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The Union Mower
Has now been in use for five successive harvests. The first few 
machines, built in 1861, were looked upon with jealous eyes by 
our rival manufacturers, but met with the hearty approval and 
well merited praise of practical farmers.

During four successful years of manufacturing, the proprietors 
of the Union Mowing Machine have used comparatively little 
effort to advertise their machine. The issuing of flaming hand- 
bills, and getting up mowing trials with committees prejudiced in 
favor of their machine has not been their forte. While others 
have been making their outside demonstrations, they have been 
studiously engaged at home, perfecting and improving their ma­
chine, and attending carefully to its manufacture.

How to Produce a Perfect Machine.
There has heretofore been much competition between the differ­

ent inventors and manufacturers, in striving to produce the most 
perfect machine. It is believed that each have gained some good 
points, and that the god of Genius has somewhat equally divided 
his favors.

It appears to be the labor of each successful manufacturer to 
convince the farmers that his arrangement, his gearing, guards 
and knives, or whatever his alleged improvement may consist of, 
makes his machine superior to all others.

It requires no argument to convince the farmer that a machine 
combining, as the Union Mower does, all of the more important 
and valuable features of the various machines, is the machine for 
practical use.

Perfection in Detail.
Having called the attention of the farmer to the proper manner 

of constructing the most perfect machine as a whole, viz., by com-
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bining the gpod features of the many in one, it may be well to 
explain in detail the more important features of the Union Mower.

Banging the Finger Bar.
There are two classes of hinged machines before the public; 

one with a loose pole and a vibrating frame, with the heel of the 
finger bar hinged direct to the main frame. Thus, as the heel of 
the finger bar’rises or falls to accommodate itself to the inequali­
ties of the ground, the front of the frame will also be elevated or 
depressed. The other class are advertised as the double-hinged 
finger-bar machines, and have a rigid pole, fast to the frame, with 
a coupling piece intervening between the heel of the finger-bar 
and the main frame. The advantages of the former over the lat­
ter are, first—the hinging of the bar direct to the main frame'renders 
the connection more perfect and secure, while at the same time it 
obviates all liability of the joints working loose. Second—the 
single-hinged arrangement gives a broad base forsthe hinges at the 
heel of the bar, and at the same time retains the heel of the knife­
bar and the crank in the same relative position. Third—the 
crank which operates the knives has, in all machines, to be placed 
low down in order to operate well, and in the single-jointed ma­
chine it can be elevated with ease with the cutters and the front 
of the frame over obstacles. This peculiarity gives the Union 
Mower the advantage of passing an obstruction between the 
wheels as high as the axle.

Position of the Knife Bar*.
All machines designed particularly for mowing, should have the 

bar in front of the wheels. This permits the operator to observe 
the action of the team and cutters without turning, thus enabling 
him to raise the bar to pass obstructions without withdrawing his 
attention from the team, while at the same time bis position is 
rendered much safer.

Folding the Finger Bar.
In this case simplicity and security ought to be consulted. The 

arrangement of the various parts in the Union Mower is such as 
to allow the operator to fold the bar with one hand, and without 
laying down the reins, and when so folded a spring-catch secures 
the bar in a firm and safe position.

Mounting the Seat.
There are at least two ways of mounting the seat for the driver. 

One is, to support the seat on the main frame that carries the 
gearing. The objection to this mode is, that the jarring motion of



3
the machine is a source of great annoyance to the driver. In the 
Union Mower a loose pole is used, and the seat is supported by 
means of a metallic spring upon the rear of the pole whereby 
the operator feels no annoyance from the motion of the machine. 
This is an important feature and well worthy the attention of the 
farmer.

itOenring*.
The manner of gearing mowing machines are various; but with 

two-wheeled mowers is generally resolved into two distinct plans. 
First, where the motion is obtained by means of cogs on the drive 
wheel; and second, where the main gear wheel is keyed on to the 
main axle. If the main gear wheel is keyed on the axle and near 
its centre, it must necessarily be smOT in order to pass obstruc­
tions; hence machines of this class are necessarily slow geared. 
In the other class, the main gear wheel can be made as large as 
desired, and consequently a rapid and easy motion of the knives is 
obtained. A quick geared machine, with a small knife, cutting 
ovef but little space at*each vibration, enables the farmer to favor 
his team in a warm day, by driving slow, while in the fields having 
heavy bottom, its advantages are very great.

The Union Mower ranks among the most rapid'geared machines 
manufactured.

Shoes and. "Wheels.
The inside shoe should be constructed so as not to push up the 

cut grass before it. In the Union Mower, a small wheel attach­
ment is used, which rides down the cut grass, and aids the shoe in 
mounting and passing over hummocks or obstacles. A wheel in 
the outer shoe is as necessary for backing, or turning, as the inside 

r one is for a forward movement. Both these wheels are made ad­
justable, up and down, whereby the height of cut can be regulated 
at pleasure. Some use false soles on one or both shoes for this 
purpose, but these cause much more friction on the ground than 
wheels.

Knife Bars.
In the harvest time every country blacksmith is called upon 

more or less to mend knife bars to different machines, and in many 
cases these breakages prove to be of serious inconvenience and 
damage to the farmer, occurring as they often do just when he 
desires to use his machine most. A steel bar with an iron head is 
unsafe, since the high degree of heat required to weld the steel, 
has a tendency to destroy the iron; again, when the hole into 
which the connection is placed is bored from an inch to an inch 
and a half above the line of cut, the power applied to the head of



the knife to propel it, gives it a rocking motion ‘and eventually 
jerks off the head of the scythe.

To remedy these objections the very best quality of cold rolled 
Norway iron is used, and the hole pierced for the connection close 
down to the line of cut; this brings the vibrating flrce directly on a 
line with the bar, and consequently no complaint is ever made that the 
knife-bars of the Union Mower break; a fact worthy the most careful 
attention of farmers.

Both the knife and the connection should be made as light as 
possible and still have strength to do the work and not break, as 
the knife has to stop and start with every revolution of the crank; 
a heavy knife and clumsy connection increase the draft of the ma­
chine, while they often produce breakages of a serious character. 
A well adjusted crank balance, as found in the Union Mower, 
heavy enough to regulate the motion of the vibrating knife, is in­
dispensable.

Grixazrds or Fingers*
Cast iron guards break, and are a source of great annoyahce, 

while wrought iron ones are more expensive and difficult* to manu­
facture. The face of a malleable iron guard is too soft to resist 
the cutting edge of the knife; but a malleable iron guard when 
faced with a tempered steel plate for a cutting edge, is approved 
by all who have used them, and is undoubtedly the best.

Fastening* Fingers to the Bar.
There are two ways in general practice of fastening the guards 

on to the bar. One is, to fasten the guard by a single bolt, which 
is well, if the guards are of such a character as to require replacing 
often; but in such cases, the bolts are liable to work loose, and the 
nuts to catch the grass when wet. We use a short guard that will 
not break, and fasten them on firmly with two strong rivets which 
leave a smooth bar for the cut grass to glide or slip over.

Fosition of the Grrmrds on the Bax*.
The guards should be placed close together on the bar, since, 

when so placed they afford greater protection to the cutters in 
passing over small stones, than when placed from three and a half 
to four inches apart. Any farmer who has used a machine with 
guards close together, on stony ground, will'appreciate this ar­
rangement.

Boxes.
Babbitted boxes, or cast iron boxes filled with composition, are 

superior to ordinary cast iron ones, since they run with much less 
friction and are besides not so liable to heat.
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Frame.
A wood frame for supporting the bearings has been found to so 

counteract and absorb the jar incident to the rapid motion of the 
gearing and vibration of the cutters, as to almost supersede the 
use of iron for such purposes. Again, with an iron frame it is 
found next to impossible to keep the nuts on the bolts, while the 
wear of the working parts is at least fifty per cent, greater than 
in wooden frame machines.

The more compact the frame the better ; our frame is quadran­
gular in form, with its ends secured by means of draw bolts which 
pass entirely through from one side of the machine to the other.

Machine Fussing ^Obstructions.
A perfect mower should be so constructed as to pass obstruc­

tions safely, not only with its cutters, but with its frame and crank 
underneath the frame.

The peculiarties of the Union Mower are such that the opera­
tor can elevate both the crank and the cutters at the same time, 
and thus pass obstructions between the wheels as high as the axle.

Elevating Lever.
A lever for elevating the cutter bar is of vital importance, and 

in the Union Mower it is so combined and arranged that the dri­
ver can raise with ease and facility the cutter bar to pass obstruc­
tions, while by slightly pressing the foot on a pedal, the cutter 
bar can be held or retained at any desired elevation above the 
ground.

Throwing in and out of* dear.
This, in the Union Mower, can be done instantly with the foot 

of the driver when his hands are engaged in directing the move­
ments of the team.

Draft.
The patented draft arrangement, as used exclusively in the 

Union Mower, is believed to be superior to all others, since it pre­
vents side draft, relieves the drag of the cutter bar on the ground, 
and enables the cutters to pass in and out of dead water furrows, 
with both ease and safety.

MAIVlTFACTUIfcE.
The Union Mower is manufactured for Cask on Delivery, by 

Alzirus Brown, of Worcester, Mass., whose reputation as a 
Manufacturer of Reaping and Mowing Machines, is a sufficient 
guarantee that the farmer will obtain, in the purchase of the 
Union Mower, a machine manufactured from the best materials 
and in a workmanlike manner.
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PRICE LIST OF EXTRAS.
No. Price.

1. Drive Wheel for No. 1 Ma­
chine, (each)...,...$10 50

Drive Wheel for No. 2,...... 10 00
Drive Wheel for No. 3....... 9 50

2. Hanger Iron,..................... 3 10
3. Connection Bolts, (each), 20
4. Clutch,........ .............  75
5. Bevel Wheel,............ . ....... . 2 10
6. Lever Ratchet,........... ........ 1 60
7. Crank Shaft, Complete,.... 4 00

Crank Shaft,............. ..  1 30
8. Lever Catch,........ .............. 40
9. Pole Iron, (malleable)...... 1 75

10. Crank Wrist,........ .......... 1 00
11. Crank Balance.................. 1 15
12. Right Hand Spur Pinion, 85
13. Left Hand Spur Pinion, 85
14. Outside Shoe,....... .............. 1 40
15. Wheel to same,................... 35
16. Wheel to Inside Shoe....... 1 15
17. Roll and Bolt,....... 25
18. Inside Shoe,........... ........... 2 25
18z. Finger Piece on Inside Shoe 10
19. Bevel Pinion,.................  50
20. Single Cross Shaft^Box,.... 60
21. Front Crank Shaft Box,.... 85
22. Double Box,....... ....... ........ 1 85
23. Brass Box,..................... . 1 10
24. Pole Socket,....................... 2 50
25. Axle Collar,........................  30
26. Gear Fender,....................... ' 60
27. Draw Hook,..................  40
28. Connection,..................... . 3 00

10u. It is necessary in all cases

No. Price,
29. Clevis®..........................$ 65
30. Staple,................................... 15
31. Eye Bolt,.............. ........ 50
32. Shipper Lever,..................... 65
33. Connection Guard............. 35
34. Shipper Fork,....................... 50
35. Latch Spring,........................ 20
36. Pawls, per pair,...................  16
37. Right Hand Pawl Holder,... 65
38. ̂ Left Hand Pawl Holder,.....  65
39. Heel Button,........ .............4 20
40. Scythe Button.................... 15
41. Under Lever,........................ 1 10
42. Finger Bar Latch............. 40
43. Shipper Guide,..................... 50
44. Main Seat Spring,................ 2 50
45. Back Seat Spring,................ 1 00
46. Seat,....... ...........  1 40
47. Spring Key........................ 08
48. Connection Key,................... 06
49. Crank Fender,........  1 10
50. Complete Scythe 4J feet,.... 8 00

“ “ 4 “ ... 7 50
“ “ 3} “ ... 7 00

51. Section, (each),.............  25
52. Guard Finger,............ .......... 50

Pole, (without irons),.........  3 00
Evener and Whiffletrees,,.... 2 85
Neck Yoke....................  1 25
Rivets, per lb.,............... ...... 33
Track Clearer, Complete,.... 1 25

Screw Wrench,....... . ................... 1 00

when ordering extra parts, to give
the Number of the Machine, and the year of its purchase ; also, size
and length of cutter bar.



PRICE OF MACHINES.
Three sizes of machines, adapted to the wants of farmers in 

different sections, are manfactured:
No. 1 Mower with a cut of 4 feet 6 inches, . . . $135.00
No. 2 Mower with a cut of 4 feet, . .................. 125.00
No. 3 one-horse Mower with a cut of 3 feet 6 inches, 115.00 

Machines delivered on cars at Worcester.
Two complete Scythes, two extra knife sections, two guard 

fingers, a malleable iron and screw wrench, an oil can, a cold 
chisel, two punches, rivets, an extra composition box, and a pair 
of whiffletrees and evener, accompany each machine.

W A. ma JL 1ST T Ye
Each machine is warranted to do the work with as great speed 

and in as perfect a manner in the hands of a competent manager, 
as any other, and the cutting of two acres of grass will be allowed 
as a fair trial before settlement. If any defect is discovered, im­
mediate notice must be given and sufficient time allowed for put­
ting it in order. If then the machine proves permanently defec­
tive, the money will be refunded, or a new machine furnished, at 
the option of the purchaser.

Apply to or address
THOS. H. DODGE,

42 Exchange Street,
Worcester, Mass.



9

RECOMMENDATIONS.
MAINE.

S. S. Brooks, Esq.-—Dear Sir:—The Union Mower that I purchased of you last 
July, proved itself a first class machine. My men cut with it about 80 tons of hay, 
and it did not get out of order, nor cost a cent for repairs the whole season, and when 
taken out of the field, was in as good condition as on the first day it was used. It is 
of easy draft, and I know of none better in use, and if I had occasion to purchase 
another, should select the Union. Respectfully Yours, SAMUEL CONY.

Augusta, Dec. 10th, 1865.

Industry, Me., Dec. 4, 1865.
Mr. A. F. Holt—Dear Sir:—The two horse Union Mower you sold me last sum­

mer more than fulfilled my expectations.
Previous to my purchasing a Mower, my prejudicies, as you know, were against 

the Union and in favor of the Buckeye. But as I had a Buckeye last year, that 
mowed for me about a week on the same ground that I used the Union Mower on this 
year, giving both a fair trial, I must say that my prejudices are wholly changed, and 
are now in favor of the Union Mower. I mowed this year about three times as much 
ground with the Union, as I did last year with the Buckeye, and mowed where it was 
much rougher, and all that I broke this year on the Union, was one section, while 
last year the man owning the Buckeye, running it himself, on but one-third as much 
ground, and that much smoother on an average, broke seven sections and one guard. '

I think the cutting apparatus of the Union Mower preferable to the Buckeye, on 
account of its being higher speeded, and you can stop and start in the grass without 
backing up.

I cannot see why it is not equally as strong a machine as the Buckeye; it has cer­
tainly proved itself, with me, stronger, and that it is of easier draft, I am certain.

Truly, Yours, ' ALBERT SHAW.

• - . ' Sidney, Me., Dec. 9, 1865.
Mr. A. F. Holt—Dear Sir:—I have used the Union Mower, No. 2, three seasons, 

cutting 50 acres each season, have been to no expense for repairs, and having tried the 
Buckeye Mower, can heartily endorse the remarks of Albert Shaw, Esq.

Yours, Truly, CHAS. K. SAWTELLE.

Minot, Me., Nov. 20, 1865.
Tsos. H. Dodge, Esq.—Dear Sir:—Having a high, rocky farm, I did not believe 

that a Mower of any kind would work to advantage for me, but for the last three years 
I have taken unwearied pains to ascertain, by observation, enquiries, Ac., the best ma­
chine. I finally came to the conclusion that the Union was the best, and this last 
season I purchased of your agent, Col. William Swett, a two-horse mower, with a 4£ 
foot cutter bar.

I have mowed, this season, about 80 acres; have mowed from five to six acres in the 
forenoon, or ten acres a day, with ease, and mowed it decidedly better than I ever had 
it done with scythes, and was to no expense for repairs. Upon trial of the Union 
Mower, I am of the opinion that it is not equalled by any, and would recommend any 
man wishing to purchase a machine, to buy the Union.

Yours Truly, ISAIAH WOODMAN.

Whitefield, Me., Nov. 1, 1865.
Mr. Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—In the summer of 1865 I purchased of Mr. S. S. 

Brooks, of Augusta, a two-horse Union Mower. In thirteen days I mowed with it 81 
acres of grass, swale and upland. It cuts either equally well. With it I cut four acres 
of grain in 1$ hours. In my opinion it is the very best machine made, and to any one 
wanting a Mowing Machine, I would heartily recommend it.

Yours Truly, JONAS PROCTOR.

Lewiston, Me., Oct. 31, 1865.
This may certify that I have used four different kinds of mowing machines. I have 

used a No. 1 Union Mower the past two years, and it is the best mower I have ever 
seen in use. The past season I mowed about 90 acres, with a pair of small horses, and 
can mow an acre in 45 minutes. My machine has never cost me anything for repairs.

JOHN B. GARCELON.
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Durham, 10th Mo., 24th, 1865.
Friend Webber:—The machine I purchased of thee I have used in heavy lodged 

clover and in light grass. It has far exceeded my expectations, and I would say to 
any one wishing to purchase a mower, be sure and buy the Union.

* ISAIAH DAY.

’ Durham, Oct. 3, 1865.
Mr. C. W. Webber: The No. 2 mower which I bought of you has given perfect 

satisfaction. I have mowed over 30 acres with a pair of four year old cattle; they 
drew it as easily as they would a light harrow. It cuts both thin and.lodged grass 
perfectlv well. GEO. VARNEY.

Freeport, Me., Aug. 15, 1865.
Mr. C. W. Webber—Dear Sir:—The No. 2 Union Mower I bought of you worked 

well. I mowed with a pair of light oxen, and could cut an acre an hour, with ease, it 
being so light draft. I would recommend this machine to all in want of a good work­
ing, durable mower. ALVAN TOWNSEND.

Durham, lOtA Mo., 3d, 1865.
Friend Webber :—The No. 2 Mower which I purchased of thee is just the machine 

for every farmer to have. I have tried it thoroughly on rough, stony, side hill, and 
level ground, and find it is just the machine to work with oxen.

GEORGE TUTTLE.

Brunswick, Me., 11th Mo., 3th, 1865.
Chas. W. Webber—Esteemed Friend:—Thou wished to know what I thought of the 

Union Mower I bought of thee last summer.
I can say that it has more than double met my expectations. It is a complete ma­

chine. My neighbors and myself used it with oxen to mow something like 50 acres of. 
land, some quite hilly, consequently the oxen travelled very slow; yet it cut the grass 
perfectly well, and it cost us less than half a dollar for repairs, leaving the machine in 
good order for another season’s service. I would say to those who think of obtaining 
a mower for another year, just give the Union Mower a fair trial, and I think vou can­
not fail to be satisfied. STEPHEN SWETT.

Parsonjield, Me., Nov. 20, 1865.
Thos. H. Dodge.—Dear Sir:—Last season I bought of your agent, 0. B. Churchill, 

of this town, one of your two-horse Union Mowers, and having given it a fair trial, 
with perfect success, I would cheerfully recommend the same to all persons wanting a 
good machine. ALVAH DOE.

Houlton, Me., Sept. 20, 1865.
Mr. A. P. Heywood.—Dear Sir:—I am highly pleased with the Union Mower I 

purchased of you this season, and can safely recommend it to all who may wish to pur­
chase a first-class mowing machine. DANIEL WYMAN.

Houlton, Me., Aug. 20, 1865.
Mr. Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—I am happy to give my testimony in favor of 

your mower. I have used it to do my mowing this-season, and am highly pleased 
with the manner in which it does its work. For ease to the team, fineness of construc­
tion, and durability, I think it cannot be excelled. I can safely recommend it to all 
who wish to purchase a mowing machine.

Yours Truly, J. R. SLIPP.

Houlton, Me.. Sept. 8, 1865.
Mr. Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—In July I purchased one of your mowers of 

Mr. A. P. Heywood. I have done my own mowing with it, and have mowed some 
thirty acres for my neighbors, most of which was on very rough and stony fields. The 
weight of the horses used would not exceed 900 pounds each, and they handled the 
machine with perfect ease. I have worked on the same farms with the Buckeye, and 
have had an opportunity of seeing the work of both machines, and I do not hesitate to 
say, that the Union Mower is decidedly preferable to the Buckeye on all kinds of mow­
ing, more especially on rough fields. The expense of repairs on the Union is very 
trifling, while that of the Buckeye is large. I would further state, that I took my ma­
chine one morning, and went about two miles to the field where I was to mow, and the 
grass I mowed before twelve o’clock that day, when cured, made fifteen loads for a span 
of good horses. Yours Respectfully, JOSEPH PEARCE.
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Limerick, Me., Nov. 18, 1865.
Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—Having used one of your Union Mowers the past 

haying season, it gives me pleasure to say, that, notwithstanding my farm is quite 
rough, I found that it eould be used on much rougher fields than I had anticipated, 
and I am entirely satisfied with its operation; in fact, it far exceeded my expectations, 
more particularly in the lightness of draft, that being much less than I supposed, as it 
was easily handled by a span of horses weighing 900 pounds each. Here allow me to 
say, that by considerable persuasion by your agent, A. P. Heywood, I was induced to 
try one of the Whitcomb Horse Hay Rakes, feeling all the while that I should be un­
able to use it pn my farm, for the reason that the sward is very light and tender; but, 
contrary to my expectations, it worked admirably, and I can safely say that the rake 
exceeds everything that I ever saw used for the same purpose.

Yours Truly, B. F. NICKERSON.

NEW HAMPSHIRE.
City Farm, Manchester, N. H., Nov. 30, 1865.

Mr. R. M. Rollins—Dear Sir:—I have used one of the Union Mowers for the 
past two seasons, cutting from 60 to 70 tons or hay'each season. One season we used 
it with horses, and one with oxen, on rough, stony, and stumpy land, and I must say I 
was happily disappointed, the machine did the work so much better than I expected. 
All the difference there was between using it with oxen and horses was, it takes one 
man extra with oxen, to drive. I can recommend your mower to any one, as being 
both durable and cheap to keep in order, as it has cost me but 50 cents for repairs for 
the two seasons. Yours Respectfully,

HIRAM SIMPSON, Sup’t City Farm.

IWeare, N. H., Dec. 1, 1865.
Friend Rollins :—You wished to know how I liked the Union Mower. I can say 

I think it the best machine there is in the market for our New England farms, as it is 
not liable to get out of repair. I have used mine two seasons, and it has not cost me 
more than two or three dollars for repairs, while I think it has paid me $50 a year.

Yours Truly, ASA BREED.

Dunbarton, N. H., Dec. 4, 1865.
Mr. R. M. Rollins—Dear Sir:—I deem it justly due to you and the proprietor of 

the Union Mower to say, that the mower I purchased of you last June has far exceeded 
my most sanguine expectations. For speed and lightness of draft, it excels all other 
machines, in my judgment We cut some 40 acres of all kinds of grass, and my whole 
expense for repairs was one section, costing twenty-five cents.

Yours Truly, N. H. WHEELER.

Goffstown, N. H., Dec. 1, 1865.
Mr. Thos. H. Dome—Dear Sir:—The two-horse Union Mower which I pur­

chased of your agent, R. M. Rollins, I have used tl^ree seasons, and it has given per­
fect satisfaction. I have used it in all kinds of grass, and in lodged clover; it beats 
everything. It is very light draft, strong and durable, and it has not cost me one cent 
for repairs yet. It cuts the grass better than it can be done by hand, and, at the price 
labor has been for two years past, it has paid for itself, and to all appearance, it is good 
for at least three years more. The Whitcomb Horse Hay Rake, also bought of Mr. 
Rollins, beats all the rakes I ever saw, and is the only horse rake I ever have seen that 
would rake all kinds of hay clean. I would say to my brother farmers, buy a Union 
Mower and a Whitcomb Rake, and make your haying easy.

Truly Yours, ANDREW McDOUGAL.

New Boston, N. H., Dec. 5, 1865.
Mr. T. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—The Union Mower which I purchased of your agent 

last summer, has proved itself worthy of the highest recommendation. Its durability 
and strength, and its perfect freedom from side draft, cannot be surpassed by any ma­
chine that I have seen. I worked it with a common pair of oxen, with ease, and I am 
now prepared to say with confidence, that your machine is superior to any other, so far 
as I am acquainted with them. WILLIAM WOODBURY.

South Weare, N. H., Dec. 7, 1865.
R. M Rollins—Dear Sir:—The Mower which I bought of you last March, I used 

through the haying season with much satisfaction. I mowed about 70 acres, some of 
it rough and stony ground, and I can with confidence recommend it to all who wish to 
try a mower. Yours Truly, W. SCOTT BAILEY.
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i Goffstown, N. H., Dec. 9, 1865.
Mr. Thos. S. Dodge—Dear Sir:—The Union Mower I purchased of your agent, 

R. M. Rollins, Esq., has given perfect satisfaction. I have used it for two years, the 
past season on two farms, and in all sorts of grass, from fine June grass to lodged 
clover, with perfect success. The expense for repairs was nothing, and I would recom­
mend it to all as one of the best mowing machines in use at the present day.

Respectfully Yours, C. W. CHENEY.

Dunbarton, N. H., Dee. 2, 1865. '
R. M. Rollins—Dear Sir:-—I can with pleasure certify that the Union Mower pur­

chased of you has given entire satisfaction. It operates perfectly in all kinds of grass 
into which I have put it, and I like it well, and consider it superior to anything of the 
kind in this section. Respectfully Yours, WM. C. STINSON.

1 Londonderry, N. H., Dec. 18, 1865.
Mr. Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—For two years I paid considerable attention to 

the different Mowers in use, with a view of purchasing one in the season of 1862. I 
then bought one of your Mowers, the first one introduced in this section.' I have used 
it in all kinds of grass, thick and thin, wet and dry, lodged and second crop clover, 
with the best success, and in all cases the work was performed with ease and despatch 
unparalled by any other Mower that I have seen tested. The draft is very light, it is 
readily thrown in and out of gear, easily transported from one place to another, and I 
do not hesitate to recommend it to my brother farmers, as the best Mower in use. I 
have not expended, during the four years I have used it, one dollar for repairs.

Yours, Truly, CYRUS SANBORN.

Londonderry, N. H., Dec. 18, 1865.
Mr. T. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—This is to certify that I have used the Union Mower, 

purchased of your Agent, M. Boyd, three seasons, and it always has worked admira­
bly well, and is easily kept in repair. Yours, Truly, JOHN MARCH.

Windham, N. H., Dec. 18, 1865.
Mason Boyd, Esq.—Dear Sir:—The Union Mower I bought of you, I have used 

for three years,* have cut heavy and light grass, and used it on both rough and smooth 
ground, with perfect satisfaction, and it has not yet cost me $1,00 for repairs. I would 
not now think of getting my hay without a Mower, and I would most heartily recom­
mend the Union Mower, for the use of all farmers, as the best I have ever seen used.

Truly, Yours, SAMUEL CAMPBELL.

Marshall, Henry Co., Iowa, Oct. 30, 1865.
Thos. H. Dodge—Dear Sir:—The 4| foot Mower you sent me I consider the best 

one ever in this section. I cut very heavy clover and timothy with it, and it was only 
good exercise for my two old horses. I consider the Union Mower just the thing for 
the farmer. Yours, Truly, E. S. NOBLE.
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In addition to the foregoing recommendations, reference can be made 
to the following named gentlemen who have used the Union Mower 
in different parts of the country.

MAINE,
H. G. Mower, 
Samuel Copp,

Corrinna. Judah Cilley, 
Darling Cilley,

Brooks, u
David Douty, Sangerville. Eben Littlefield, 14
Wint^Hussey, u A. J. Roberts, 44

Moses Carr, 
Maj. Stephen Ellis, _

n Samuel Liford, St. Albans.
Parkman. A. Crawford, Jackson.B. R. Lake, Atkinson. A. Boothby, 14

George Blake, ii Emerson Davis, ll

J. H. Ramsdell, a Jonathan Chase, 14

James Holbrook, Milon. Lewis Davis, 44

Phineas Tolman, ll Sanborn Chase, ll

A. W. Huzzey, (i David Doloph, Monroe.J. B. Foss, Charlestown. Robert Mayhew, . it

George Wingate, Sebec. Stephen Grant, ii

Samuel Craig, 
William Higgins,

it 
Kenduskeag.

Simon E. Boyd, 
Gilman Camel,

Winterport.14
J. C. Clemens, • u John Chase, ll

Col. Mason, 
Elisha Hill,

ic Fred Perkins, ll
n Fred Ellingwood, 44

John Nason, Bangor. John Kingsbury, it

James Smith, Jr., u Walter Nichols, Prospect.
Daniel Whittier, It C. H. Johnson, Pixmont. 

ftJohn Robinson, it F. B. Files,
George Stetson, a Sanford Chick, 41

Henry A. Butler, 11 Ruel Rice, Newport.
John York, u J. B. Levitt, ii

Thomas P. Shoot, Stockton. Samuel Stetson, Stetson.
A. W. Hussey, Milo. J. B. Foss, 44

Wm. C. Hammett, Howland. Joseph Wiggin, 44

Nathaniel P. Whittier, Hampden. Robert Fernald, Exeter.
Hiram Norton, Orono. Frank Hill, 44

B. P. Gilman, ii Nathaniel Brown, it

J. Coburn, it J. Cleveland, 44

Nathan Frost, 
Jerry Spaulding,

ii Charles Hayes, ll

Brewer. John Morrison, Corinth.
Samuel Hall, 
J. W. Hersey,

ii G. B. Levitt, ii

Inncoin. Stephen Worth, 41

Amos Peckhart, 
Wilson Harding,

Hdmpden. David L. Dutton, Auausta,
a Robert A. Coney, M. D.. ”

Henry W. Hammond, n Benj. Spaulding, 44

J. T. Nealy, ii Gen. Samuel Shaw, 44

Lewis Baker, it Edmund Black, 44

N. Whittier, it B. F. Black, tt

Stephen B. Leavitt, Newburgh. Gov. Coney, 41

Dane Newcomb, ii Benj. Spaulding, 14

Allen Newcomb, ii Leonard Taylor, Windsor.
Allen D. Clark, Springfield. V. F. Pierce, 44

Eben Stubbs, Bucksport. Levi Turner, Windsor Neck.
J. R. Hawes, ii I. R. Murry, 44

Hiram E. Pierce, Belfast. David Lamson, 41

Ambrose Strout, ii Gideon Barton, 14

Frank L. Nickerson, ii N. N. Wight, Windsor Comer.
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Isaac Hilton. Windsor Corner, Charles Haskell, Lewiston.
Josiah Bruce, Somerville^ Col. Eben Ham, ii

Austin Gould, Whitefield. John Gordon, ii

Samuel Norton, u Nathaniel W. Farwell, u
Jonas Proctor, n Isaac Tar, Cl

David Hatch, Dresden. Elder Gowall, Auburn,
Cox & Co., Pittston. Phineas Dill, ii

A. Packard, Kents Hill. Sanborn & Son, Webster.
Eben Packard, ii Thomas Jourdan, ii

E. ^Howard, Sidney. F. H. Hutchins, Bumford.
Edw. Hayward, u Alonzo Holt, ii

James Merrill, Durham. Spencer Abbott, it

Leonard Macomber, it Elias Barker, ii

James Newell, Jr., it Orrin Robinson, Hartford.
Elbridge Parker, a Sampson Read, ii

Isaac Osgood, it John B. Stetson, it

Isaiah Day, n John Thompson, ii

G. Tuttle, ii Charles P. Buck, Sumner.
A. W. Snow, 
Geo. Varney,

it Wallace Ryerson, ii
it James Hersey, it

Barnard Williams, 
Nathan Douglass,

ii John Darmond, Buckfield.
Brunswick. Jonas Spaulding, it

Stephen Swett, it Wm. T. Robinson, ii

Chas. B. Davis, y M. T. Marble,' Dixfield.
Alvan Townsend, Freeport. Charles T. Chase, a
Bradbury Dennison, it J. Burnett, Canton.
Amasa Sylvester, ii Col. Augustus Sprague, Greene.
Levi Harrison, Lisbon. Geo. Strout, Bast Poland
Winter Marr, ii John R. Pulsifer, it

Daniel Smith, ii Abner Benson, North Paris.
John F. Harmon, Machias. E. G. Millett, West Minot.
Asa B. Jones, Turner. Capt. W. A. Gordon, it

Geo. A. Mitchell, ii Witham & Grophan, ii

Rufus Prince, 
Capt. Agalon Dillingham

ii M. Millett, it
ii 

j Joseph Crooker, u
Daniel Russell, ii F. Whitman, Harrison.
Gen. Philo Clark, u Charles Bartlett, Newry.
Geo. Keith, ii Capt. Dunham, Hebron.
E. A. French, ii Theodore Stone, > Waterford.
Charles Wolcott, Mechanics Falls, John Proctor, it
Lewis Perkins, it Ebenezer Plumer, it

Jonathan Stearns, Bethel. Oliver Barnard, Bridgeton.
Luther Eames, a Maj. Isaiah Woodman, Minot.
Elias M. Carter, it Capt. Cyrus King, it

Wm. 0. Holt, ii Jerrus Hammond, Paris.
Kingsbury Curtis, u George Ryerson, ii

John E. Farwell, it Solomon Shaw, South Paris.
J. C. Stearns, ii Capt. Cozzens, Poland.
Woodson Mason, ii Sylvanus Poor, 

Wm. R. Peabody,
Andover.

F. H. Chapman, a Gilead.
A. P. Chapman, it George Burnham, it

E. P. Grover, West Bethel. Timothy J. Chapman, u
Geo. P. Bean, ii G. G. Chapman, it

Reuben Foster, Hanover. S. W. Rickord, Welchville,
Wm. Straw, 
Allen Merry,

u Ezra Bartlett, Oxford.
it H. L. Douglass, Boxbury.

Samuel Scribner, 
H. L. Douglass, '

Lewiston. Joseph Knapp, Byron.
Boxbury. Benjamin Bryant, Knox.

Sanderson & Son, Dixfield. Albert Palmer, ii

Orlando Merrill, Lisbon. Wm. H. Bantor, u
Capt. Samuel Gordon, Lewiston. J, C. Severance, Cl
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Ralph J. Wiggins, Knox. Stephen Farnsworth, China.
Geo. W. Clark, u J. Tilton, it

John Bryant, it Charlas E. Dutton, 1 ii *

Charles Elliot, a Edward Emerson, ' So. China.
Joseph M. Paul, East Knox. Frank Goodspeed, ii

David F. Sanborn, a C. K. Evans, ii

Alexander P. Worth, Freedom. T. J. Hines, Benton.
Daniel Tripp, a Haines Crosby, ii

Edmund Marsh, n John T. Berry. Rockland.
Peter Whitney, It Chas. A. Sylvester, ii

A. J. Woods, ll Daniel Haskell, ii

Gardner Philbrick, Thorndike. William Flint, Thomaston.
Darius Philbrick, it John L. Copeland, il

Albert Palmer, it William Blake, ll

Eli Moulton, a Ivory Simpson, York.
Nathan Philbrook, ii Joseph Winn, ii

Isaac Coffin, it James Warren, South Berwick.
Lyman Cates, ii Moses Furbush, North Berwick.
Abner K. Bumps, ii John Thompson, Berwick.
Clement Rockliffe, ii Andrew Lib bey, Standish.
Benj. Hunt, Unity Howard Freeman, Windham.
Johathan Stone, ii Matthew Johnson, Gorham.
William Tabor, ii Benj. Libbey, it

Franklin Chase, ii Daniel Sturgis, ii

Jefferson Bartlett, a Wm. Murch, a
Ezekiel Boothby, East Thorndike. Phineas Libbey, u
Ralph Elmwood, ii Benj. Irish, ii

Jesse H. Frye, Montville. Leonard C. Roberts, ii

Frank A. Gray,- it Charles Thomas, ii

Jeremiah Bean, Jr., it Reuben Lowell, West Gorham,
Anson Gilman, South Montville. Stephen Wescott, n
David Gilman, ii' Orrin Wescott, ii

Hermon Merro, Warren. Otis Purington, White Rock.
Larkin Boggs, ii Benj. I. Libbey, ’ M
Joseph Eastman, Union. Thatcher Jones, Kennebunk.
Thomas Reynolds, Canton. Charles Walker, it

Daniel Storer, Carthage. Charles Webster, it

Maj. John B. Staples, ii Andrew Fernald, Elliot.
Mark Rollins, Jr., Albion. Parker Piper, Clinton.
James W. Stratton, ii J. S. Kinsley, ii

Alfred Bessy, it John C. Stewart, Farmington.
Elbridge Johnson, ii Josiah Gordon, ii

Samuel R. Webb, ii Mai.Thos.Williams, Farmington Falls.
R. & R. Chalmers, u B. F. Morrill, a
C. H. Chalmers, ii Albert Shaw, Industry.
0. B. Crosby, it John Fellows, Fayette.
Alpheus Crosby, ii Capt. Finney, J^y.
Roscoe G. Baker, ii Major Noyes, ii

Ezra Pray, it A. Crofts, it

Sylvanus Davis, ii Rufus Taylor, ii

Sandford Peaslee, ii A. J. Linscott, it

Robert Crosby, ii Geo. Gower, Mercer.
William Bessy, South Albion. M. F. Waugh, ii

Charles Drake, a Warren Gilman, u
John Libby, ii 

Palermo.
Seth Willard, ii

Alpheus Blaisdell, Capt. Henry McIntire, New- Sharon.
Frank Fay, ii Capt. Kitteredge Cram ii

Josiah Fay, ii * Gen. Varnum Cram, a
Philip Dinsmore, West Palermo. Samuel Sanders, ii

Charles Webb, Maj. Samuel Goodrich, it

John Northrop, Capt. Warren Bullen, u -
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Nath’l Potter, Esq., New Sharon, Isaac Robbins, Cross Hill,
John W. Dyer, n Daniel Lawton, Vienna,
Works & Burr, u Horace Getchell, 

Edwin Noyes, Esq.,
Waterville,

Jotham Baldwin, Cl Cl

E. & J. S. Tolman, ll Hon. W. B. S. Moore, “
D. S. Tucker, ll Winthrop Morrill, tc

Franklin Stone, u Ephraim Morrill, ll

Augustus F. Holt, ll Abraham Morrill, ll

Col. Oliver Bean, 
Col. Daniel Craig,

Readfield, Henry Morrill, Cl

ii Wm. Ballentine, Cl

Samuel G. Fogg, ii John B. Mitchell, Cl

Reuben Russell, .11 Chas. K. Sawtelle, West Waterville,
Henry White, 41 Samuel Blaisdell. Cl

John Dearborn, ci Cyrus Howard, Winslow,
Stevens & Bro., Mt* Vernon, Hon. Joseph Eaton, ic

Capt. Franklin Blunt, ii Col. W. E. Drummond, ”
Daniel H. King, ii Franklin Dunbar, ii

Henry S. Robinson, 
Dollaff & McGaffey,

ii Joseph Eaton. ci

Cl Jonathan Garland, it

Capt. Chas. Coffin, Sidney, ii
A. W. Getchell, ii

Luther Sawtelle, James Furber, ci

George Hallowell, a Orrison Mayo, u

C. C. Hamlin, ii M. Hodges, ci

Chase Brothers, ti H. S. Young, Hallowell X Roads,
Elbridge Sawtelle, n Charles Coleman, Getchell Corner,
M. N. Cowan, 
Dr. John S. Cushing,

Cl D. W. Edwards, Liberty,
Sidney Centre, Nathan Bowler, ii

Dana G. Ward, 
Daniel R. McFadden,

West Sidney, Isaiah Robbins, Brooms Comer,
Vassalboro. Thos. Churchill, No, Earsonfield

Robert Allen, ii Alvah Doe, West -Parsonfield,
Howard G. Abbott, North Vassalboro. Cyrus Libby, Limerick,
L. E. Getchell, Cl B. F. Nickerson, it

Samuel Chaffee, ci J. R. Slipp, Houlton,
Ira Getchell, * u James Kenney, ci

Dr. Chas. Cates, East Vassalboro, Joseph Pearce, ii

Robert Alley, u Daniel Wyman, ' ii

Nathan Bailey, Cl E. Pray, 
Regest Thibodeau,

Cl

j Samuel C. Church, Cross Hill, Grand Isle,
Jethro Gardiner, ii S. H. Sincook, Woodstock, N, B,

NEW HAMPSHIRE.

Daniel Nye, Acworth, C. J. Davis, Acworth.
Dustin G. Osgood, ii John Davis, ci

W. B. Reed, ii Frank Elenwood, 44

Jesse Slader, ii Thomas Hayward, ll

M. Silsby, ii John McKeene, U

Warren Thayer, i. J. F. D. Murdough, Cl

Roswell Walker, ii Elbridge Mann, ll

Amps Buswell, ii Sylvester A. Reed, ll

Simon Buswell, Cl Geo. Young, It

B. C. Finley, ic Alvin Bragg, Alstead*
Hugh Finley, ll A. H. Allen, ii

John Grout, ll Burge & Son, ii

D. B. Anderson, ll H. Messer, ii

Samuel Anderson, ll E. Smith & Brother, it

David Buss, Cl John Brown, ii

Hezekiah Copeland, IC John Greene, ii
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Sumner Shepard, Alstead.
Samuel Savory, h
Joseph A. Wood, “
Geo. Carpenter, Gilsum.
Lewis Lane, Charlestown.
Charles Willard, u
Willard Lawrence, “
Newton Alien, “
Wm. Rupp, “
Lucius Lane, ts
Richard Hubbard, “
James Milliken, “
Horace Harlow, u
E. H. Tidd, l(
H. Baldwin, “
Jesse Miller, il
Edwin Gowen, il
Gardner Way, u
Edward Hubbard, “
John Burnham, “
Judge Dinsmore, u
Wm. Lawrence, “
Alvah Spaulding, “
Jay Jackson, Chesterfield.
Noyes Robinson, “
Hiram Stickney, West Enfield.
Daniel L. Smith, “
F. W. Dinsmore, Claremont.
John Walker, Langdon.
S. H. Upton, “
Thomas Winch, “
Horatio McCumber, “ *
March Chase, “
Joseph Russell, u
Levi Dodge, Lempster.
D. B. Wheeler, M
Almond Boota, “
Geo. Lewis, Harlow.
Jonathan Brown, “
Luther Huntley, “
Nathan Huntley, “
A. Pease, Newport.
T. B. Washburn, Lyme.
E. Chase, Springfield.
Chas. McDaniels, “
Chas. White, , “
J. Booth, Coshen.
Israel P. Reed, Unity.
Norris Lufkin, “
Geo. Neal, “
Geo. Lewis, M
Charles Lewis, *‘
U. M. Straw, “
Harvey Sanborn, “
Lyman Rounseval, M
F. W. Quimby, “
Isaac Brown, Surrey.
Frank Bolster, *^
Calvin Randall, “
A. S. Bartholomew, Plainfield.

.Samuel W. Hart, Newington.
Wm. W. Nutter, * “

Hope Lathrop, Walpole.
Samuel Buzzell, Lee.
G. W. Horne, Dover.
Eli Elliot, • Earnstead Centre.
Samuel E. Bickford, Rochester.
Samuel R. Hanson, “
Daniel Meader, **
Charles Jenkins, “
Dr. Jasper York, ^ Dover.
Matthew Hale, Conway j
Daniel Plummer, Milton.
Ichabod H. Wentworth, South Milton. 
B. F. Furber, New Durham.
0. Varney, Farmington.
Enoch T. Willey, Rochester.
William Bragg, Errol.
M. V. B. Blake, Milan.
Churchill Lang, Shelburne.
Z. T. Durkee, Wentworth’s Location. 
Cyrus Sanborn, Londonderry.
John March, *l
Aaron P. Hardy, °
Robert Mack, “
Reid P. Clark, u
John P. Young, “
0. E. & J. Young, “
E. A. Wiley, "
J. Dana, •*
Robert Dickey, “
Geo. E. Fifield, “
Henry C. March, M
Moses Runnels, Pelham.

’James Cutter, #<
David Butler, “
Moses Hobbs, “
Beni, Kittredge, ••
Nathan Gage, ' “
Daniel Marshall, “
Thomas Gage, “
Dana Smith, K
A. R. Foster, “
A. D. Greely, “
W. A. Butler, x ••
J. A. Lane, Jr., Raymond.
Simeon Leach, Litchfield.
Nathan Parker, “
Cyrus Rogers, ♦*•
David Clement, Hudson.
John Cross, “
Alden Hill, “
Charles Smith, ' “
J. J. French, Sandown.-
J. Sleeper, * u
Robert Fulsom, Derry.
Maj. Cook, “
Robert Alexander, •*
Samuel Campbell, " Windham.
Rei Hills, “
James E. Armstrong, “
B. E. Blanchard, **
Washington Noyes, Hampsted.
H. C. Eastman, “
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Francis F. Kimball, Salem.
David Messer, f4 %
Richard Taylor, ‘(
John F. Tenney, * 44
Daniel Bell, Chester.
Benj. E. Wilson, 44
Winthrop Fowler, Pembroke.
Cogswell Dudley, 44
Samuel Brown, Jr., 44
A. P. Hutchinson, <(
Norris Cochran, *‘
Charles P. Hayward, M
Wm. Knox, Jr, 44
Benj. Fowler, 44
Noah M. Cofran, 44
Daniel W. Mann, 44
D. T. Merrill, 44
Joseph E. Clifford, Loudon.
John Brown, 44
A. B. Osgood, “
Charles Tilton, “
H. C. Morse; 44
Charles Smith, Fisherville.

' Rolfe Brothers, ^
Geo. 3. French, Sutton.
Robert Lane, 44
S. K Hoyt, Hopkinton.
Moses B. Harrington, 44
R, T. Noyes, Hillsboro?.
Col. Paul R. George, Conioocookville. 
James Boyd, Antrim.
J. M. Wallace, 44
Franklin Perry, 44
William Carter, 44
James Woods, 44
Ira Cochrane, 44
R. P. Whittemore, 44
James B. Brown, Henniker,
Rufus Howe,' 44
Daniel Kidder, Franklin.
Moses B. Abbott, Concord.
Jacob Dunklee, 44
Elbridge Dimond, 44
J. & S. Blake, 44
John B. Sanborn, 44
B. F. Dunklee, 44
H. B. & I. F. Ferris, _ 44
City Farm, 44
Ezra Ballard, 44
A. Fiske, 44
Horace Herbert, 44
Dr. Gage, 44
John S. Pressey, Salisbury.
Luther Cheney, Deering,
James A. Little, Enfield.
Joseph Cass, Alexandria.
J. W. Booth, Goshen, (Mill. ViU.) 
A. P. Hussey, Gilmanton Iron Works. 
R. K. Abbott, West Concord.
Henry Farnum, 44 44
John V. Aldrich, 44 44
Geo. W. Brown, 44 44

Walcott Dana, Wentworth.
L. Brown, v Pittsfield.
Eaton & Davis, West Romney.
J. March, S^nborton Bridge.
Arthur Clough, * Canterbury.
H. & A. Arlin, 44
Luke Pillsbury, So. Danbury.
Newell Brown, Epsom.
S. B. Hoyt, East Weare.
W. G. Leavitt, Loudon Ridge.
John French, Gilmcpdon.
N. Brown, Candia.
Chase Rollins, East Sanborton.
Elisha Upton, Bow.
Enoch Alexander, 4 4
Daniel K. Ganet, **
Jeremiah Wordman, Alton.
John K. Osgood, Barnstead.
Charles Jenkins, 44
Edwin A. Pease, Conway.
John Goffe, Bedford.
Samuel Patten, 44
Willard C. Parker, 44
Moody W. Stevens, 44
Parker Butterfield, 44
L. C. French, 2d, 44
James Darrah, 44
Paul T. Campbell. 44
A. N. & Wm. M. Patten, 44
Geo. Whitford, * 44
Isaac Durrah, 44
David H. Barr, 44
Samuel Chandler, 44
Thomas G. Holbrook, 44
J. L. Kittredge, 44
J. G. Vose, < 44
Daniel Furgeson, 44
Worthly & Giles, 44
H. C. Moore, 44
Russell Moore, 44
J. Holbrook, 44
Horace Holbrook, 44
Taylor & Shepard, 44
Alfred Jones, 44
David Sprague, 44
Andrew McDougal, Goffstown.
John L. Taggart, 44
Charles W. Cheney, 44
Daniel Shirley, 44
Gilchrist & Shirley, 44
John Dodge, 44
J. J. Poor, 44
Robert Ayer, 44
D. M. Taggart, 44
Hoyt & Whitney, 44
Geo. P. Hadley, 44
H. Simpson, City Farm, Manchester.
Jonas Harvey, 44
Isaac Huse, 44
Frederick Kimball, 44
Rodney Whittemore, 44
Asa Breed, * Weare.
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J. B. Kendrick, Weare. Nath’l Morgan, Pembroke.’ David Buxton, Crosby Knox, 44

W. S. Bailey, 44 G. P. Felt, Peterboro*.Samuel 0. Nichols, 44 P. B. Davi^ 44

Luther 0. Gould, J. Heyward, 44

Charles Gove, * 
R. W. Emerson, 44

John Cummings, 
J. M. Collins,

44

44

Lewis Felch, 44 Cyrus Frost, 44

Perry Richards, 44 Norton Hunt, 44

J. & J. H. Lamson, New Boston. Leonard Naylor, 44

Sumner L. Christy, 44 John Ramsey,
Lemuel Warden, 44 George Steel, 44

Lendall Dodge, 44 0. Smith, 44

Solomon Dodge, 
Benj. Colby, 44

C. Heyward, 
I. Fry, Wilton.John A. Dodge, 4< J. Putnam, 44

Israel Dodge, • 4 J. Parkhurst, 44

Luther Colburn, 44 H. Whitney, 44

Page Todd, 44 W. Stiles, 44 '

Levi P. Spaulding, 44 H. Batcheller, 44

E. Langdell, 44 0. Barrett, 44

William Woodbury, 
D. L. Dodge,

44

44
Frank Hadley, 
Chas. Holt,

Lyndeboro’.
Stephen Holt, Francestown. D. C. Grant, 44

Elias Wilson, 44 H. Holt, 44

Wm. Tarrin, 44 J. Burnam, 44

Nehemiah Woods, 44 E. Batcheller, 44

James Follansbee, 44 Wm. Herrick, 44

Dathaniel H. Wheeler, Dunbarton. Ruel Durkee, Croydon.Henry Putney, 44 Priam Humphrey, 44

William Stinson, 44 Lemuel P. Cooper, 44 '

Ira B. Osgood, Suncook. Daniel R. Hall, 44

Emery & Brother, 44 John Putnam, 44

Nathan Parker, Merrimack. J. J. Crosby, Hebron.Geo. F. Spaulding, »4 Obadiah Dimond, Danville.Robert McGaw, Esq., - 44 B. F. Hutchinson, Milford.Robert French, 44 S. S. Stickney, 44

Amos Harris & Son, z 44 P. Hood, 44

D. B. Moore, Merrimack. L. Bullard, 44

Geo. P. Clark,. Auburn. J. Hutchinson, 44

Richard Hall, 44 S. Howard, 44

F. W. Holbrook, Amherst. M. Proctor, (4

Melendy & David, 44 J. Eliott, Mason.Gideon Moulton, ^Campton. G. S. Blood, w

Chase Moulton, 44 S. Shedd, Sharon.Samuel Keniston, 44 G. Shedd, 44

D. D. Keniston, Thornton. C. C. Green, 44

Varnum Durgin, 44 John Gleason. Dublin.Benjamin Fox, Esq., Woodstock. C. Frost, 44

Stephen Eastman, Bridgewater. A. G. Hubbard, 44

John Keniston, Plymouth. D. Townsend, 44

A. J. Pebbles, 44 S. Monroe, Jaffrey.
Robert Shepard, Canterbury.

44
L. Bailey, Greenfield.

Nehemiah Trull, W. A. Lord, Francestown.

^At the Fair of the N. E. Agricultural Society, held in Springfield, 
Mass., Sept, 3th, 1th 3th and 9th, 1864, the premium of $25 which was 
offered by the Society for the best Mowing Machine, was awarded 
to the Union Mower, although it was brought into competition with 
nearly all the leading machines in the country. With such a recom­
mendation, it needs no argument to convince the farmer that this 
is the machine for him to purchase.



DIRECTIONS
FOR SETTING UP AND USING THE

Union blowing* Machine.

1. Fasten the poje to its socket by means of the front bolt only.
2. Place the seat in its position, and the foot board at the same time, and 

secure them both by the bolts for the purpose.
3. Adjust the lever in its place in an upright position and attach the eleva­

ting chain thereto.
4. Fasten the finger bar to the main frame by means of the bolts, and see 

that they are well secured in their place by the spring keys.
5. Bolt on the track clearer with the handle inclining inward.
6. Put in the scythe and see that it moves freely and without friction.
7. Adjust the height of cut by raising or lowering the wheels on either end 

of the cutter-bar.
8. The whiffletrees are suspended under the pole in the following manner: 
Attach the draft chain at the front of the frame.
Loosen the front staple bolt under the pole.
Pass the evener clevis through the ring in draft chain, then put in the 

evener and support it by the roll and bolt under the pole.
Keep the knives sharp, the bearings well oiled, the spur pinions well in gear, 

.and the nuts tight.



WHITCOMB’S METALLIC SPRING-TOOTH

HORSE HAY RAKE.
THE BEST HORSE-RAKE KNOWN.

The Rake is mounted on wheels, thereby obviating the objecjpns which have 
been raised against all spring-tooth rakes where the whole weight of the rake 
rests on the teeth.

It has a spring seat for the operator ; has metallic spring teeth which pass 
^ghtly over the ground, gathering all the hay, but without scraping up the dirt 
and stubble, as is the case with rakes without wheels.

The pliability of the teeth'is such that stones or other obstructions, to the 
height of 14 inches, can be raked over without leaving the hay, or injury to the 
rake. It is well adapted to the roughest meadows, where its great excellence 
will be appreciated. It is also adapted to gleaning grain fieldsyvhich can be 
done by adjusting the teeth just above the surface of the ground.

The position of the head, hung at the axle, allows wheel and teeth to pass 
into and out of hollows and dead furroughs at the same time, a decided 
advantage over rakes with the head in front of the wheels.

Price of Bake with Wheels, . . . . $33.00
Price of Bake without Wheels, . . . 26.00




