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LIEUTENANT THOMAS I. BRADLEY. 3

that he had always held that the acts referred to did not apply to these
cases, and that he considered the power of attorney as properly exe-
cuted.

Had it been, as it certainly was not, the design of this subordinate
officer to afford his testimony to the care and accuracy used by this of-
fice in the investigation of claims the adjustment of which is by law de-
volved upon it, he could scarcely have succeeded better than he has
uuintentional]y and unwittingly done Dby his inability to find or manu-
facture even the most trivial error in any one of these many settlements.

I have stated what has been done in the past, and now I call your at-
tention to the astonishing proposition made Ly this subordinute officer
to the Secretary of War as to the course to be pursued in the fature.
It is gravely proposed that no payments shall be hereafter made unless
the laws be so changed as to give to the War Department authority to
pronounce the final decision upon the claims. In short, it is reconi-
mended by him that the alternative be held out to Congress either that
it must make its legislation conform to the views of this subordinate, or
that its laws will be in the future, as they have been in the past, en-
tirely defied and set at naught.

It this proposition be a sample of the peculiar fitness of an officer of
the War Departmant to exercise a general revisory power over the set-
tlements made by the accounting officers, Congress may perhaps con-
sider it judicious to intrust the EXE(AIEIOII of its Taws to officers who will
respect and obey them.

I will now refer to the other class of claimns, and reply briefly to the
false statements in regard to this office.

This class of claims grew out of the expenses of two companies em-
plogyed in suppressing Illdldll hostilities in Oregon, in 1834, subsequent
to the Rogue River Indian war, and p1101 to the 0°enerfﬂ Induu war in
Oregon aud Washington Territories in 1855-'536. Nelth(,r the act which
directed the settlement of the Rogue River war-claims nor that which
directed the settlement of the claims of 1333-"56 applied to this class,
and there was no authority for their settlement until Congress, on the
21st* January, 1871, passed an act for that purpose.

The three claims which have been acted on under the authority of
that act are those of Mr. Griswold, Mr. Dowell, and Messrs. Chester
and Jesse Robinson, and it is in relation to these three cases that this
subordinate ofticer has made his false charges against this office.

The claim of Mr. Griswold, consisting ot five vouchers, was filed by
him in this office on the 18th Novewmber, 1861. Why he then filed it I
do not know, for there was no aunthority to settle it; but he did so, and
it remained in the files until after the passage of the act of January,
1871, when it was sent to the War Department in pursuance of his re-
quest. The claims of Mr. Dowell and Messrs. Robinson were filed after
the passage of the act.

The leading falsehood which underlies the reports of this subordinate
officer consists in the fact that they were prepared for the parpose of
covering and concealing the fact that the delinquency or insutficiency,
if any, in the examination of these three claims is chargeable to the War
Department, and not to this office, on which ne now seeks to devolve
the respounsibility.

The act did not direct or empower this office to adjust these claims,
but it did devolve that duty and respousibility solely upon the Secretary

* Became a law ten days thereafter, Sundays excepted.
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