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• 1 t Congress 
1s t Session 

(RE.P. NO 416) No. of Reps . 

B. H. RE~VES, G. O. SIBLEY AND THOMAS MATHER. 
"'**** 

May 26 , 18 O. 

Read, and committ ed to the Committ ee of t he Whole Hou e tomorro. 

r. Whittles ey from t he Committ ee of Cla i ns to wh ich was referred t he cl i m 
of B. H. Re ev • G. o. ibley, nd Thoma at her, made the fo l lowing. 

REPORT 

The Committe on Clai s to which vas r ef e rred t he cla im of B. H. Reeves , G. 
C. Sibley, and Thomas Mather, r eport: 

Tha t t he Sear t a ry of rar address ed a l ett er to t he Chairman of t he Commit
t ee of Ways and Ueans , aooompanied by an a ccount of t he pe r s ons above named . 
on wh ich ther e i s said to be due $1,50'!,,54, for wbioh he re que s t ed an appro
pria tion to be made. The cha irman of that committ ee pres ented the account 
and the l ett e r mentioned, to the House, and t hey were referred to thi s com
mittee. The ola i ma.nt a were appointed by the Pre s ident commi ss ioner s to l ay 
out a road from the Wes tern frontiers of Mi s souri to t he confines of Mexico, 
under an act passed on the 3rd of March, 1826. By the act $20,000 wer e ap
propri at ed to extingui sh the Indian title to the l and , or to puraha ' e t he 
right of ~ay over which the ro ad wa to pass ; and $10, 00 .00 for marking 
and constructing ~id road. Copi es of t he ins tructi on s , marked 1 and 2 , a r ~ 
filed herewith, and made a part of this report. It appea r s tha t the ins truc
tions given to the commi ssione r s by the Secretary of War we r e specific, po s
itive , and definite, as to their duty, and as to the di sbur sement of t he man~ 
ey. They ~ere t old t ha t ea ch expenditur e must b e kept iithin it appr pria e 
obje ct, and i n no event exceeded; and that the expenditur es mus t be a rranged 
under their appropri at e he ads . The oommi ssion er s were informed tha t t he 
would be entitled to r eceive $3 per day, when negoti a ting tre ati es , and 5 
per day, when employed in l ay ing ou t and making the road; and that, when 
they we r e acting in the to fold capacities , and were e~ aged in the t wo f old 
duti es assigned t o t hem , tha t t hey woul d be entitl ed t o $8 per day , be ~i des • 
t heir expenses ; but tha t t h ey-\vOUld be entitled to t he per di em compensation 
mentioned, ~hen di s charging the s epar ate dutie s . In tho account pr esented 
B. H. Reeves has chargei for hi s personal s ervices $3,500, G. c. Si bl ey 
$5 , 52 , and Thoma Mather $2,360; but t hey do not ' t a te t he number of days 
by either or all of t hem employed in thi s bus iness ; nor do t hey di s crimina t e 
as t .o t ha -e rviaes pe rformed in one or t he othe r capacity. It does not a p
pea r from the account that t hey arrang ed the expenditures unde r t heir appro
pria te heads , a t t he time they were made; but after the se rvices e r e per
formed and the expens es incurred. they have attempted to make a di s tribution 
and have pl a ced under t h e he ad of expenses for Indian negoti ati ons $12 ,827.10, 
and for making t he ro ad, $18.677.44. They say they found it i mpr a cticable 
io keep the expen ses separa t e and t o pre s ent t he a ccount s as t hey were di
r ec ted by t he ins tructi ons . The pruohase of the Indian right s f el l ~hort 
of the expen se contempl a ted , while the cons t ruction of t he ro ad f a r exceed-
ed it. lliether t hey a r e ju s tifi ed in dive rting the fund from an objec t for 
which it was not anted , and. expending it for anot her obj ect, t he commi ttee 
will no t a t pr e ent dec i de ; but before t hey d ll r e commend an appropri ation 
to c ov ert he expen es said to have been i ncurred ove r nd above t he appro
pria tion t hey r equire t he vouche rs of t heir a ccount t o be pr esent ed and a 
pa rticul a r t a t ement of t he number of day e oh wa employed in t he service , 
di scriminating as to t he particula r ervic e pe rfo rmed . The following reso
l ut ion i s submitted : 

Re sol.ved_,. tha t the cl a i mant s are not entitled to re l ief , f or the reas ons as i gned in this report . 


	Elisha Whittlesey Report to the U.S. Congress Committee of Claims, May 26, 1830
	tmp.1700595784.pdf.x_eML

