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ing crops; some ask reparation because they were prevented, from the
same cause, tilling their crops; and others found their claims upon the
seizure and appropriation of their personal property by the hostile sav-
ages. Is there anything peculiar in this state of the facts which should
authorize and require the government to pay for these real and specula-
tive losses? The rule which has been uniformly pursued by this govern-
ment towards its citizens, is to pay only such losses as were occasioned
by the action or authority of its own officers. For example, if the build-
ings of a citizen are occupied by troops, and are destroyed by the enemy
on account of such occupancy, the government will indemnify ; but
for casualties arising in the progress of the war from the action of the
enemy, or the citizen himself, to his property, no indemnity has been
made, whether the enemy was white or red ; and it would be, in the
judgment of your commuttee, highly inexpedient to change the rule.
War is calamitous to the government as well as to the citizen, and if
the former should attempt, in addition to the support of armies and
navies, to indemnify the citizen for every personal loss, positive and
mediate, it would entail a most burdensome public debt, to be only
discharged eventually in national bankruptcy. Every citizen encoun-
ters a share of the sacrifice of a national war, and it would not be just
to tax all to relieve from that sacrifice a few whose losses may be sus-
ceptible of ascertainment, when the great mass have been equal suf-
ferers, remotely, if not directly.

Your committee, being satisfied that any legislation upon the subject
is inexpedient, ask to be discharged from the further consideration of
said resolution,



