1-4 64,025

Cumberland .. ........ 3,726 49 925 919| 5,619 4,296 3-4 429,675
Franklin eooovvvnvnnns 7901.... 182 293| 1,265 923 11-12 92,391 2-3
Hancock ............, 1,665 44; 391 357 2,457 1,913 11-12 191,391 2-3
Kennebes............ 2,336 7 801 617 3,761 2,761 11-12| 276,191 2-3
Knox.......o00vene. J 1,315 48] 469 375 2,207 1,597 1-12 159,708 1-3
Lincoln.............. 1,070; 6 271 328 1,675 1,246 1-3 124,633 1-3
Oxford..... 1,473 4 380; 462 2,319] 1,717 5-6 171,783 1-3
Penobscot .. 3,238) 210 1,253] 485 4,997 3,790 11-12 379,091 2-3
Piscataquis see.vvvvnn 623 3 334! 117 1,077 765 7-12 76,5568 1-3

Sagadahoc ........... 9401 3{ 231 269 1,443 1,086 1-4 108,625
Somerset............. 1,457 11  528) 470 2,466] 1,757 5-6 175,783 1.3
Waldo...oovnvvnennns 1,563 32 586 518, 2,689 1,899 1-6 189,916 2-3
Washington .......... 1,597 27 422 4‘29‘1 2,475 1,862 11-12 186,291 2-3
Yorkeeovoouoiviuaunn 2,816{ 18! 695 899 4,428/ 3,284 5-12 328,441 2.3
26,392 280! 8,126/ 7,058 41,856! 31,061 5-6 | $3,105,183 1-3






