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peared from the statement of the Sénator from Kentucky, |

that the. Committee -.on° Manufactures only asked to be
heard, after their report:had been sent by thousands to
the public, in explanation of the report; and that they did
not ask.for action on the subject. The Senator from Ken-
tucky said the Senate could “hear the explanation, and
then could lay the subject on the table. -

Mr. CLAY said the Senator from Virginia could not be
more indifferent to any unexpressed sentiments of his, than
he was to any of the sentiments of the Senator: from Vir-
ginid, whether expressed or unexpressed. The private
understanding between that Senator and the Senator from
Tennessee. could not be known to the Senate. Several
subjects were taken up on Monday,.and there was suffi-
cient opportunity to make the motion then, and which had
been now made. . And now that members had come here
prepared to gointo the subject, the Senator from Virginia
had made his motion, = He disclaimed having thrown out
the idea that the subject was not to be acted on, after the
explanation had: been given; and restated what he had
said. He reminded’ the Senate that the report was sent
to the Committee on the Public Lands by a majority of
one vote, and the reference could have been denied, had
the Senator- from. Virginia given his vote another way.
He stated that this reference was contrary to all congres-
sional practice, as far as his experience. enabled him to
decide.  He expressed a hope that the Senate would take
up the subject of the public lands, and suffer the other
busiress to stand over. .

Mr. WHITE explained, and repeated that it was the
wish of the committee to go into executive business on
Monday, and it had been hisintention to make the motion,
but for the reason he had alveady given. The committee
wished to dispose of the executive business, and he would
then go with pleasure into any other business whenathat
should be settled.

Mr. MILLER said he was in favor of the principles in
the reportof.the Committee on Manufactures, but he was
opposed to the bill, and was ready to do any thing to kill
the bill. . He had voted to give an opportunity to the
Committee on Public Lands to examine the subject, and
to present their views, and he was now willing to permit
the Committee on Manufactures to reply to the exposition
of the Committee on Public Lands, He stated that as
the executive subject, which had been so long lingering
here, had been interrupted, he would vote against going
into executive session.

Mr. KING said he should vote against taking up the
subject of the public lands, and in favor of going into
executive business. The subject of the public lands had
been pushed through to the point which it had now reach-
ed; and he was-opposed to putting aside other business,
to take up a subject which, instead of being disposed of
in two_or three days, would, if the state of the session
would:permit, oécupy two or three weeks.

~Mr. JOHNSTON stated that the Senate were wasting
the day in a’discussion.of no.utility. The Senate had been
engaged on a very important bill, when the motion was
made to lay it on the table, in order to take up ‘the sub-
ject of the public lands. If a motion had been made to
lay on the table any bill in order to go into executive
business, it would have been deemed discourteous in the
Senator from Kentucky to have interposed his motion.
It was equally discourteous to interpose a motion to go
into executive business; and this kind of discourtesy he
had neyer witnessed before since he had been in the Se-
nate. . )
"Mz, FORSYTH disclaimed any idea of doing injustice
to the Senator from Kentucky, or acting unkindly towards
him, in: his motion to go into executive business. It was
entirely to be referred to the importance of the unfinished
business.in executive session.
» POINDEXTER said he had intended to vote to go

N i -

into executive business; but, as the Senate had laid the
bill in felation fo internal improvements on the table,
with an implied assent that the subject of the publie lands
should be taken up, he should now vote to go into this
subject. Lo )

Mr. MOORE said he should vote against going into ex-
ecutive session, although he should vote against the bill.
He adverted to the immense audience which had been
collected for the purpose of hearing the debate set for to-
day; and, although he made no pretensions to gallantry
himself, he was not disposed to disappoint the expecta-
tions of such an audience. .

- Mr. BUCKNER said that, being opposed to the mea-
sure, he would have voted against taking up the mea-
sure in any form, and he should therefore vote- for going
into exccutive business. He repeated what had been
said as to the time which the subject of the public lands -
would occupy.

The question was then taken on Mr. Forsyra’s motion,
and negatived sas follows:

YEAS.—Messrs. Benton, Bibb, Brown, Buckner, Dal.
las, Dudley, Ellis, Forsyth, Grundy, Hayne, Hill, Kane,
King, Mangum, Marcy, Robinson, Smith, Sprague, Taze-
well, Troup, White.—21.

NAYS.—-Messrs. Bell, Chambers, Clay, Clayton, Dick-
erson, Ewing, Foot, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Holmes,
Johnston, Knight, Miller, Moore, Naudain, Poindexter,
Prentiss, Robbins, Seymour, Silsbee, Tipton, Tomlinson,
Tyler, Waggaman, Webster, Wilkins.—26.

The CHAIR then called up the resolutions offered by
Mr. EwiNg, as the first on the list of special orders.

On motion of Mr. EWING, the resolutions were laid on
the table.

PUBLIC LANDS.

The Senate then took up the bill to appropriate, for a
limited time, the proceeds of the public lands; and the
amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands
were read. ’

Mr. POINDEXTER moved an amendment, giving
500,000 acres to each of the States of Missouri, Missis-
sippi, and Louisiana; which was ordered to be printed.

Mr. CLAY then rose, and said that, in rising to address
the Senate, he owed, in the first place, the expression of
his hearty thanks to the majority, by whose vote, just
given, he was indulged in occupying the floor on this most
important question.  He was happy to see that the days
when sedition acts and gag laws were in force, and when
screws were applied for the suppression of the freedom
of speech and debate, were not yet to return; and that,
when the consideration of a great question had been spe-
cially assigned to a particular day, it was not allowed to
be arrested and thrust aside by an unexpected and un-
precedented parliamentary mancuvre. The decision of
the majority demonstrated that feelings of liberality and
courtesy and kindness still prevailed in the Senate, und
that they would be extended even to one of the humblest
members of the body; for such, he assured the Senate,
he felt himself to be.*

It may not be amiss again to allude to the extraordinary
reference of the subject of the public lands to the Com-
mittee on Manufactures. I have nothing, said Mr. C.,
to do with the motives of honorable Senators who com-
posed the majority by which that reference was ordered.
The decorum proper in this Hall obliges me to consider
their motives to have been pure and patriotic. Butstill

* This subject had been set down for this day. It was generally
expeeted, in and out of the Senate, that it would be taken up, and
that Mr. CLAY would address the Senate, ‘The members were ge-
nerally in their seats, and the gallery and lobbies crowded. At the
eustomary hour he nioved that the subject pending should be laid
on the table, to ke up the land bill, Tt was ordered accordmf;ly.
At this point of time, Mr. FORSYTH made a motion, supported by
My, TAZEWELL, that the Senate proceed to executive business,
‘The motion was overraled, ~ Editors.
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I must be permitted to regard the proceeding as very un-
usual. The Senate has a standing Committee on Pub-
lic Lands, appointed under long established rules. .The
members of that committee are presumed.to be well ac-
quainted with the subject; they have some of them oc-
cupied the same station for many years, are well versed
in the whole legislation on the public.lands, and familiar
with every branch of it—and four out of five of them come
from the new States. Yet, with a full knowledge of all
these circumstances, a reference was ordered by a ma-
Jjority of the Senate to the Committee on Manufactures; a
committee than which there was not another. standing
committee of the Senate whose prescribed. duties were
more incongruous with the public domain. It happened,
in the constitution. of the Committee on Manufactures,
that there was not a solitary Senator from the new States,
and but one from any Western State. We had earnestly
protested against the reference, and insisted upon its im-
propriety; but we were overruled by the majority, in-
cluding a majority of Senators from the new States. 1
will not attempt an expression of the feelings excited in
my mind on that occasion. Whatever may have been the
intention of honorable Senators, I could not be insensi-
ble to the embarrassment in which the Committee on Ma-
nufactures was placed, and especially myself. Although
any other member of that committee would have render-
ed himsclf, with appropriate researches and proper time,
more competent than I was to understand the subject of
the public lands, it was known that, from my local posi-
tion, I alone was supposed to have any particular know-
ledge of them.  Whatever cmanated from the commit-
tee was likely, therefore, to be ascribed to me. If the
committee should propose a measure of great liberality
towards the new States, the old States might complain.
If the measure should seem to lean towards the old States,
the new might be dissatisfied.  And if it inclined to nei-
ther class of States, but recommended a plan according
to which there would be distributed impartial justice
among all the States, it was far from certain that any
would be pleased.

Without venturing to attribute to honorable Senators
the purpose of producing this personal embarrassment,
I felt it as a necessary consequence from their act, just
as much as if it had been intheiwr contemplation.  Never-
theless, the Committee on Manufactures cheerfully en-
tered upon the duty which, against its will, was thus
assigned to it by the Senate. ~ And, for the causes already
noticed, that of preparing a report, and suggesting some
measure embracing the whole: subject, devolved in the
committee upon me.  The general features of our land
system were strongly impressed on my memory; butl
found it necessary to re-examine some of the treaties,
deeds of cession, and laws which related to the acquisi-
tion and administration of the public lands; and then to
think of; and, it possible, strike out, some project, which,
without inflicting injury upon any of the States, might
deal cqually and justly with all of them. The report
and bill subinitted to the Senate, after having been pre-

refer the report of the Committee on Manufacturesito.the
Land Committee, than would exist for a subsequent-Tre-
ference of the report of this committee, when made, to
some third committee, and so on in an endless circle?
Hi. spite of all -our remonstrances, the same majority,
‘with but little, if any, variation, which had originally re-
solved to refer the subject tothe Committee on Manufac-
tures, now ‘determined to commit its. bill .to the FLand
Comimittee. And this not only without-particular examina-
tion into ‘the merits of that bill, but without the avowal
of any specific amendment which was.deemed necessary!
The Committee on Public Lands, after the lapse of some
days, presented a report, and’ recommended a reduction
‘of the price of the public lands immediately to one dollar
per acre, and eventually to fifty cents per acre; and the
grant to the new States of fifteen per cent. on the nett
proceeds of the sales, instead of ten, as proposed by the
Committee on Manufactures, and nothing to the old States.

And now, Mr. President, I desire, at this time, to make -
a fcw observations in illustration of the original report; to
supply some omissions in its composition; to say some-
thing as to the power and rights of the General Govern-
ment over the public'domain; to subwit a few remarks on
the counter report; and to examine the assunptions which
it contained, and the principles on which it is founded.

No subject which had presented itsclf to the present,
or perhaps any preceding Congress, was of greater magni-
tude than that of the public lands. There was another,
indeed, which possessed a more exciting and absorbing
interest, but the excitement was happily but temporary
in its pature. Long after we shall cease to be agitated by
the tariff, ages after our manufactures shall have acquired
a stability and perfection which will enable them suc-
cessfully to cope with the manufactures of any other
country, the public lands will remain a subject of deep
and enduring interest. Inwhatever view we contemplate
them, there 1s no question of such vast importance. As
to their extent, there is public land enough to found an
empire; stretching across the immense continent, from
the Atlantic to the Pacific Qcean, from the Gulf of Mexico
to the Northwestern lakes, the quantity, according to of-
ficial surveys and estimates, amounting to the prodigious
sum of one billion and eighty millions of acres! As
to the duration of the interest regarded as a source of
comfort to our people, and of public income, during the
last year, when the greatest quantity was.sold that ever,
in one year, had been previously sold, it amounted to
less than three millions of acres, producing three mil-
lions and a half of dollars. Assuming that year as affording
the standard rate at which the lands will be annuaily sold,
it would require three hundred years to dispose of them,
But the sales will probably be accelerated, from increased
population and other causes. We may safely, however,
anticipate that long, if not centuries, after the present
day, the representatives of our children’s children may
be deliberating in the Halls of Congress on laws relating
to the public lands.

The subject, in other points of view, challenged the
fullest attention of an American statesman. If there was

viously sanctioned by a majority of the committee, were
the results of this cousideration. The report, with the
cxception of the principle of distribution which concludes
ity obtained the unanimous concurrence of the Committee
on Manufactures,

e report and bill were hardly read in the Senate be-
forc they were violently denounced. And they were
not considered by the Senate before a proposition was
made to refer the report to that very Committee on
PYublic Lands, to which, in the first instance, I contended
the subject ought to have been assigned. It was in vain
that we remonstrated against such a proceeding, as un-
precedented, as implying unmerited censure on the Com-
mittee on Muanufactures, and as leading to intermina-
ble references; for what more reason could there be to

any one circumstance, more than all others, which distin-
guished our happy condition from that of the nations of
the Old World, it was the possession of this vast national
property, and the resources which it afforded to our peo-
ple and our Government. No European nation (possibly
with the exception of Russia) commanded such an ample
resource. With respect to the other republics of this
continent, we have no information that any of them have
yet adopted a regular system of previous survey and sub-
sequent sale of their wild lands, in convenient tracts, well
defined, and adapted to the wants of all. On the con-
trary, the probability is that they adhere to the ruinous
and mad system of old Spain, according to which large

unsurveyed districts are granted to favorite individuals,
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prejudicial to them, who often sink under the incum-
brance, and-die’in poverty, whilst the regular current of
emigration is checked and diverted from its legitimate
channels.

“'And if theére be in the operations of this Government
one, which, more than any other, displays consummate wis-
dom and statesmanship, it is that system by which the pub-
lic lands have been so successfully administered. We
should pause, solemnly pause, before we subvertit. - We
should touch it hesitatingly, and with the gentlest band.
The prudent management of the public lands, in the hands
of the General Government, will be more manifest by con-
trasting it with that of several of the States, which had the
disposal of large’bodies of waste lands. Virginia possess-
ed an ample domain ‘west of the mountains and in the
present State of Kentucky, over and above her munificent
cessiqn tothe General Government. Pressed for pecuni-
ary means by the revolutionary war, she brought her
wild lands, ‘during its progress, into market, receiving
payment in paper money. There were no previoussurveys
of the waste lands--no townships, no sections, no official
definition or description of tracts. Each purchaser made
his own location, describing the land bought as he thought
proper. These locations or descriptions were ofterivague
and uncertain. The consequence was, that the same
tract was not unfrequently entered various times by differ-
ent purchasers, so as to be literally shingled over with con-
flicting claims. The State, perhaps, sold in this way
much more land than it was entitled to, but then it receiv-
ed nothing in return that was valuable; whilst the pur-
chasers, in consequence of the clashing and interference
between their rights, were exposed to tedious, vexatious,
and ruinous litigation. Kentucky long and severely suf-
fered from this cause, and is just emerging from the trou-
bles brought upon her by improvident land legislation.
‘Western Virginia has also suffered greatly, though not to
the same extent.

The State of Georgia had large bodies of waste lands,
which she disposed of in a manner satisfactory no doubt
to ‘herself, but astonishing to every onc of that common-
wealth. - According to her system, waste lands are distri-
buted in lotteries among the people of the State, in confor-
mity with the enactments of the Legislature. And when
one district of country is disposed of, ‘as there are many
who do not draw prizes, the unsiccessful call out for fresh
distributions. ‘Theése are made, from time to time, as
lands are acquired from the Indians; and hence one of
the causes of the avidity with which the Indian lands are
sought. - It is manifest that neither the present genera-
tion” nor posterity can derive much advantage from this
mode of alienating public lands. On the contrary, Ishould
think, it cannot fail to engender speculation and a spirit
of-gambling. . .

‘- 'The State of Kentucky, in virtue of a compact with Vir-
ginia, acquired a right to a quantity of public lands south
of Green river. . Neglecting to profit by the unfortunate
example of the parent State, she did not order the country
to be surveyed previous to its being offered to purchasers.
Seduced by some of those wild land-projects, of which at
all times there have been some afloat, and which hitherto
the General Government alone has firmly resisted, she was
tempted to offer her waste lands to settlers, at different
prices, utider the name of head rights or pre-emptions.
As the laws, like most Jegislation upon such subjects, were
somewhat loosely worded, the keen eye of the speculator
soon discerned the defects, and he took advantage of
them. - Instances had occurred of masters obtaining certi-
ficates of head rights in the name of their slaves, and thus
securing the land, in contravention of the intention of the
Legislature. - Slaves generally have but onie name, being
called Tom, Jack, Dick, or Harry. To concealthe fiaud,
the owner would add Black, or some other cognomination,
20 thiat the certificate would read Tom Black, Jack Black,

&c. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Grunvy] will
remember, some twenty odd years ago, when we were
bothmembers of the Kentucky Legislature, that I took oc-
casion to animadvert upon these fraudulent practices, and
observed that, when the names came to be alphabetted,
the truth would be told, whatever might be the language
of the record; for® the alphabet would read Black Tom,
Black Harry, &c. = Kentucky realized more in her trea-
sury than the parent State had done, considering that she
had but a remnant of public lands, and she added some-
what to her population. But they were far less available
than they would have been under a system of previous
survey and regular sale.

These observations in respect to the course of the re-
spectable States referred to, in relation to their public
lands, are not prompted by any unkind feelings towards
them, but to show the superiority of the land system of
the United States. -

Under-the system of the General Government, the wis-
dom of which, in some respects, is admitted even by the
report of the Land Committee, the country subject to its
operation, beyond the Alleghany mountains, has rapidly
advanced in population, improvement, and prosperity.
The example of the State of Ohio was emphatically relied
on by the report of the Committee on Manufactures—its
million of people, its canals and other improvements, its
flourishing towns, its highly cultivated fields, all put there
within less than forty years. To weaken the force of this
example, the Land Committee deny that the population
of that State is principally settled upon public lands de-
rived from the General Government. But, Mr. President,
with great deference to that committee, I must say that it
labors under misapprehension.  Three-fourths, if not four-
fifths, of the population of that State are scttled upon
public lands purchased from the United States, and they
are the most flourishing parts of the State. For the cor-
rectness of this statement, 1 appeal to my friend from
Ohio [Mr. Ewine] near me. He knows, as well as I do,
that the rich valleys of the Miami of Ohio, and the Mau-
mee of the Lake, the Scioto,and the Muskingum, are
principally settled by persons deriving titles to their lands
from the United States. ’ ’

In a national point of>view, one of the greatest advan-
tages which these public lands in the West, and this sys-
tem of selling them, affords, is the resource which they
present against pressure and want, in other parts of the
Union, from the vocations of society being too closely
filled, and too much crowded. They constantly tend to
sustain the price of labor, by the opportunity which they
offer of the acquisition of fertile land at a moderate price;
and the consequent temptation to emigrate from those
parts of the Union where labor may be badly rewarded.

"The progress of settlement, and the improvementin the
fortunes and condition of individuals, under the opera-
tion of this beneficent system, are as simple- as they are
manifest. Pioneers of a more adventurous character, ad-
vancing before the tide of emigration, penetrate into the
uninhabited regions of the West. They apply the axc to
the forest, which fallsbefore them, or the plough to the
prairie,” deeply sinking its share in the unbroken wild
grasses in which it abounds. They build houses, plant or-
chards, enclose fields, cultivate the earth, and rear up
families around them. Meantime, the tide of emigration
flows upon them, their improved farms rise in value, a de-
mand for them takes place, they sell to the new comersat
a great advance, and proceed farther west, with ample
means to purchase from Government, atreasonable prices,
sufficient land for all the members of their families.
Another and another tide succeeds the first, pushing on
westwardly the previous settlers, who, in their turn, sell
out their tarms, constantly augmenting in price, until they
arrive at a fixed and stationary value. In this way, thou-
sands and tens of thousands are daily improving their cir-
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cumstances, and bettering their condition. I have often
witnessed this gratifying progress. On the same farm,
you may sometimes behold, standing together, the ﬁrst
rude cabin of round and unhewn logs, and wooden chimn-
neys, the hewed log house, chinked and shingled, with
stone or brick chimneys; and, lastly, the comfortable brick
" or stone dwelling; each denoting the different occupants
of the farm, or the several stages of the condition of the
same occupant. What other nation can boast of such an
outlet for its increasing population, such bountiful means
of promoting their prosperity, and securing their indepen-
dence? : .

To the public fands of the United States, and especially
to the existing system by which they are distributed with
so much regularity and equity, aré we indebted for these
signal benefits in our national condition. And every con-
gideration of duty to ourselves and to posterity enjoins
that we should abstain from the adoption of any wild pro-
ject that would cast away this vast national property,
held by the General Government in sacred trust “for the
whole people of the United States, and forbids that we
sirould rashly touch a system which has beenso success-
fully tested by experience.

1t has been only within a few years that restless men
have thrown befure the public their visionary plans for
squandering the public domain. . With the existung laws,
the great State of the West is satisfied and contented. She
has felt their benefit, and grown greatand powerful under
their sway. She knows and testifies to the liberality of
the General Government in the administration of the pub-
lic lands, extended alike to herand to the other new States.
There are no petitions from, no movements in, Ohio, pro-
posing vital and radical changes in the system. During
the long period, in the House of Representatives and in the
Senate, that her upright and unambitious citizen, the first
Representative of that State, and afterwards successively
Senator and Governor, presided over the Committee on
Public Lands, we heard of none of these chimerical schemes.
All went on smoothly, and quietly, and safely. No man,
in the sphere within which he acted, ever commanded or
deserved the intplieit confidence of Congress more than
Jeremiah Morrow, ‘There existed a perfect persuasion
of his entire impartiality and justice between the old States
and the new. A few artless but sensible words, pronounc-
ed in Lis plain Scotch Irish dialect, were always suflicient
to ensure the pussage of any bill or resolution which he
reported.  For about twenty-five years, there was no es-
sential change in the systeuy and that which was at last
made, varying the price of the public lands from two dol-
lars, at which it bad all that time remained, to one dollar
and a quarter, at which it has been fixed only about ten or
twelve years, was founded mainly on the cousideration of
abolishing the previous credits.

Assuming the duplication of our population in terms of
twenty-five years, the demand for waste land, at the end
of every term, will at least be double what it was at the
commenceiuent.  But the ratio of the increased demand
will be much greater than the increase of the whole popu-
lation of the United States, because the Western States
nearest Lo or including the public lands populate much
more rapidly than other parts of the Union: and it will be
from them that the greatest cuirent of emigration will
flow. At this moment Ohijo, Kentucky, and Tennessee
are the most migrating States in the Union. B

"To supply this constantly augmenting demand, the poli-
cy which has hitherto characterized the General Govern-
ment, has been highly liberal both towards individuals and
the new Stutes.  Large tracts, far surpassing the demand
of purchasers, in every climute and situation adapted to
the wants of all parts of the Union, are brought into the
market at moderate prices, the Government having sus.
tained all the expense of the original purchase, and of
surveying, marking, and dividing the land.  For fifty dol-

lars, any.poor man may purchase forty acres of first- rate
land; and, for less than the.wages of one year’s labor, he
may buy eighty acres. To the new States, also, has the
Government been liberal and generous in the grants for
schools and for internal improvements, as wellas in reduc-
ing the debt contracted for the purchase of lands by the
citizens of those States who were tempted, in a spirit of
inordinate speculation; to purchase too much or at too high

rices. . ‘ . .
b Such is a rapid outline of -this invaluable national pro-
perty——of the system which regulates-its management and
distribution, and of the effects of that system. We might
here pause;, and wonder that there should bea disposition
with.any to waste or throw-away this great resource, or to
abolish'a system which” has been fraught with so many
manifest advantages. Nevertheless, there are such, who,
impatient with the slow and natural operation of wise
laws, bave put forth various. pretensions and projects con-
cerning the public lands within a few years past. Oneof
these pretensions is an assumption of the sovereign right
of the new States to all the lands within their respective
limits, to the exclusion of the General Government, and
to the exclusion of all the people of the United States,
those in the new States only excepted, It is my purpose
‘now to trace the origin, examine the nature, and expose
the injustice of this pretension.

This pretension may be fairly ascribed to the proposi-
tions of the gentleman from Missouri, {Mr. BexTox,] to
graduate the public lands, to reduce the price, and to cede
the ¢ refuse” lands (a term which, I believe, originated
with him) to the States within which they lie. Prompt-
ed, probably, by these propositions, a late Governor of
Iilinois, unwilling to be outdone, presented an elaborate

message . to the Legislature of that State, in which he
gravely and formally asserted the right of that State to all
the land of the United States comprehended within its
limits. It must be allowed that the Governor was a most
impartial judge, and the Legislature a most disinterested
tribunal, to decide such a question. .

The Senator from Missouri was chanting, most sweetly,
to the tune “refuse lands,” ¢“refuse lunds,” ¢‘refuse
lands,” on the Missouri side of the Mississippi; and the
soft strains of his music having caught the ear of his Ex-
cellency on the linois side, he joined in chorus, and
struck an octave higher. = The Senator from Missouri
wished only to pick up some crumbs which fell from Un-
cle Sam’s table; but the Governor resolved to grasp the
whole loaf. The Senator modestly claimed only. an old
smoked, rejected joint; but the stomach of his Excellency
yearned after the whole hog! The Governor peeped
over the Mississippi into Missouri, and saw the Senator
leisurely roaming in some rich pastures, on bits of refuse
land. He returned to Illinois, and, springing into tle
grand prairie, determined to claim and occupy it in all its
boundless extent.

Then came the resolution of the Senator from Virginia,
[Mr. TazrwEerLys,] in May, 1826, in the following words:
¢¢ Resolved, That it is expedient for the United States to .
cede and surrender to the several States, within whose
limits the same may be situated, all the right, title, and
interest of the United States to any lands lying and being
within the boundaries of such States, respectively, upon
such terms and conditions as may be consistent with the
due observance of the public faith, and with the general
interest of the United States.”” The latter wordsrendered
the resolution somewhat ambiguous; but still it contem-
plated a cession and surrender. Subsequently the Sena-
tor from Virginia proposed, afier a certain time, a gratui-
tous surrender of all unsold lands, to be applied by the
Legislature in support of education, and the internal im-
provement of the State. .

[Here Mr. TAZEW ELL controverted the statement, Mr,

Crax called to the Secretary to hand him the journal of
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April, 1828, which he held up to the Senate, and read
from it the following: -

¢ The bill to graduate the price of the public lands, to
make donations thereof to actual settlers, and to cede the
refise to the States in which they lie, being under consi-
deration, :

- ¢¢Mr. TazrwrLL moved to insert the following as a sub-
stitute: That the land which shall have been subject to
sale under the provisions of this act, and shall remain un-
sold for two years, after having been offered at twenty-
five cents per acre, shall be, and the same is, ceded tothe
State in which the same may lie, to be. applied by the
Legislature thereof in support of education, and the inter-
nal improvement of the State.’*] -

Thus, it'appears; not only that the homnorable Senator
proposed the cession, but showed himself the friend of
education and internal improvements, by means derived
from the General Government. For this liberal disposi-
tion, on his part, I believe it was that the State” of Mis-
souri honored a new county with his name. If he had
carried his proposition, that State might well have granted
a principality to him.

The memorial of the Legislatare of Illinois, probably
prodiiced by the message of the Governor already noticed,
had been presented, asserting a claim to the public lands.
And it seems (although the fact had escaped my recollec-
tion, until I was reminded of it by one of her Senators
[Mr. Hexoricks] the other day) that the Legislature of
Tndiana had instructed her Senators to bring forward a
similar claim. At the last session, however, of the Le-
gislature of that State, resolutions had passed, instructing
her delegation to obtain from the General Government
cessions of the unappropriated public lands on the most
favorable terms. It is clear, from this last expression of
the will of that Legislature, that, on reconsideration, it
believed the right to the public lands to be in the Gene-
ral Government, and not in the State of Indiana. For, if
they did not belong to the General Government, it had
nothing to cede; if they belonged already to the State, no
cession was necessary to the perfection of the right of the
State.

1-will here submit a passing observation. 1f the Gene-
ral Government had the power to cede the public lands
to the new States, for particular purposes, and oun pre-
scribed conditions, its power must be unquestionable to
make some reservations, for similar purposes, in behalf
of the old States. Its power cannot be without limit as to
the new States, and circumscribed and restricted as to the
old. Tts capacity to bestow benefits, or dispense justice,
is not confined 10 the new States, but is co-extensive with
the whole Union. It may grant to all, or it can grant to
none.  And this compreliensive equity is not only in con-
formity with the spirit of the cessions in the deeds from
thie ceding States, but is expressly enjoined by the terms
of those deeds.

Suéh isthe probable origin of-the pretension which I
have been tracing;-and now let us examine its nature and
- foundation. -TRe'argumentin behalf of the new States
is founded on the notion that; as-the old States, upon com-
ing out of-the revolutionary war, had or claimed a right to
all the lands within their respective limits, and as the new
States have been admitted into the Union on the same
footing and condition, in all respects, with the old, there-
fore thiey are entitled to all the waste lands embraced
within their boundaries. But the argument forgets that
all the revolutionary States had not waste lands; that some
had but very little, and others none. It forgets that the
right of the States to the waste lands witbin their limits
Was controverted;and that it was insisted that, as they had
been -conquered in'a common war, waged with common
means, and. attended with general sacrifices, the public
lands sliould be hield for the common benefit of all the
States. It -forgets that, in consequence of this right, as-

'serted in behalf of the whole Union, the States that con-

tained any large bodies of waste lands, (and Virginia,
particularly, that had the most,) ceded them to the Union
for the equal benefit of all the States. It forgets that the
very equality which is the basis of the argument would
be totaily subverted by the admission of the validity of the
pretension. For how would the matter then stand? The
revolutionary States will have divested themselves of the
large districts of vacant lands which they contained, for
the common benefit of all the States, and those same lands
will enure to the benefit of the new States exclusively.
There will be, on the supposition of the validity of the
pretension, a reversal of the condition of the two classes
of States. Instead of the old having, as is alleged, the
wild lands which they included at the epoch of the revo-
lution, they will have none, and the new States all. | And
this in the name and for the purpose of equality among
all the mémbers of the confederacy! What, especially,
would be the situation of Virginia? She magnanimousty
ceded an empire in extent for the common benefit. And
now it is proposed not only to withdraw that empire from
the object of its solemn dedication to the use of all the
States, but to deny her any participation in it, and appro-
priate it exclusively to the benefit of the new States
carved out of it.

. If the new States had any right to the public lands,
in order to produce the very equality contended for, they
ought forthwith to cede that right to the Union, for the
common benefit of all the States. Having no such right,
they ought to acquiesce cheerfully in an equality which
does, in fact, now exist between them and the old States.

The Committee on Manufactures has clearly shown
that, if the right were recognised in the new States,
now existing, to the public lands within their limits, each
of the new States, as'they might hereafter be successively
admitted into the Union, would have the same right; and
consequently that the pretension under examination em-
braces, in effect, the whole public domain, that is, a billion
and eighty millions of acres of land.

The right of the Union to the public lands is incontesta-
ble.” It ought not to be considered debatable. 1t never
was questioned but by a few, whose mohstrous heresy, it
was probably supposed, would escape animadversion from
the enormity of the absurdity, and the utter impractica-
bility of the success of the claim. The right of the whole
is sealed by the blood of the revolution, founded upon so-
lemn deeds of cession from sovereign States, deliberately
executed in the face of the world, or resting upon national
treaties concluded with foreign Powers, on ample equi-
valents contributed from the common treasury of the peo-
ple of the United States.

This right of the whole was stamped upon the face of
the new States at the very instant of their parturition.
They admitted and recognised it with their first breath.
They hold their stations, as members of the confederacy,
in virtue of that admission. The Senators who sit here,
and the members in the House of Representatives from
the “new States, deliberate in Congress with other Sena-
tors and Representatives, under that admission. And,
since the new Sfates came into being, they have recog-
nised this right of the General Government by innumera-
ble acts:

By their concurrence in the passage of hundreds of
lawvs respecting the public domain, founded upon the in-
contestable right of the whole of the States;

By repeated applications to extinguish Indian titles, and
to survey the lands which they covered;

And by solicitation and acceptance of extensive grants
from the General Government of the public Jands.

The existence of the new States is a falsehood, or the
right of all the States to the public domain is an undenia-
ble truth. They have no more right to the public lands
within their particular jurisdictions, than other States have
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to the mint, the forts'and aréenaig, or public ships.within
theirs; or than the people of the District of Columbia have
to this magnificent capitol, in whese splendid halls we now’
deliberate. ‘

The equality contended for between all the States now
exists. The public lands are now held, and ought to be
held -and administered-for the common benefit of all. " I
tiope our fellow-citizens of Ilinois, Indiana, and Missouri,
will reconsider the matter; that they will cease to take
counsel from demagogues who would deceive them, and
instil erroncous principles-into their ears; and that they
will feel and acknowledge that their brethren of Ken-
tucky and of Ohio, and of all the States in the Union,
have an equal right with thé citizens of those three States
in the public lands. If the possibility of an event so dire-
ful as a severance of this Union were for a moment con-
templated, and, what would be the prohable consequence
of such an unspeakable calamity, three confederacies
were formed out of its fragments, do you imagine that
the Western conféderacy would consent to the States
including the public Jands, holding them exclusively for
themselves? Can you imagine that the States of Ohio,
Kentucky, and Tennessce would quictly’ renounce their
right in all the public lands west of them? No, sir! No,
sied T'hey would wade to their knees in blood before
thc)i would make such an unjust and ignominious sur-
render.

But this pretension, unjust to the old States, unequal
as to all, would be injurious to the new States themselves,
in whose behalf it has been put forth, if it were recog-
nised. The interest of the new States is not confined to
the lands within their limits, but extends to the whole bil-
lion and cighty ‘millions ‘of acres. Sanction the claim,
however, and they are cut down and restricted to that
which is included in their own boundaries. * Is it not
better for Obio, instead of the five millions and a half--
for Indiana, instead of the fifteen millions—or even for
Winois; instead of the thirty-one or thirty-two millions—
or Missouri, instead of the thirty-eight millions—within
their respective limits, to retain their interest in those
several (uantities, and also retain their interest, in com-
mon with the other members of the Union, in the count-
less ani]liuns of acres that lie west, or northwest, beyond
them!? g

I will now proceed, Mr. President, to consider the ex-
pediency of a reduction of the price of the public lands,
and the reasons assigned by the Land Committee in their
report in favor of that measure. They are presented
there in formidable detall, and spread out under seven dif-
ferent heads.  Let us examine them: The first is, ¢“be-
cause the new States have a clear right to participate in
the benefits of a reduction of the revenue to the wants
of the Government, by getting the reduction extended to
the article of revenue chiefly used by them.” Jere is a
renewal of the attempt, made early in the session, to con-
found the public lands with foreign imports, which was
so successfully exposed and refuted by the report of the
Cdfnmittee on Manufactures.  Will not the new States
participate in any reduction of the revenue, in common
with the old States, without touching the public lands?
As far as they are consumers of objects of foreign imports,
will they not equally share the benefit with the old States?
What right, over and above that equal participation, have
the new States to a reduction of the price of the public
lands!  As States, what right, much less what ¢ clear
right,” have they to any such reduction? In their sove-
Feign or corporate capacity, what right? Have not all the
stipulations between them, as States, and the General Go-
vernment, been fully complied with? Have the people
within the new States, considered distinct from the States
themselves, any right to such reduction? Whence is it
derived? They went there in pursuit of their own happi-
ness. They bought lands from the public, because it was

Vor. VIIL.—70

their interest to make the purchase, and they enjoy them.
Did they, because they purchased some land, which they
possess peacefully, acquire any, and what right, in the
land which they did not buy? But it 1ay be argued that,
by settling and improving these lands, the adjacent pub-
lic lands are enhanced. True, and so are their own.
This enhancement of the public lands was not a conse-
quence which-they went there to produce, but was a col-
Tateral effect, as to which they were'passive.” The public
does not seek to avail itself of this augméntation in value,
by augmenting the price. It leaves that where it was;
and the demand for reduction is made in behalf of those
who say their labor has increased the value of the public
Jands, and the claim to reduction is founded upon the fact
of enhanced value. The public, like all other landhold-
ers, had a right to anticipate that the sale of a part would
communicate, incidentally, greater value upon the residue.
And, like all other land proprietors, it has the right to ask
more for that residue, but it does not; and, for one, I
should be as unwilling to distarb the existing’ price by
augmentation as by reduction. But the public lands is
the article of revenue. which the people of the new States
chiefly consume. In another part of this report, liberal
grants of the public lands are recommended, and the
idea of holding the public lands asa source of revenue
is scouted, hecause it is said that more revenue could be
collected from the settlers, as consumers, than from the
Jands. Here, it seems that the public lands are the arti-
cle of revenue chiefly consumed by the new States.

With respect to lands yet to be sold, they are opento
the purchase, alike of emigrants from the old States, and
settlers in the new. As the latter have -most generally
supplied themselves with lands, the probability is that the
emigrants are more interested in the question of reduction
than the settlers. At all events, there £an be no peculiar
right to such reduction existing in the new States, Itisa
question common to all, and to be decided in reference to
the interest of the whole Union. :

2. ¢ Because the public debt being now paid,: the
public lands areentirely released from the pledge they
were under to that object,“and are free to receive a new
and liberal destination, for the relief of the States in which
they lie.”

The payment of the public debt is conceded to be near
at hand; and it is admitted that the public lands, being
liberated, may now receive a new and liberal destination.
Such an appropriation of their proceeds is proposed by the
bill reported by the Committee on Manufactures,and which
I shall hereafter call the attention of the Senate more par-
ticularly to. But it did not seem -just to that committee
that this new and liberal destination of them should be re.
stricted ¢‘for the relief of the States in which they lie”
exclusively, but should extend to all the States indis-
criminately, upon principles of equitable distribution.

3. ¢ Because nearly one hundred miiliens of acres of
theland row in market are the refuse of salesand donations,
through 2 long series of years, and are of very little actual
value, and ohly fit to be given to settlers, or abandened to
the States in which they lie.” Co -

According to an official statement, the total - quantity
of public land which had been surveyed up tothe 31st
of December last was a little upwards of :162,000,000
acres. ~Of this, a large proportion, perhaps even more
than the 100,000,000 acres stated in the land réport, has
been a long time in market. The entire quantity which
has ever been sold by the United States, up to the same
day, after deducting lands relinquished and lands reverted
to the United States, according to an official statement
also, is 25,242,590 acres. Thus, after the lapse of thirty.
six years, during which the present land system has been
in operation, a little more than twenty-five millions of
acres have been sold, not averaging a million per annum,
and upwards of one hundred millions of the surveyed lands
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remain to be 'sold, - The argument.of the report of the
Land -Comvnittee assumes that ¢“nearly one hundred mil-|
lions-are-the refuse of sples and donations,” are of very
little actual’ value, “and -only fit to be given to settlers, or
abaiidonied to the States in which they Tie. .
“Mr.President, let us define as we go; let us analyze.
‘What do “the Land Committee mean by ‘“refuse land?”’
Do -they mean worthless, inferior, rejected land, which
nobody will buy, at the present Government price? Let
uslook at facts, and make them our guide.” The Govern-
ment is constantly pressed by the new States to bring more
and more land into” the market; to extinguish more In-
dian titles; to survey more. - The new States themselves
. are probably urged to operate upon the General Govern-
ment by emigrants and settlers who see still before them,
in their progress west, other new lands which they desire.
Thé General Government: yields to the solicitations. It
throws more land into the ‘market, and it'is annually and
dailypreparing additional surveys of fresh lands. It has
thrown, and‘is preparing to throw, open to purchasers al-
ready -one hundred and sixty-two millions of acres. And
now, because the capacity to purchase, in its nature limit-
ed by the growth’ of our population, is totally incompe-
_tent to absorb this immense quantity, the Government is
called upon, by some of the very persons who urged the
exhibition of this vast amount to sale, to consider all that
remains unsold as refuse! Twenty-five millions in thirty-
six years only are sold, and all the rest is to be looked
upon as refuse! Is this right? 1f there had been five
hundred millions in market, there probably would not
have been more, or much more, sold. ButY deny the.cor-
rectness of the conelusion, that it is worthless, because
not sold. - Tt is not sold, because there were not people to
buy it. © You must have gone to other countries, to other
worlds, to the moon, and drawn from thence people to
buy the prodigious quantity which you offered to sell.

Refiise'land! A purchaser goes to a district of coun-
try, and buys out of a township a section which strikes his
fancy.” He exhausts bis money. Others might have pre-
ferred other, sections: ~ Other sections may even be bet-
ter-than his.: . He can with no more propriety be said to
have ¢ refused” or rejected all the other sections, than a
man who, attracted by the beauty, charms, and accom-
plishments of a particular lady, marries her, can be said
to have rejected or refused all the rest of the sex.

1s it eredible, that, out of one hundred and fifty or one
hundred and sixty millions of acres of land in a valley,
celebrated for its fertility, there are only about twenty-five
millions of acres of good land, and that all the rest is re-
fuse? Take the State of Illinois as an example. Of all
the States in the Union, that State probably contains the
greatest proportion of rich fertile lands. More than
Ohio, more-than- Indiana, abounding as they both do in
fine lands: --Of the thirty-three millions and-a half of pub-
lic lands in Illinodis, a- little more only than two millions
have been'sold:: - Is the residue- of thirty-one millions all
refuse land? < Who that is acquainted in the' West can
assert or believe it?  No, sir; thereisno such'thing. The
unsold lands are unsold, becausé of the reasons already
assigned. . Doubtless there is much inferior land remain-
ing, but.a vast quantity of the best of Jandsalso. For its
timber, soil, water power, grazing, minerals, almost all
land possesses a certain value. If the lands unsold are
refuse and worthless in the hands of the General Go-
vernment, why are they sought after with so much avi-
dity? If in our hands they are good for nothing, what more
would they be worth in the hands of the new States?
«¢Onply fit to be given to settlers.” What settlers would
thank you? what settlers would not scorn a gift of refuse,
worthless:land? © If you mean to be generous, give them
whata§ valuable; be manly i your generosity.

But:let:ug €xamine a little closer this idea of refuse
land. " If-thierebe gny State in which it is-to be found in

large quantities, that State would be Ohio. It is the oldest
of the new States. There the public lands have remained
longest exposed in the market. But there we find only
five millions and a half to be sold. And T hold in my hand
an account of sales in the Zanesville district, one of the
oldest in that State, made during the present year. 1Itis
in a paper entitled the ¢ Ohio Republican,” published at
Zanesville the 26th May, 1832. The article is headed
¢ Refuse Land,” and it states: 4¢It has suited the interest
of some to represent the lands of the United States whick
Irave remained in market for many years, as mere refuse,”
which cannot be sold; and to urge a rapid reduction of
price, and the cession of the residue, in a short period, to
the -States in which they are situated. Itis strongly urged
against this plan that it is a speculating project, which, by
alienating a large quantity of land from the United States,
will cause a great increase of price to actual settlersin a
few years, instead of their being able forever, as it may
be said is the case under the present system of Jand
sales, to obtain a farm at a reasonable price. To show
how far the lands unsold are from being worthless, we
copy from the Gazette the following statement of recent
sales in the Zanesville district, one of the oldest districts
inthe West. . The salcs at the Zanesville land office, since
the commencement of the present year, have been as fol-
lows: January, $7,120 80: February, $8,542 67; March,
$11,744 75; April, $9,209 19; and since the first of the
present month, about $9,000 worth have been sold, more
than half of which was in forty acre lots.” And there
cannot be a doubt that the act, passed at this session, au-
thorizing sales of forty acres, will, from the desire to make
additiens to farms, and to scttle young members of fami-
lies, increase the sales very mueb, at least during this
year.

A friend of mine in this city bought, in IHinois, last fall,
about” 2,000 acres of this refuse land, at the minimum
price, for which he has lately refused six dollars peracre.
An officer of this body, now in my eye, purchased small
tract of this same refuse land of 160 acres, at second ov
third hand, entered a few years ago, and which is now es-
timated at 1,900 dollars. It is a business, a very profit-
able business, at. which fortunes are made in the new
States, to purchase these refuse lands, and, without im-
proving them, to sell them again at large advances.

Far from being discouraged by the fact of so much
surveyed public land remaining unsold, we should rejoice
that this bountiful resource, possessed by our country,
remains in almost undiminished quantity, notwithstauding
so many new and flourishing States have sprung up in the
wilderness, and so mapy thousands of familics have been
accommodated. It might be otherwise if the public land
was dealt out by Government with a sparing, grudging,
griping hand, But they are liberally offered, in exhaust-
less quantities, and at moderate prices, enriching indivi-
duals, and tending to the rapid improvement of the
country. The two important facts brought forward, and
emphatieally dwelt on by the Committee on Manufactures,
stand in their full force, gnaﬁ'ected by any thing stated in
the report of the Land Committce. These facts must
carry conviction to every unbiassed mind that will delibe-
rately consider them. 'The first is the rapid increase of
the new States, far outstripping the old, averaging annu-
ally an increase of eight and a half per cent., and dou-
bliug of course in twelve years. One of these States,
llinois, full of refuse land, increasing at the vate of
eighteen and a half per eent.! Would this astonishing
growth take place if the lands were too high, or all the
good land sold?- The other factis the vast increase in
the annual sales; in 1830, rising to three millions. Since
the report of the Committee on Manufactures, the re-
turns have come in of the sales of last year, which bad
been estimated at three millions. They were, in fact,
$3,566,127 94! Their progressive increase baffles all




1109 ‘OF DEBATES

IN CONGRESS.

© 1110

Juxe 20, 1832.]

Public Lands.

[SENaTE,

calculation. 'Would “this ‘happen, if the price” were too
high? o :

%t is argued that the value of different townships and
sections is various: and that it is, the.refore, wrong to fix
the same price fo all.. The variety in the quality, situa-
tion, and advantages of different tracts, isno doubt great.
After the adoption of any system of classification, there
would still remain very great diversity in the tracts-be-
longing to the same class. This is the law of nature. The
presumption of inferiority, and of refuse land, founded
upon the length of time that theland had been in market,
is denied, for reasons already stated. The offer, at public
auction, of all lands to the. highest bidder, previous to
their being sold at private sale, provides, in some degree,
for the variety in the value; since each purchaser pushes
the land up to the price which, according to his opinion,
it ought to command. But, if the price demanded by
Government is not tob high for the good land, (and no one
can believe'it;) why not wait until that is sold before any
reduction of price in the bad?  And that will not be sold
for many years to come. It would be quite as wrong to
bring the price of good land down to the standard of the
Had, asitis alleged to be to carry the latter up to that of
the former.
purchasers of the bad: for, as has been stated in the re-
port of the Committee on Manufactures, a discreet farmer
would rather give a dollar and a quarter per acre for first
rate land, than accept refuse and worthless land as a
present.

4. ¢ Bacanse the speedy extinction of the federal title
within their limits is-necessary to the independence of the
new States; to their equality withthe elder States; to the
development of their resources; to the subjection of their
soil to taxation, cultivation,"and settlement; and to the
proper enjoyment of their jurisdiction and sovereignty.”

All thisis mere assertion and declamation.  The Gene-
ral Government, ata moderate price, is selling the public
land as fast as it can find purchasers. The new Statesare
populating with unexanmpled rapidity; their condition js
now much more cligible than that of some of the old
States.  Ohio, 1 am sorry to be obliged to confess, is, in
internal improvement, and some other respects, fifty years
i advance of her clder sister and neighbor, Kentucky.
How have her growth and prosperity, her independence,
her equality with the elder States, the developmentof her
resources, the taxation, cultivation, and scttlement of her
suil, or the praper enjoyment of her jurisdiction and so-
vereignty, been affected or impaired by the federal title
within her limits? The federaltitle! Tt has béen a source
of blessings and of bountics, but not of one real griev-
ance.  As to the exemption from taxation of the public
lands, and the exemption, for five years, of those sold to
individuals, if the public land belonged to the new States,
would they tax it?  And as to - the latter exemption, it is
paid for by the General Government, as may be seen by
reference to the compacts; and it is, moreover, beneh-
cial to the new States themselves, by holding out a motive
to emigrants to purchase and settle within their lmits.

6. “ Because the ramified machinery of the Land Office
Department, and the ownership of so much soil, extends
the patronage and authority of the General Government
into the heart and corners of the new States, and sub-
jects their policy to the danger of a foreign and powerfal
influence.”

A foreign and powerful influence!  The Federal Go-
vernment a foreign Government!  And the exercise of a
legitimate control over the national property, for the bene-
fit of the whole people of the United States, & depre-
cated penetration into the heart and corners of the new
States!  As to the calamity of the land offices whichTare
held within them, T believe that it is not regarded by the
people of those States with quite as much horror as it is
viewed by the Land Committee. They justly consider

Until the good land is sold, there will be no|

that they ought to hold thosc offices themselves, -and.that

I no persons ought.to be sent from the other foreign States

of this Union to fill them. And, if the number qf the

offices were increased, it would not be looked upon by

them as a grievous addition to the calamity. S
But what do the Land Committee mean by the autho-

ity of this foreign, . Federal Government?  Surely they

do not desire to getrid of .the Federal Government.. And
yet the final settlement of the. land: question will haye
effected but little in expelling: its authoxity . from ‘the
bosoms of -the new . States. - Its action will still remain.in
a-thousand forms, -and the heart and corners: of the new
States will still be invaded by post offices and postimasters,
and post roads, and the Comberland road, and various othgr
modifications of its power.

7. ¢¢Because the sum of $425,000,000, proposed to
be drawn from the new States and Territories, by the
sale of their soil, at one dollar and twenty-five cents
per acre, is unconscionable and impractieable-~such as
never can hbe paid; and the bare attempt to raise which
must drain, exhaust, and impoverish these States, and
give birth to the feelings which a sense of injustice and
oppression never fail to excite, and the excitement of which
should. be so carefully avoided in a confederacy of free
States.” Co :

In another part of their report, the committee say,
speaking of the immense revenue alleged tq be glerxva-
ble from the public lands, ¢ this ideal revenue is estimated
at $425,000,000 for the lands now within the limits of
the States and Territories, and at. $1,363,589,691 for the
whole federal domain, Such chimerical caleulations pre-
ciyde the propriety of argumentative answers.” -Well;
if these calculations are allchimerical, there is no danger
from. the preservation-.of the. -existing. land: system of
draining, exhausting, and impoverishing the new States,
and of exciting them to rebellion. :

The Manufacturing Committee did: not state what the
public lands ‘would, in fact, produce. They could not
state it. It is hardly a subject of approximate estimate.
The committee stated what would be the proceeds, esti-
mated by the minimum price of the public lands; what,
at one-half of that price; and added -that, although there
might be much land that would never sell at one dollar
and a quarter per acre, ‘“as fresh lands are brought into
market and exposed to sale at public. auction, many -of
them sell at prices exceeding onedollar and a quarter per
acre.” They concluded by remarking that the least fa-
vorable view of regarding them was to: consider-them a
capital yielding an annuity of three millions of dollars at
this time; that, in a few years, that annuity would proba-
bly be doubled; and that the. capital might thenbe as-
sunmed as equal to $100,000,000. :

Whatever may be the sum drawn from the sales of the
public lands, it will he contributed, not by citizens of
the States alone in which they are situated, but by emi-
grants from all the States. And it will be raised, not in
a single year, but in a long series of years. It would
have been impossible for the State of Ohio to-have paid,
in one year, the millions that have been raised: in that
State by the sale of public- lands; hut, in a period of up-
wards of thirty years, the payment has been made, not
only without impoverishing; - but with the constantly in-
creasing prosperity of the State. . -

Such, Mr. President, are the reasons of the-Land Com-
mittee for the reduction of the price of the public lands.
Some of them had been anticipated and refuted in the
report of the Manufacturing Committee; andd hope that
I have now shown the insolidity of .the residue..- -

‘1 will not dwell upon the consideration, urged in that
report,. against any large reduction, founded upon. its
inevitable tendency to lessen the value of the landed
property throughout the Union, and that in the Western
States especially. That such would be the. necessary

- .
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consequence, no man can doubt who will seriously reflect
upon such a measure as that-of throwing into the market,
immediately, upwards of one hundfed and thirty millions
of acres, and at no distant period upwards of two hundred
millions more, at greatly reduced rates.

If the honorable chairman of the Land Committee

[Mr. Kine]had relied upon his own sound practical sense,
he would have presented a report far less objectionable
than that which ‘he has made. He has availed himself
of another’s aid, and the hand of the Senator from Mis-
souri {Mr. BexTon] is as visible in the composition, as if
his name had been subscribed to the instrument. We
hear again, in this paper, of that which we had so often
heard repeated before in debate by the Senator from
Missouri—the sentiments of Edmund Burke. And what
was the state of thingsin England, to which those senti-
ments were applied? :
" -England bas too little land and too many people. Aie-
rica has too much land for the present population of the
country, and wants people. The British Crown had own-
ed, for many generations, large bodics of land, preserved
for game and forest, from which but small revenues were
derived. It was proposed to sell out the Crown lands,
that they might be peopled and cultivated, and- that the
royal family should be placed on the civillist. Mr. Burke
supported the proposition by convincing arguments. But
what analogy is there between the Crown lands of the
British sovercign, and the public lands of the United
States? Are they here locked up from the people, and,
for the sake of their game or timber, excluded from sale?
Are not they freely exposed in market to all who want
them, at moderate prices? The complaint is that they
are not sold fast enough; in other words, that people are
not multiplied rapidly enough to buy them. Patience,
gentlemen of the Land Committee, patience! The new
States are daily rising in power and importance. Some
of them are already great and flourishing members of the
confederacy. And, if you will only acquiesce in the cer-
tain and quiet operation of the laws of God and man, the
wilderness "will quickly teem with people, and be filled
with the monuments of civilization.

The report of the Land Committee proceeds to notice
and to animadvert upon certain opinions of the late Scere-
tary of the Treasury, contained in his annual report, and
endeavors to connect them with some sentiments express-
ed in the report of the Committee on Manufactures.
That report had before been the subject of repeated com-
mentary in the Senate, by the Senator from Missouri; and
of much misrepresentation and vituperation in the public
press. Mr. Rush showed me the rough draught of that
report, and I advised him to expunge the paragraphs in
question, because I foresaw that they would be misrepre-
sented, and that he would be exposed to unjust accusa~
tion. - But knowing the purity of his intentions, believing
in the soundness of the views which he presented, and
confiding in the candor of a just public, he resolved to
retain the paragraphs. I cannot suppose the Senator
from Missouriignorant of what passed between Mr. Rush
and me, and of his having, against my suggestions, re.
tained the paragraphs in question; because these facts
were all stated by Mr. Rush himself, in a letter addressed
to a late member of the House of Representatives, re-
presenting the district in which I reside, which letter,
more than a year ago, was published in the Western
papers.

I shall say nothing in defence of myself-—nothing to
disprove the charge of my cherishing unfriendly feelings
and sentiments lowardsany part of the West. If the pub-
lie acts in which I have participated, if the uniform tenor
of my whole life, will not refute such an imputation, no-
thing that I could here say would refute it.

But I will say something in defence of the opinions of|

my late patriotic and enlightened colleague, not here to;

speak for himself; and I will vindicate his official opinions
from the erroneous glosses and interpretations which have
been put upon-them.

Mr. Rush, inan official report, which will long remain
a monument of his ability, was surveying, with a states-
man’s eye, the condition of America. He was arguing
favor of the protective policy~the American system.
He spoke of the limited vocations of our society, and the
expediency of multiplying the means of increasing sub-
sistence, comfort, and wealth. He noticed the great and
the constant tendency-of our fellow-citizens to the culti-
vation of the soil, the want of a market for their surplus
produce, the inexpediency of all blindly rushing to the
same universal employment, and the policy of dividing
ourselves into various pursuits.  He says, < The manner
in which the remote lands of the United States ave selling'
and settling, whilst it possibly may tend to increase more
quickly the aggregate population of the country, and the
mere means of subsistence, does not increase capital in
the same proportion. * % * *  Any thing that
may serve to hold back this tendency to diffusion from
running too far and too long into an extreme, can scarcely
prove otherwise than salutary. * * * * [Ifthe po-
pulation of these, [a majority of the States, including some
Western States,] not yet redundant in fact, though ap-
pearing to be so, under this legislative incitement to emi-
grate, remained fixed in more instances, as it probably
would be by extending the motives to manufacturing labor,
it is believed that the nation wouldgain'in two ways: first,
by the more rapid accumulation of capital; and, next, by
the gradual reduction of the excess of its agricultural .
population over that engaged in other vocations. Itis
not imagined that it ever would be practicable, even if it
were desirable, to turn this stream of emigration aside;
but resources, opened through the influence of thelaws,
in new fields of industry, to the inhabitants of the States
already sufficiently peopled to enter upon them, might
operate to lessen, in some degree, and usefully lessen, its
absorbing force.”

Now, Mr. President, what is there in this view adverse
to the West, or unfavorable to its interests? Mpr. Rush
is arguing on the tendency of the people to engage i agri-
culture, and the incitement to emigration produced by
our laws. Does he propose to change those laws, in that
particular? Does he propose, in fact, any new wmeasure?
So far from suggesting any alteration of the conditions on
which the public lands are sold, he expressly says that
it is not desirable, if it were practicable, to turn this
stream of tmigration aside. Leuving all the laws in full
force, and all the motives to emigration, arising from fer-
tile and cheap lands, untouched, he rccommends the en-
couragement of a new branch of business, in which ali
the Union, the West as well as the rest, is interested; thus,
presenting an option to population to engage in manufac-
tures or 1n agriculture, at its own discretion. And does
such an option afford just ground of complaint to any one?
Is it not an advantage to all? Do the Land Committee
desire (I am sure they do not) tu create starvation in one
part of the Union, that emigrants may be forced into an-
other? If they do not, they ought not to condemn a multi-
plication of human employments, by which, as its certain
consequence, there will be an increase in the means of
subsistcnce and comfort. 'The objection to Mr. Rush,
then, is, that he looked at his whole country, and at all
parts of it; and that, while he desired the prosperity and
growth of the West to advance undisturbed, he wished
to build up, on deep foundations, the welfare of all the
people.

Mr. Rush knew that there were thousands of the poorer
classes who never could emigrate; and that emigration,
under the best auspices, was far from being unattended
with evil. There are moral, physical, pecuniary obsta-
cles to all emigration; and these will increasé as the good

-
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vacant lands of the West are removed, by intervening
settlements, farther and farther from society, as it is now
located. It is, L believe, Dr. Johnson who pronounces
that, of all vegetable and animal creation, man is the
most difficult to be uprooted and transferred. to a distant
country; and he was right.  Space itself-—mountains, and
scas, and rivers, are impediments. The want of pecuni-
ary means, the expenses of the outfit, subsistencey and
transportation of a family, is no slight circumstance.
When all these difficulties are overcome, (and how few,

comparatively, can surmount them?) the greatest of all

remains—that of being torn from one’s natal spot; sepa-

rated forever from the roof under which the companions

of his childhood were sheltered, from the trees which

have shaded him from summers’ heats, the spring from
whose gushing fountain he has drank in his youth, the
tombs that hold the precious relics of his venerated an-

cestors!

But I have said that the Land Committee had attempted
to confound the sentiments of Mr. Rush with some of the
reasoning employed by the Committee on Manufactures
against the proposed reduction of the price of the public
lands. What s that reasoning? Here it is: it will speak

for itself; and, without a single comment, will demonstrate

how different it is from that of the late Sccretary of the
Treasury, unexceptionablé as that has been shown to be:
““The greatest emigration (say the Manufacturing Com-

miltee) that is believed now to take place from any of the
States, is from Ohio, Kentucky, and Tennessee. The
effects of a material reduction in the price of the public
lands would he—1st, To lessen the value of real estate
in those three States; 2d, T'o-diminish their interest in

the public domain, as a common fund for the benefit of
all the States; and, 3d, To offer what would operate as
a bounty to further emigration from those States, occa-
sioning more and more lands, situated within them, to be
thrown into the market; thereby not only lessening the
sadue of their lands, but draining them both of their po-

pulation and cuprency.”

There are good men in different parts, but especially
in the Atlantic portion of the Union, who have been in-
duced to regard lightly this vast national property; who
have been persuaded that the people of the West are
dissatisfied with the administration of it; and who believe
that it will, in the end, be lost to the nation; and that it

is not worth present care and preservation.  Butthescare
radical mistakes.
ficd--perfectly satisfied, with the gencral administration

of the public lands.
proceeds of the sales.

nate. But the great body of the West liave not called for,

and understand too well their real interest to desire, any
cssential change in the system of survey, sale, or price of
There may be a few, stimulated by dema-

the lands.
gogues, who desire change; and what system is there,
what Government, what order of human society, that a
few do not desire changed?

Itis one of the admirable properties of the existing
system that it contains within itself, and carries along, prin-
ciples of conservation and safety, In the progress of its
opcration, new States become identified with the old,
in feeling, in thinking, and in interest. Now, Ohio is as
sound as any old State in the Union, in all her views re-
lating to the public lands, She feels that her share in the
exterior domain is much more important than would be an
exclusive right to the few millions of acres left unsold

within her limits, accompanied by a virtual surrender of

her interest in all the other public lands of the United
States.  Aand I have no doubt that now, the people of the

other new States, left to their own unbiassed sense of’

equity and justice, would form the same judgment. They

The great body of the West are satis-

t They would, indeed, like, and are
entitled to, & more liberal expenditure among them of the
: For this provision is made by the
bill to which I will hereafter call the attention of the Se-

cannot believe that what they have not bought, what re-
mains the property of themselves and all their brethren
of the United States, in common, belongs to them exclur
sively. But if ¥ am mistaken—~if they have been deceiv-
ed by erroneous impressions on their mind, made by artful
men, as the sales proceed, and the public land is exhausi-
ed, and their population increased, like the State of Ohio,
they will feel that their true interest points to their re-
maining copartners in'the whole national domain, instead
of bringing forward an unfounded pretension to the in-
considerable remnant which will be then leftin their own
limits. - .

.And now, Mr. President, I have to say something in re-
spect to the particular plan brought forward by the Com-
mittee on Manufactures for a temporary appropriation of
the proceeds of the sales of the public lands.

The committee saw that this fund is not wanted by the
General Government; that the peace of the country is not
likely, from present appearances, to be speedily disturb-
ed; and that the General Government is absolutely em-
barrassed in providing againstan enormous surplus in the
treasury. Whilst this is the condition of the Federal Go-
vernment, the States are in want of, and can most benefi-
cially use, that very surplus with which we do not know
what to do. The powers of the General Government are
limited; those of the States are ample. If those limited
powers authorized an application of the fund to some ob-
jects, perhaps there are others of more importance, to
which the powers of the States would be more competent,
or to which they may apply a more provident care.

But the Government of the whole and of the parts, at
last, is but one Government of the same people. . In form,
they are two; in substance, one. - They both stand under
the same solemn obligation to- promote, by all the powers
with whith they are respectively entrasted, the happiness
of the people; and the people, in their turn, owe respect
and allegiance to both.. Maintaining these relations, there
should be mutual assistance to each other afforded by
these two systems.. When the States are full-handed, and
the coflers of the General Government are empty, the
States should come to the relief of the General Govern-
ment, as many of them did, most promptly and patriot-
ically, during the late war. When the conditions of the
parties are reversed, as is now the case, the States want-
ing what is almost a burden to the General Government,
the duty of this Government is to go to the relief of the |
States. ; ) :

They were views like these which induced a majority
of the committee to propose the plan of distribution con-
tsined in the billnow under consideration. For one, how-
ever, | will again repeat the declaration, which I made
early in the session, that I unite cordially with those who
condemn the application of any principle of distribution
among the several States, to surplusrevenue derived from
taxation. T think income derived from taxation stands
upon ground totally distinct from that which is received
from the public lands. Congress can prevent the accu-
mulation, at least, for any considerable time, of revenue
from duties, by suitable legislation, lowering or augment-
ing the imposts; but it cannot stop the sales of the public
lands, without the exercise of arbitrary and intolerable
power. The powers of Congress over the public lands
are broader and more comprehensive than those which
:)hey possess over taxation, and the money - produced

y it
This brings me to consider, 1st, the power of Congress
to make the distribution. By the second part of the third
section of the fourth article of the constitution, Congress
¢have power to dispose of, and make all needful rules
and regulations respecting the territory or other property
of the United States.”” The power of disposition is ple-
nary, unrestrained, unqualified: It is not limited to a
specified object or to a defined purpose, but left ap-
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plicable - to  any object or purpose which the wisdom of
'gougress shall deem fit, acting under its high responsi-

Hity. . C :

The " Government purchased Louisiana and Florida.
May it not apply the proceeds of lands within those coun-
“tries to any object which the good of the Union may seem
to indicate? If there be a restraint in the constitution,
where is it-—what is it? !

The uniform practice of the Goverment has conformed
to the idea of its possessing full powers over the public
lands. They have been freely granted, from time to time,
to communities and individuals, for a great variety of pur-
poses. To States for education, internal improvement,
public buildings; to corporations for education; to the deaf
and dumb; to the cultivators of the olive and the vine;.to
pre-emptioners; to General Lafayette, &ec. .

The deeds from the ceding States, far from opposing,
fully warrant the distribution. That of Virginia ceded
the land as ““a common fund for the use and benefit of
such of the United States as have become, or shall be-
come, members of the confederation. or federal alliance
of the said States, Virginia inclusive.” The cession was
for the benefit of all the States. It may be argued that
the fund must be retained in the common treasury, and
thence paid out. But, by the bill reported, it will come
into'the common treasury; and then the question how it
shall be subsequently applied for the use and benefit of
such of the Uniled States as compose the confederacy, is
one of modus only. Whether the money is disbursed by
the General Government directly, or is paid out, upon
some equal and just principle, to the States, to be disburs-
ed by them, cannot affect the right of distribution. 1f the
General Government retained the power of ultimate dis-
burseinent, it could execute it only by suitable agents;
_ and what agency is more¢ suitable than that of the States
themselves? If the States expend the money, as the bill
confemplates, the expenditure will, in effect, be a dis-
bursement for the benefit of the whole, although the se-
veral States are the organsof the expenditure; for the
whole -and all the parts are identical. - And whatever re-
dounds to the benefit of all the parts, necessarily contri-
butes, in‘the same measure, to the benefit of the whole.
The great question should be, is the distribution upon
equal and just principles? And thisbringsme to consider,

2d. The terms of the distribution proposed by the bill
of the Committee on Manufactures. The bill proposes a
division of the nett proceeds of the sales of the public
lands among the several States composing the Union, ac-
cording to their federal representative population, as as-
certained by the last census; and it provides for new States
that may hereafter beadmitted into the Union.. The basis
ol the distribution, therefore, is derived from the constitu-
tion itself) which has adopted the same rule; in respect to
representation and direct taxes. . “None could be more just
“and equitable.- - : :

But it has been contended, in the land report, that the

revolutionary States; which did not'cede their public lands, |

ought not to be allowed to come-intothe: distribution.
This objection does not apply to the purchases of Louisi-
ana and Florida, because the consideration for them was
paid out of the common treasury, and was consequently
contributed by all the States. Nor has the objection any
just foundation, when applied to the public lands derived
from Virginia and the other ceding States; because, by
the terms of the ‘deeds, the cessions were made for the use
and benefit of all the States. The ceding States having
smade: no exception of any State, what right has the Gene.
“ral Government tointerpolate in the deeds, and now create
+dn'exception? - The General Government is a mere trus-
-teé; holding the domain nvirtue of those deeds, accord-
ing to the'terms and conditions which they expressly de-
‘scribey and it is bound to execute the trust-accordingly.

But'how is the- fund. produced .by the public lands now

expended! It comesinto the common treasury, and is
disbursed for the common beuefit, without exception of
any State. The bill -only proposes to substitute to thdt
ohject, now no longer necessary, another and more useful
common object. The general application of the fund will
continue under the operation of the bill, although the
particular purposes may be varied.

The equity of the proposed distribution, as it respects
the two classes of States, the old and the new, must be
manifest to the Senate. . It proposes to assign to the new
States, besides the five per cent. stipulated for in their
several compacts with the General Government, the fur-
ther sum of tenper cent.” upon the nett proceeds. Assum-
ing the proceeds ofthe lastyear, amounting to $3,566,127 94,
s the basis of the calculation, I hold in my hand a paper
[Appendix, A.] which shows the sum that each of the
seven new States would receive.” They have complained
of the exemption from taxation of the public lands sold by
the General Government for five years after the sale.  If
that exemption did not exist, and they were to exercise
the power of taxing those lands, as the average increase
of their population is only eight and a half per cent. peran-
num, the additional revenue which they would raise would
only be eight and a half per cent. per annum; that is to say,
a State now collecting a revenue of $100,000 per annum
would eollect only $108,500, if it were to tax lands re-
cently sold. -But, by the bill under consideration, each of
the seven new States will annually receive, as its distri-
butive share, more than the whole amount of its annual
revenue. :

It may be thought that to set apart ten per cent. to the
new States, in the first instance, 1s too great a proportion,
and is unjust towards the old States. Butit will be re-
collected that, as they populate much fuster than the old
States, and as the last censusis to governin the apportion-
ment, they ought to receive more than the old States. If
they receive too much at the commencement of the terr,
it may be neutralized by the end of it.

After the deduction sbhall have been made of the fifteen
per cent. allotted to the new States, the residue is to be
divided among the twenty-four States, old and new, com-
posing the Union. What each of the States would re-
ceive, is shown by a table annexed to the report.  Taking
the proceeds of the last year as the standard, there must
be added one-sixth to what is set down in that table as the
proportion of'the several States.

If the power and the principle of the proposed distribu-
tion be satisfactory to the Senate, I think the objects can-
not fail to be equally so. They are education, internal
improvements, and colonization--all great and beneficent
objects—all national in their nature. Nomind canbe cul-
tivated and improved; no work of internal improvement
can be exccuted in any part of the Union, nor any pcrson
of color transported from any of its ports, in which the
whole Union is not interested. The prosperity of the
whole is an aggregate of the prosperity of the parts.

The States, eachjudging for itself, willselect, among the
objects enumerated in the bill, that which comports best
witl its own policy.. Thereis no compulsion in the choice.
Some will prefer, perhaps, to apply the fund to the ex-
tinction of debt, now burdensorne, created for internalim-
provements; some to new objects of internal improvement;
others to- education; and others again to colonization. It
may be supposed possible that the States will divert the
fund from the specified purposes; but against such a mig-
application, we have, in the first place, the security which
arises out of their presumed good faith; and, in the second,
the power to withhold subsequent, if there has been any
abuse in previous appropriations.

It has been argued that the General Government hasno
power in respect to colonization. Waiving that, as not
being a question at this time, the real inquiry is, -have the

‘States themselves any such power? for it is to the States
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that the subject is referred. The evil of a free black
population is not restricted to particular States, but ex-
tends to, and is felt by, all. It is not; therefore, the slatve
question, but totally distinct . from and unconnected with
it.
tion that the General Government has no constitutional
power which it can exercise in regard to African slavery.
*That conviction remains unchinged. The States in which
slavery is tolerated, have exclusively in their own hands
the entire regulation of the subject. But the slave States
differ in opinion as to the expediency of African coleniza-
tion.
it. The Legislature of Kentucky, 1 believe unanimously,
recommended the encouragement of colonization to Con-
gress. )

Should a war break out during the term of five years
that the operation of the bill is limited to, the fund is to
be withdrawn, And applied to the vigorous prosecution of
the war. If there be no war, Congress, at the end of the
term, will be able to ascertain whether the money has been
bencficially expended, and to judge of the propricty of
continuing the distribution. . ]

"U'hrec reports have been made on this great subject of
the public lands, during the present session of Congress,
besides that of the Seeretary of the Treasury at its com-
mencement—tiwo in the Senate, and one in the House. All
three of them agree, first, in the preservation of the con-
trol of the General Government over the public lands; and,
second, they concur in rejecting the plan of a cession of
the public lands to the States in which they are situated,
recommended by the Sccretary.. The Land Committee of
the Senate propose an assignment of fifteen per cent. of
the nett proceeds, besides the five per cent. stipulated in
the compacts (making together twenty per cent.) to the
new States, and nothing to the old.

The Committee on Manufactures of the Senate, afteran
allotment of an additional sum of ten per cent. to the new
Stales, proposesan equal distribution of the residue among
all the States, old and new, upon equitable principles.

The Senate’s Land Committee, besides the proposal of
a distribution, restricted to the new States, recommends
an immediate reduction of the price ¢ of fresh lands to a
minimum of one dollar per acre, and to fifty cents per
acre for lands which have been five years or upwards in
market.”

The Land Committee of the House is opposed to all dis-
tribution, general or partial, and recommends a reduction
of the price to one dollar per acre. :

And now, Mr. President, I have a few words more to
say, and shall be done. We are admonished by all our re-
ficctions, and by existing signs, of the duty of communi-
cating strength and energy to the glorious Union which
now encircles our favored country.  Among the ties
which bind us together, the public domain merits high
consideration.  And if we appropriate, for alimited time,
the proceeds of that great resource, among the several
States, for the important objects which have been enu-
merated, a new and powerful bond of affection and of in-
terest will be added.  The States will feel and recognise
the operation of the General Government, not merely in
power and burdens, but in benefactions and blessings.
And the General Government, in its turn, will feel, from
the expenditure of the money which it dispenses to the
States, the benefits of moral and intellectual improvement
of the people, of greater facility in social and commercial

intercourse, and of the purification of the population of

our country, themselves the best parental sources of na-
tional character, national union, and national greatness.
Whatever may be the fate of the particular proposition
now under consideration, I sincerely hope that the atten-
tion of the nation may be attracted to this most interesting
subject; that it may justly appreciate the value of this im-
mense national property; and that, preserving the regulas

I have heretofore often expressed my perfect convie- |

Several of them have signified their approbation of |

[SENATE.
tion of it by the will of the whole, for the advantage of
the whole, it may be transmitted, as a.sacred and inestima-
ble succession, to posterity, for its benefit and blessing for
ages to come.
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[Supposing it would be acceptable, we annex the table
which accompanied the report of the Senate’s Committee
on Manufactures, showing the distributive share of each
State. Since that table was constructed, it bas been as-
certained that the proceeds of the public lands last year
were upwards of three and a half millions of dollars. Con-
sequently, one-sixth should be added to the amount esti-
mated for every State, in the following table, o show what
each Slate would receive, oix the supposition that the pro-
duce of the public lands for succeeding years will equal
the last. |—Editors of the Begister, ’
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SENATE. ]

Puatents.—Pension Duties.

——Tnternal Improvements. " [Juwz 21, 22, 1832

Statement showing the dividend of each State (according to
its federal population) in the proceeds of the publiclunds,
after deducting tﬁerq?-om JSifteen per cent. as an addition-
al dividend for the States in which the public land is situ-

.ated.

[Estimated proceeds of lands, $3,000,000; deduct 15
per cent. $450,000, and $2,550,000 rerain to be divided
among all the States according to their population.]

o

. Federal popula-)Shares in. proceeds

STATES. tion, 1830.. |. of public lands.
Maine, - .- 399,437 $85,387 48
New Hampshire, - 269,326 87,573°71
Massachusetts, - 610,408 130,487 59
Vermonf, - - - 280,657 59,995 93
Rhode Island, - 97,194 20,777 12 -
Connecticut, - 297,665 63,631 72
New York, - 1,918,553 410,128 29
New Jersey,. - . 319,922 68,389 59
Pennsylvania, . 1,348,072 288,176 64
Delaware, < - 75,432 15,202 93
Maryland, “ - 405,843 86,756 89
Virginia, .- - % - 1,023,503 218,793 82
North Carolina, 639,747 136,758 45
South Carolina, - 455,025 97,270 51
Georgia, -+ - 429,811 91,880 52
Alabama, - - 262,508 56,116 22
Mississippi, - 110,358 23,591 19
Louisiana, - B 171,694 36,702 95
Tenunessee, - 625,263 133,662 21
Kentucky, - - 621,832 132,928 77
Ohio, - - 935,884 200,063 54
Indiana, - - 343,031 73,329 59
Llinois, - - 157,147 33,593 25
Missourd, - - 130,419 27,879 68

11,928,731

THURSDAY, Jmmkk 21.
PATENTS.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a re-
port from the Commissioner of the General Land Office,
in obedience to a resolution calling for the number of
patents for land which are waiting for the signature of
the President, and the cost of each patent.

[The report states the number of patents to be 10,590;
and the’ cost of those which'are written in the office at
fifty-three cents, and of thosé written out of the office at
thirty-nine cents each. Lo "o s

On motion of Mr, TIPTON, the Senate then proceed-
ed to the consideration’-of ~executive “business, [with
a view, as he intimated, of acting:-on the nominations of
officers for the newly created regiment of mounted gun-
men.] . e ’

Fripay, Juse 22,
PENSION DUTIES.

The . resolufion from the House, transferring the duties
imposed by the pension bill from the Secretary of the
Treasury to the Secretury of War, was taken up. )

“Some discussion took place on the necessity for this
transferyand it was stated that the measure was propo_sed
at the suggestion of the head of the Pension Bureau in the
War Department, and that the object was to give an op-
portunity for the formation of a new burcay in that de-
partment, ' .

ported by the Commitiee on Pen-
sions, giving:aidiscrétion to the President to make the
transfer, if he'should think it necessary, was negatived.

The question’ was then taken on the third reading of
the resolution, and decided as follows:

YEAS.—Messrs. Bibb, Chambers, Dallas, Ellis; Ewing,
Forsyth, Frelinghuysen, Hendricks, Hill, Holmes, Kane,
King, Marcy, Poindexter, Prentiss, Robbins, Robinson,
Ruggles, Seymour, Silsbee, Sprague, Tazewell, Tipton,
Tomlinson, Tyler,"Waggaman, White, Wilkins.—28.

NAYS.—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Brown, Clay, Clayton,
Foot, Hayne, Knight, Mangum, Miller, Moore, Naudain,
Webster.—13:

The resolution was then read a third time, and 'passed.

Mr. HAYNE submitted a resolution to amend the rules
of the Senate, so as to make a motion to strike out and
insert not a divisible motion, &c.

INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS.

On motion of Mr. WILKINS, the Senate then proceed-
ed to consider the act making appropriations for certain
internal improvements for 1832. .

The question pending being on the motion of Mr. For-
syra to strike out the clause appropriating 30,000 dol-
lars for the improvement of the navigation of Cumberland
river,

Mr. CLAY said that he had propesed to make somne

remarks on this question; but he had not sufficiently re-
covered his articulation to say more than that he hoped
the amendment would be negatived. He said that, as
the Cumberland river runs through the States of Ten-
nessce and Kentucky; as Kentucky had received no favors
of this kind from the General Government, the Maysville
road appropriation having been vetoed; and as the port of
Nashville was of the utmost importance, and was situated
on this river, which was one of the finest streams of the
West, he hoped the Senate would reject the amendment.
The nature of the obstruction is so well known, that a pre-
vious survey could not be necessary.
. Mr. WEBSTER stated that the gentleman from Geor-
gia had put.this on the ground of a test question, and that,
if’ this motion prevailed, he would move afterwards to
strike out other provisions of the bill. He wished to know
what the other provisions were.

Mr. HAYNE suggested other points on which he desir-
ed information.  'What was the amount of the appropri-
ations contained in this bill? Would these appropriations
be sufficient to finish the works for whick they are re-
quired? What was the amount required for new works?
He expressed his satisfaction that the question was now
fairly and solemnly made. He was of opinion that, if the
Cumberland river, a new work not surveyed, was to be
cleared by a national appropriation, every outlet and river
of the Union could be cleared at the expense of the Unit-
ed States. After that was done, the Government would
be called on to make roads from one watercourse to an-
other. -~

Mr. FORSYTH replied that there were three new
works embraced in this bill.. There was, first, an appro-
priation for the Arkansas river of 15,000 dollars. There
was, secondly; the appropriation of 30,000 dollars for the
Cumberland river; and the third was an appropriation of
20,000 dollars for repairing a road in the Territory of Ar-
kansas. He had thought there were four objects, but he
discovered that the fourth (the Savannah river) was nota
new work. Theappropriations, as the bill stands, amount
to 1,100,000 dollars. Some of the objects would require
additional appropriations, and some additional ones to a
considerable amount. He repeated that it was his object
to get a decision that no new works should be embraced
in this bill, as there was another billinto which they might
be interwoven. .

Mr. WEBSTER said the proposition was to strike out




