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TO  THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE,  SECOND  SESSION,  THIRTIETH  CONGRESS. 

Absence  of  members,  petition  asking  legisla- 
tion concerning  the,         ....  455 

Accounts  of  officers.    Bill  for  the  settlement  of 
the  accounts  of  public  officers  and  others 
who  may  have  received  moneys  arising 
from  military  contributions  or  otherwise 
in  Mexico,     -----    635,  667 

Act  therein  specified,  bill  to  extend  an,  -  521 
Adjournments  over,       -----  159 
Adjutant.     (See  Military  Academy.) 
Advance  and  supplies.     (See  Alabama.) 

Agriculture,  the  Committee  on,     -        -        -    27 
Alabama,  bill  for  the  payment  of  interest  on 

money  advanced  to  the  Government  by 
the  Slate  of,  during  the  Creek  hostilities 

in  the  years  1836  and  1837,     -        -     37,  319 
bill  to  grant  the  right  of  way  and  a  donation 

of  public  lands  to  the  States  of  Alabama 
and  Florida,  for  making  a  railroad  from 
Montgomery,  in  Alabama,  to  Pensacola, 
in  Florida,  &c.  68,  78,  505 

bill  to  cede  to  the  State  of,  the  lands  unsold 
in    that  State   belonging   to   the  United 
States,  and  remaining  unsold  after  the  1st 

day  of  May,  1848,  and   for  other  pur- 
poses,    -------  579 

(See  Courts — Funds.)  _ 
Aldrich,  Polly,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -    469,  681 
Allen,  William,  of  Ohio,       1,  33,  37,  86,  96,  100, 

101,  112,  197,  198,  28.6,  292,  298,346,358, 
394,  425,  435,  442,  483,  491,  527,  533,  548, 

561,  604,  613,  626,  646 

resolutions  by,  -        -  -        -     97,286 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,    277,  301,  342,  442 
remarks  on  the  proposition    to    print   the 

financial  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury,        ------     19 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     -        -        "51,  59,  60,  413 

remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  to  the 
naturalist  of  the  Exploring  Expedition,    291, 

292,  359,  362 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  Washington,  -        -        -'524 remarks  on  the  proposed  appropriation  to 

deepen  the  Washington  city  canal,  -  546 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  com- 

pensation of  certain  foreign  ministers,  597,  602 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  terri- 

torial government  of  Minesota,        -        -  636 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  employ  the 

Government  transports  to  carry  the  Uni- 
ted States  mail  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera 

Cruz,      -        -        -        -        -     •   -        -  650 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  running 

the  boundary  line  with  Mexico,      -        -  667 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -        -        -    670,  679 
Anderson,  Samuel  P.,  a  joint  resolution   for 

the  relief  of,    -        -        -        -      97,  190,  409 
Anderson,  Timothy  P.,  deceased,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,   541,581 
Angus,  Anne  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  237 

SENATE. 

Anne  Lift,  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  to  issue  a  new  register  or 
enrolment  to  the  vessel,  -        -         -        -     68 

Appeals  from  the  trial  of  issues  in  the  District 
of  Columbia,  bill  to  regulate,  -  -  573 

Appellate  jurisdiction  of  t)ie  Supreme  Court. 
(See  Coxirts.) 

Appropriations.  (See  Pensions — Military  Acad- 
emy— Navy  Pensions — Army — Harbors  and 

Rivers — Hurlgate,  JV*.  Y. — Indian  Depart- 
ment—  Civil  and  Diplomatic  Bill — Roads — 

Fortifications — Post  Office  Department. 
bill  to  supply  deficiencies  in,  for  the  service 

of  the  fiscal-  year  ending  June  30,  1849.     143, 
190,  232 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Atherton,         ...        -    232, 235 
Mr.  Badger,   235 
Mr.  Clayton,  -        -        -    233,  234,  236 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,      -  234 
Mr.  Foote,     -----   234,  235 
Mr.  Hunter,  -        -         -         -        -         -  236 
Mr.  Miller,   233 
Mr.  Niles,       -        -        -        -    233,  234,  235 
Mr.  Pearce,    -  233,  234,  236 

Mr.  Phelps,    -     '   232 
Mr.  Walker,  -        -      ,  -        -         -        -  233 
Mr.  Westcott,   234 

Appropriations  for  the  coast  survey,     -        -  105 
Archives,  American.     (See  Documentary  His- 

tory— Florida.) 

Arkansas.    (See  Hot  Springs — Swamp  Lands — l Land  Claims.) 

memorial  of  the  Legislature  of,      143,  153,  216, 
357,  372,  441 

bill  to  revive  and   extend  the  provisions  of 
an  act  entitled  An  act  to  settle  the  title  to 

certain  tracts  of  land  in  the  State  of,       -  442 
bill  to  settle  the  title  to  certain  tracts  of  land 

in  the  State  of,   681 
Arms  and  ammunition,  joint  resolution  autho- 

rizing the  Secretary  of  War  to  furnish,  to 
persons  emigrating  to  the  Territories  of 
Oregon, California, andNewMexico,  535,  580 

appropriation  for,        -----  634 
Armstrong,  Amos,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,     -  533 
Army,  bill  reorganizing  the  pav  department 

of  the,    -        -        -        -     '  -      78, 594,  637 bill  amendatory  of  an  act  entitled  An  act 
respecting  the  organization  of  the,  and 
for  other  purposes,  approved  August  23, 

•    1842,   -        -  217 
bill  to  repeal  a  portion  of  the  3d  section  of 
.    the  act  of  July  19, 1848,  in  relation  to  the 

medical  staff  of  the  army  of  the  United 

States,  and  for  other  purposes,        -   263,  456 
bill  making  appropriation  for  the  support  of     .. 

the  army  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1850,  481, 629, 656,  667,  680 

(See  California — General  Officers.) 
Aspinwall,  W.  H.,  and  others,  the  memorial 

of,  asking  the  aid  of  Congress,  &c,  in 
furtherance  of  a  railroad  across  the  Isth- 

mus of  Panama,     -        -        -        -        -     20 
bill  reported.     (See  Railroads.) 

Astronomical  observations,  remarks  on  the 

appropriation  for  instruments  to  make, 

by- 

Mr.  Atherton, 

Mr.  Badger,  - 

Mr.  Clayton,  -  -  - 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi, Mr.  Foote, 

Mr.  Hunter, 
Mr.  Miller, 

Mr.  Niles,   ■ 
Mr.  Pearce, Mr.  Phelps, 

Mr.  Walker, 

Mr.  Westcott, 

-  232,  235 

-  235 

233,  234,  236 

-  234 

-  234,235 

-  236 
-  233 

233,  234,  235 
233,  234,  236 

-  232 -  233 

234 

Atchison,  David  R.,  of  Missouri,  1,37,57,  58,  60, 

68, 143, 153,  162,  181, 182,  231, 290, 298,  302, 
358,  364,  366,  380,  386,  394,  395,  426,  469, 
483,  488,  489,  490,  521,  535,  537,  541,  544, 
551,  552,  553,  562,  584,  585,  590,  595,  600, 

603,  612,  625,  629,  634,  646 

appointed  President  pro  tern.,      -         -         -     96 the  credentials  of,  488 

remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  for 
the  delegation  of  Chippewa  Indians,       -  536 

elected  President  pro  lem.,  -        -  646 
remarks  on   the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  690 

thanks  of  the  Senate  tendered  to,       -         -  692 
Atherton,  Charles  G.,  of  New  Hampshire,  1,  13, 

21,  68,  153,  190,  253,  286,  298,  332,  363,  371, 
372,  376,  381,  383,  388,  424,  426,  442,  456, 
470,  474,  481,  490,  491,  505,  506,  513,  522, 
545,  546,  548,  551,  553,  560,  573,  579,  580, 
585,  586,  593,  594,  600,  603,  604,  613,  625, 
626,  629,  638,  647,  648,  649,  654,  655,  656, 

666,  667,  669,  674,  675,  680,  681 

resolutions  by,   -        -        -        21,46,561,580 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  to  pur- 

chase astronomical  instruments,      -  232,  235 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,      383, 

384,  385,  386,  387 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  reduce  the 

appropriation  for  certain  clerks  and  mes- 
sengers,   505 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 

ging in  the  navy,    -----  508 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salary  of  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Med- 
icine and  Surgery,  -----  522 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  Washington  city,  -        -        -  523 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  561, 
565,  573 

remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  a  minister 
to  Chili,  -        -        -        -        -        -  596 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  restore  certain 
officers  of  the  marine  corps,    -        -        -  648 

remarks  on   the  proposition  to  indemnify 
Commander  Wilkes  certain  costs  of  court,  651 

Atlantic  and  Gulf  Railroad  Company,  bill  to 

grant  to,  the  right  of  way  through  the 
public  lands,   364,  372 

Averill,  Camfield,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  457,  57? 



IV IND'EX  TO 
B. 

Badger,  George  E.,  of  North  Carolina,  1,  21,  46., 

57,  G8,  97,  98,  101,  114,  120,  123,  130,  291, 

310,  324,  358,  364,  424,  426,  482,  483,  488, 

490," 491,  502,  505,  522,  533,  535,  541,  544, 
548,  553,  560,  573,  604,  024,  645,  654,  675, 

680,  682,  683 

resolutions  by,  -----   359,  395 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  William 

Plummer,        ------     58 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 

tors of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       -         -     79 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  the 

purchase  of  astronomical  instruments,     -  235 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,   264 

remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  for  the  nat- 
uralist of  the  Exploring  Expedition,       -361 

remarks  concerning  the  mode  of  reporting 
the  debates,     -        -        -        -    395,396,397 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  navy,     -        -        -    506,  507,  508 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  564 

remarks  on  the  census  bill,         -        -   627,  628 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  employ  the 
Government  transports  in  carrying  the 
United  States  mail  from  New  Orleans  to 

Vera  Cruz,   650,651 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  indemnify 
Commander  Wilkes  certain  costs  of  court,  651 

Badger,  Thomas,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -         -290 
Baker,  Major  R.  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  58,  101 
Baldwin,  John  P.,  the  owner  of  the  Spanish 

brig  Gil  Bias,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     86,  113, 
.121,  130,  131,  143,  153,218,274,287,541,681 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Bradbury,  -J       -        -  131 
Mr.  Butler,   133 
Mr.  Hale,   134,.  136 

Mr.  King,       -       .-        -        -   135,  136,  154 
Mr.  Mason,   132 
Mr.  Niles,   133,  136 
Mr.  Phelps,   131,  132 
Mr.  Rusk,   -  132 
Mr.  Underwood,      -        -      >-•       -121,122 
Mr.  Walker,  -  134,  135,  154 

Mr.  Webster,  -        -        -        -      ."  -  135 
Mr.  Westcott,       113,  114,  122,  134,  136,  154 
Mr.  Yulee,   154 

Baldwin,  RogerS., of  Connecticut,  1,26,  162, 190, 
291,  372;  375,  441,  469,  488, 504, 521,  535,  541, 

544,  560,  579,  580,  585,  595,  601,  667,  682 

resolutions  by-        -        -        --'-58 remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

.     State  into  the  Union,       -        -        -        -    47 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  draining 

of  the  Everglades  of  Florida,  -        -        -     89 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan  Cal- 

laghan,  for  goods  destroyed  under  military 
orders,    -------  157 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin 

Emmons,        -        -        -        -        -        -  219 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 

question,  ------  318 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  cer- 

tain laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cali- 
fornia,    -        -        -    629,  630,  631,  632,  633 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  running 

the  boundary  line  with  Mexico,     -        -  667 
Barney,  Joshua,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  638 
Barney,  H.  M.,  joint  resolution  for  relief  of,  541 
Burnitz,   Charles  A.,  husband   of  Margaret 

Barnitz,  only  surviving  heir  of  Lieut.  Col. 
David  Greer,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -      97,  489 

Barton,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  and 
other  surviving  children  of  General  Wil- 

liam Barton,  -        -        -        -        -        -162 
Bayard,  Samuel  J.,  late  receiver  of  public  mo- 

neys at  Fairfield,  Iowa,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  579 
Bcale,  Robert,  reimbursed  expenses  for  noti- 

fying Vice  President  Tyler  of  the  death 
of  President  Harrison,    -        -        -        -  C04 

proposition  to  pay  for  services  attending  the 
funeral  of  Dixon  H.  Lewis,    -  666 

Bebee,  Jacob,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  457 
Bell,  John,  of  Tennessee,  1,  97, 143,  153,  218,  298, 

324,  372,  456,  481,  594,  638,  682 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -     163,  182,  206,  324 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -  197 
irks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pierre 

Chouteau,  jun.,  &  Co.,  -        -        -        -220 

Bell,  John,  of  Tennessee — 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  relief  of  Pierre  Cho- 

teau&Co.,     -        -        -■.".-  288,289 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  383, 

385,  386,  387 

remarks  concerning  a  post  route  to  Pacific,  455 
remarks  on  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill,  on 

a  proposition  to  give  increased  pay  to  cer- 
tain messengers  and  clerks,     -        -    545,  546 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend   the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  562, 

563,  564,  565,  566,  573 

remarks  concerning  proposed  appropria- 
tion to  settle  certain  claims  of  the  Chero- 
kee Indians,   -        -        -         -         -  681 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  purchase  from  Balie 
Peyton,  a  certain  tract  of  land  on  which 
a  light-house  stands,       -_  102,  104 

Benns,  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  681 
Benson,  A.  S.  &  A.  N.,  joint  resolution  re- 

specting the  claims  of,  -  -  -  -  625 
Benton,  Thomas  H.,  of  Missouri,  1,  37,  40,  57, 

58,  86,  97,  101,  189,  206,  217,  253,  290,  411, 
426,  432,  435, 442,  483,  488, 504, 535,  551,  552, 
553,  559,  561,  580,  625,  626,  644,  646,  647,  654 

resolutions  by,    -     112,  206,  217,  470,  490,  560 

remarks  on  the  memorial  from  the  conven- 
tion of  New  Mexico,  for  a  territorial  gov- 

ernment,       •         -        -        -  33,  34,35 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  indirectly  the 

proposed  construction  of  the  railroad 
across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  49,  50,  59,  60, 

398,  399,  411 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  draining 

of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,  -        -        -     91 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  certain 

maps,      -        -        -        -        -         -^204,  205 
remarks  concerning  the  making  out  of  an 

analytical  index  of  the  laws  and  treaties,  217 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  ascertain  titles  to  land 

in  California  and  New  Mexico,        -  236,  254 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,        ------  265 
remarks  on  his  proposition  for  the  construc- 

tion of  a  national  central  highway  from 
the  Mississippi  river  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  470 

remarks  on  his  resolution  concerning  the 
biennial  election  of  the  officers  of  the  Sen- 

ate, against  proscription,         -  490 
remarks-on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 

ging in  the  navy,     -----  513 
remarks  on  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to 

Mrs.  Dix,  the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  539 

remarks  on  presenting  the  memorial  of  Pro- 
fessor Page  on  the  subject  of  electro-mag- 
netism,  -------  560 

Berrien,  John  McPherson,  of  Georgia,  1,  21,  37, 

48,  49,  58,  130,  190,  253,  254,  -317,  341,  358, 
366,  387,  397,  426, 458,  482,  483,  490, 500,  502, 
522,  533,  544,  562, 573,591,  594,  598,  603,  604, 

613,  637,  644,  646,  647,  654,  682 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  admission  of 

California  as  a  State,    46,  48,  193,  195,  196, 

198,  341 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan 

Callaghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  mil- 
itary orders,   -        -        -        -    .     -    157,  158 

remarks  on  a  petition  upon  the  subject  of 

colonizing  the  free  personsof  color,  -  .       -  210 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 

of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 

question,  ------  313 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  proposed  con- 

struction of  a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus 

of  Panama,     ------  402 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  relief  of  the  captors 

of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,      -         -         -425 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salary  of  the  chief  of  the  Bureau  of  Med- 
icine and  Surgery,  -----  522 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
fees  of  certain  clerks  of  the  circuit  courts,  523 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  632, 

633,  683,  686,  687,  688,  689,  690 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,        -  677,679 

Bingham,  Sarah  D.,  wife  of  James  H.  Bing- 
ham, bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -        -220 

Bishop 's,  A.  D.,  patent  for  boom  derrick,  prop- 
osition to  purchase,         ...        -  647 

Blackford,  William  M.,  late  charge  d'alfaires 
to  the  Republic  of  New  Granada,  bill  for 
the  relief  of,    -        -        -.       -        -  220,470 

Blake,  William,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,        -  572 
Blind,  grant  of  land  for  the  education  of.     (See 

Clarkeville  Institute.) 

Blodget,  Sylvanus,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     457,  572 
Blue  Book  orOificial  Register,  joint  resolution 

for  the  distribution  of  the,  among  the  sev- 
eral States,      -        -        -        -        -    572,591 

Blum,  Ceder,"  of  the  State  of  Alabama,   bill 
for  the  relief  of,  and  for  other  purposes,  -  626 

Boggs,  Eve,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,     457,  572,  681 

Bonds,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  cancel  certain,  for 

duties  on  goods  destroyed   by  fire  while 

in  the  public  store  at  Norfolk,  Virginia,  -  381 
Books  to  Senators,  resolution  providing  for,  -535, 

646 
Borland,  Solon,  of  Arkansas,     15,  18,  45,  46,  57, 

153,  162,  181,  216,  217,  218,  221,  232,  238, 
253,  263,  332,  357,  358,  372,  424,  426,  432, 
433,  436,  441,  442,  481,  488,  489,  490,  491, 
505,  521,  544,  550,  551,  579,  585,  591,  593, 

594,  600,  604,  625,  629,  654,  656,  689 

resolution  by,..   -        -         -        -        -        -  338 
remarks    on   the   bill    to  indemnify  Bryan 

Callaghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  mil- 
itary orders,   ------  156 

remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 
warrants,   265 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pierre 
Choteau&Co.,     -        -     287,288,289,290 

remarks  on  Whitney 's  project  for  a  railroad 
to  the  Pacific,  -    •     -        -        -381,382 

remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

the  debates,    ------  397 
the  credentials  of,  456 
remarks  on  the  post  office  appropriation  bill,  655 

Bosworth,  Benjamin  F..,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  143 
Boundary  line.     (See  Ioiva.) 

between  the  United  States  and  Mexico.  (See 

Treaty.) 

Bounty  lands,  joint  resolution  to  amend  the 
act  entitled  "  An  act  to  raise  for  a  limited 
time  an  additional  military  force,  and  for 

other  purposes,"  approved  February  11, 
1847,   -        -  153 

joint  resolution  extending  to  substitutes  the 
benefits  of  the  act  granting,  to  those  en- 

listed for  the  Mexican  war,     -        -    210,  585 
Bradbury,  James  W.,  of  Maine,       1,  26,  27,  81, 

113,  130,  162,  181,  190,  216,  218,  231,  274, 
324,  358,  364,  372,  380,  426,  434,  456,  481, 
482,  483,  490,  491,  521,  541,  544,  548,  553, 

580,  585,  613,  634,  647,  656,  688 

resolutions  by,  -        -       '21,  27,  130,  143,  594 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 

D.  Garrison,  -        -        -        -        -        -    81 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 

Waldron,        -        -        -        -        -        -     82 
remarks  on  the  bill   to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
ment officers  of  the  Spanish  Brig  Gil  Bias,  131 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  owners 

of  the  schooner  Ticoni,  -        -         -        -220 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Pierre 

Choteau&Co.,  -  -  -  .  -290 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  -  387 
remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

the  debates,   397 

remarks   concerning   the   protocol   accom- 
panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,     -  501,  502 

remarks  on   the   proposition  to  indemnify 
Commander  Wilkes  for  certain   costs  of 
court,   652 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  David 

Myerle,   366 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  purchase  from  Balie 

Peyton  a  tract  of  land  on  which  a  light- 
house stands,  -  }04 

Breese,  Sidney,  of  Illinois,  1,  13,  26,  27,  37,  40, 
46,  57,  58,  68,  80,  86,  91,  112,  115,  143,  180, 
181,  182,204,  210,  216,  217,  231,  232,  286, 
324,  358,  372,  376,  394,  395,  409,  410,  424, 
432,  441,456,  481,  489,  490,  511,  512,  521, 
522,  533,  544,  550,  560,  572,  573,  579,  581, 

586,  625,  626,  666 

resolutions  by,  -  27,  46,  86,  112,  395,  441,  666 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid,  indirectly,  the 

construction  of  the   railroad   across   the 

Isthmus  of  Panama,       -        -        -       50,  52 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  ascertainment 

of  titles  to  land  in  California,  -        -  144 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  ascertaining  titles  to 

land  in  California  and  New  Mexico,      -  236, 

259,  265 
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Breese,  Sidney,  of  Illinois — 
remarks  on  the  bill  relative  to  military  land 

warrants,        --."-.  263>  2G4>  265 
remarks  on  the  resolution  proposing  the  re- 

duction of  the  price  of  the  pine  lands  in 
Florida,  -        -        -        -        -        -        -  339 

remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 
the  debates,    ------  397 

Bright,  Jesse  D.,  of  Indiana,      3,  68,  81,  96,  101, 

102,  103,  112,  120,  162,  204,  218,  253,'  267, 291,  338,  358,  359,  364,  380,  381,  409,  434, 
455,  469,  482,  488,  505,  546,  553,  600,  601, 

603,  613,  655,  666,  669,  682 

resolutions  by,   78,  231 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  David 

Myeile,  -        -    '    -        -        -        -        -  366 remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -        -        -        -     47 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonel 

Robert  Wallace,      -        -        -        -     •    -     80 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Captain 

John  Percival,        -----  291 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,   -  387 
remarks  concerning  the  plan  of  reporting 

the  debates,     ------  395 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  pen- 

sion laws,       -----  433,  491 
remarks  on  the  •appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,       -        --.--.-        "        -  526 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,      ""-        -        -  629 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  employ  the 

Government  transports  to  carry  the  mail 
from  New  Orleans  to  Vera  Cruz,    -        -  650 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend*cer- 
tain  laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cali- 

fornia,   -        -        -      .  -    683,  686,  688,  689 
Bruff,  Piler,  of  the  State  of  Alabania,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,  -        -  -        -        -  625 
Bryan,  A.  C,  and  others,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  162, 

541,  585 

Bryan,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  291 
Bryan,  John  A.,  joint  resolution  for  relief  of,  541 
Buchanan,  James,  Secretary  of  State,  his  in- 

structions to  the  American  Ministers  in 
Mexico,  and  communications   with   the 
Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  in  Mexico,  494 

Buck,  Mary,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  579,  681 
Bull,  Archibald,  and  Lemuel  S.  Finch,  bill 

for  the  relief  of,  -  -  -  -  -  80 
Bureaus,  bill  to  require  the  heads  of,  and 

other  officers  at  the  seat  of  Government, 
in  examining  and  deciding  upon  claims 
arising  out  of  the  late  war  with  Mexico, 
to  give  preference  and  priority  in  such 
examination  to  those  belonging  to,  and 
preferred  by,  widows  and  orphans  or 
their  agents,  -----  560,  585 

Burial-ground  in  Mexico,  proposition  to  ob- 
tain a,  &c,   544,  551 

Burriss,  Elizabeth,  an  act  to  confirm  her  heirs 
or  assigns  in  their  title  to  a  tract  of  land,  115 

Bush,  William  Henry,  imprisoned  in  Cuba, 
communication  concerning,     -  584 

Butler,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -560 
Butler,  Andrew  P.,  of  South  Carolina,  1,  37,  70, 

80,  81,  91,  143,  144,  155,  159,  206,  210,  263, 
286,  338,  340,  341,  342,  364,  372,  373,  380, 
386,  394,  398,  432,  469,  470,  474,  481,  490, 
502,  505,  522,  535,  536,  537,  538,  539,  572, 
573,  591,  596,  601,  604,  613,  626,  644,  645, 

647,  668,  682 
credentials  of,    -        -        -        -        -        -  324 
remarks  on  announcing  the  death  of  A.  D. 

Sims,  late  a  Representative  from  South 
Carolina,         ------     4Q 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  a.dmit  California  as  a 
State  into  the  Union,  46,  48,  49,  193, 194,  341 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 
Baldwin  for  the  destruction,  by  Govern- 

ment officers,  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias,  133 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Terri- 

tory of  Minesota,    -----  299 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 
question,         ...        -    313,  317, 313 

remarks  concerning  the  manner  in  which 
the  debates  are  reported,         -  397 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,      -----  413 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 

•    tors  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       -        -  425 remarks  on  the  South  Carolina  resolutions 

on  the  subject  of  slavery,        -        -        -  456 

Butler,  Andrew  P.,  of  South  Carolina — 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 

ging in  the  navy,    -  509,  511 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  Califor- 
nia,        -      562,  563,  632,  684,  686,  687,.  699 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  certain  foreign  ministers,  597,  598, 

603 

remarks  on  tire  census  bill,         -        -   627,  628 
remarks  concerning  the  bill  to  admit  Cali- 

fornia,   -------  668 
Butterworth,  Samuel  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  237, 553 

Byard,  Samuel  J.,  late  receiver  at  (Fairfield, 
Iowa,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -  232 

C. Caddo  boy,   bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  make  reparation  for  the  kill- 

ing  of   a,    by    the   volunteer   troops   of 

"Texas,    -        --        -        -        -        -58 
Calaghan,  Bryan,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  giving 

indemnity  for  property  destroyed  by  Gov- 
ernment officers,     -----  155 

Calhoun.,  John  C,  of  South  Carolina,  -      26,  97, 
254,  394,  508,  512,  580,  562,  591,  601,  613, 

647,  668 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  remit  duties  on  cer- 

tain goods  destroyed  by  fire,  -         -         -  645 
remarks  on  the  memorial  from  the  conven- 

tion in  New  Mexico  for  a  territorial  gov- 
ernment,        .        .        .        .  33,34,35,37 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

pay  of  certain  foreign  ministers,      -        -  603 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,         -    627,628,669 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -     '    -    672,673,676 
California,  bill  for  the  introduction  of  Califor- 

nia as  a  State  of  the  Union,  1,  21,  37,  190,  319, 
340,  381,  435,  552,  553 

remarks  on,  by — 
-Mr.  Baldwin,   47 
Mr.  Bell,         ------  197 
Mr.  Berrien,     46,  48,  193,  195,  196,  198,  341 

Mr.  Bright,   47 
Mr.  Butler,  of  South  Carolina,  -    46,  48,  49, 

193,  194,  341 

Mr.  Clayton,  -        -        -        -        -  341 
Mr.  Dayton,   197,  341 
Mr.  Dickinson,,  -  -  -  197,  198,  341 
Mr.  Douglas,    21,  46,  47,  192,  193,  194,  195, 

196,  198,  341 
Mr.  Downs,   -        -      193,  194,  195,  198,  341 
Mr.  Foote,   193,  195 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Georgia,       -        -        -     46 
Mr.  King,   197,  341 
Mr.  Niles,   49 
Mr.  Rusk,      ------     48 
Mr.  Westeott,         -        -        -        -     47,  196 
Mr.  Yulee,   47,  49 

(See  Indian  Affairs. — Surveys.) 
proposition  to  extend  the  laws  of  the  United 

States  over    California   and  New  Mex- 

ico,   -  -      ..-      ■  -        -    561,613,  683 
remarks  on  the  above,  by — 

Mr.  Atherton,         -        -    561,  565,  573,  690 
Mr.  Badger,   564 
Mr.  Bell,  -  562,  563,  564,  565,  566,  573 
Mr.  Berrien,  -  683,  686,  687,  688,  689,  690 
Mr.  Bright,  -  -  -  683,  686,  688,  689 
Mr.  Butler,  -  562,  563,  684,  686,  687,  690 
Mr.  Dayton,  -  -  -  564,  573,  574,  580 
Mr.  Dickinson,  -----  683 
Mr.  Douglas,  -        -        -    685,  690,  691 
Mr.  Foote,  561,565,  573,  683,  684,  685,  686, 

687,  688,  689,  690,  691 

-  563 

-  690 

-    683,  685,  691 

-  564,  683,  688,  689 -  683,  686 

-  686,  688,  689,  690 

683,  684,  689,  690,  691 
561,  564,  573,  683,  691 -  562,  580 

683,  685,  686 

Mr.  Hale, 
Mr.  Houston, 

Mr.  Hunter,  - Mr.  King, 

Mr.  Mason,    - 
Mr.  Turney,  - 
Mr.  Underwood, 

Mr.  Walker,  - Mr.  Webster, 
Mr.  Westeott, 

report  of  the  committee  on  the  above  bill,  -  190, 254,  262 

bill  to  establish  the  territorial  government 
of  Upper  California,        -  612,  667 

bill  to  extend  the  revenue  laws  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  over  the  territory  and  waters  of 

Upper,   667,  691 

California,  bill  for  ascertaining  claims  and 
titles  of  land  within  the  territory  of  Cali- 

fornia and  New  Mexico,  to  grant  dona- 
tion rights,  and  to  provide  for,  the  survey 

of  the  lands  therein,  -  86,144,210,230,265 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Benton,   -        -        -        -    '    -  236,  254 
Mr.  Breese,    -        -        -        -    236,  259,  265 

remarks  on  the  army  bill,  on  the  proposition 
to  extend  certain  laws  of  the  United 
States  over,  by — 

€29,  €30,  631,632,633 -    632,  633 

-  632 

-        -    629,  631,  633 

632,  633 

-  633 
-  631 

12,  14,  27, 

Mr.  Baldwin 
Mr.  Berrien, 

Mr.  Butler,    - 
Mr.  Foote,      -  -        - 
Mr.  Flale,       ...        - 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,  - 
Mr.  Westeott,         - 

(See  Mail  Route.) 
Cameron,  Simon,  of  Pennsylvania, 

40,  45,  46,  57,  68,  70",  78,  153,  155,  181,  190, 
286,  338,  380,  383,  394,  434,  435,  504,  522, 
538,  539,  548,  550,  560,  600,  601 ,  603,  604, 
613,  627,  634,  637,  644,  646,  649,  653,  668, 

669,  681,  682,  686,  688 
resolutions  by,  -        -  58,  101,  646,  666 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  finan- 
cial report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, and  touching  the  tariff  policy,  -  18,  19 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,  -  '  -  -  52,  59,  60 

remarks  concerning  the  plan  of  reporting 
the  debates,    -        -        -        -        -  395,  398 

remarks  on  presenting  a  certain  petition  011 

the  subject  of  the  tariff,  -        -        -         -  432 
remarks  concerning  the  contract  for  Con- 

gress printing,  &c,         -    432,433,435,436 
remarks  on  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to 

Mrs.  Dix,  the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  540 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  contract  for 

constructing  a  plank  road  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     -----  653 

Campbell,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  97,  533,  681 
Campbell,  William  R.,   George  Myers,  and 

John  Kincart,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      372,  411 
Canada  goods.     (See  Duties.) 

Canals,  grants  for.    (See  Michigan — Washing- 

ton City.) 

Canfield,  Lizur  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  638 
Capella,  Peter,  administrator  of  Andrew  Ca- 

pella,  deceased,  bill  for  relief  of,  -  -680 
Capo,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  -680 
Captors  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia  at  Tripoli, 

bill  for  the  relief  of  the,  -       78,  218,  373,  424 
remarks  on,  by — 

-  79 

-  425 
-  425 

-  424,  425 

-  79 

-   79,  424,  425 

-  -  424 

Mr.  Badger, 

Mr.  Berrien,  - 
Mr.  Butler,     - 
Mr.  Dix, 

Mr.  Hale,       - 

Mr.  King, 

Mr.  Underwood, 

Mr.  Yulee,      -        -        -  -     78,  424 
Carnes,  Peter  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  666 
Carrington,  H.,  executor  of  Pauline  Legrand, 

deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  681 
Carriliion,  Amelia,  of  Louisiana,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  -        ...        -        -457,681 

Cass,  Lewis,  of  Michigan,     -        -        -  681,  688 
Catalogue  of  the  library  of  Congress,  appro- 

priation to  print,     -----  603 
Catlin's  Gallery  of  Paintings,  proposition  to 

purchase,         -         -         -         -         -  604,613 
Cavan,  Timothy,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -372 
Census,  the  seventh,  or  enumeration  of  the 

inhabitants  of  the  United  States,  bill  to 
the,  -     140,  593,  626,  646 provide  for  taking 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Badger,   -         -         -         . 
Mr.  Bright,    - 
Mr.  Butler,     - Mr.  Calhoun, 

Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts, 

Mr.  Hunter,  -        -        -      .  ■ 
Mr.  Underwood,    - Mr.  Westeott, 

Certificates  of  merit   for  non-commissioned 

officers,  proposition  for,  -        -  -  -625 
Champlin,  Stephen,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  291 
Chaplain,  concerning  the  appointment  of,     14,  18 

the  election  of,  -        -        -        -        -        -    21 
Charleston.     (See  Mints.) 

Chase,  Ann,  joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of,  220 

-  627,  628 

-  629 

-  627,  628 

627,  628,  669 
-  526,  669 

-  628 

-  627,  629 

627,  668 
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Cherokee  nation,  communication  concerning 

the  claims  of  the,   -         -        r        -   298,440 
Cherokee  claims,  discussion  concerning  the,  383, 

•     674,  680 

Childs,  Henry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -612 
Chili.     (See  Missions.) 
Chinn,T.W.,  and  others,  bill  for  relief  of,101,  680 
Chippewa  Indians,  joint  resolution  to  defray 

the  expcnses'of  them  and  their  interpret- 

er, -        -       *   536 their  communication,  and  remarks  thereon,  536 
Chouteau,  Pierre,  jr.,  &  Co.,  bill  for  the  relief 

of, 

remarks  on,  by- 
Mr.  Borland, 
Mr.  Bell, 
Mr.  Bradbury, 

287, 
-  220,  287 

288,  289,  290 
-  288,289 

-  290 

City  Hall  building,  Washington  city,  appro- 
priation to  finish  the,      -        -        -        - 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Allen,      ------ 
Mr.  Atherton,         - 
Mr.  Bright,   
Mr.  Hale,   
Mr.  Hunter,  ------ 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Georgia,       - 
Kins Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 

Miller,     - 
Niles,      - Rusk, 

Westcott, 

523 

524 
523 526 
526 
524 

523 

524 524 

525 525 
524 

Civil  and  diplomatic  expenditures  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  bill  making  appropriation  for 

the,  for  the  year  ending  30ih  June,  1850,  340, 
442,  502,  522,  545,  552,  553,  561,  573,  585, 

591,  594,  613,  656,  680,  682 

debate  on  the.     (See  California — Missouri.) 
Claflin,  George  S.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,     -  534 
Claims,  the  Committee  on,    -        -        -       27,  68 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -   130,  143 
reports  from  the,       68,  120,  162,  324,  372,  490, 

521    535   544   572 

bills  reported  from  the,      86,  162,'l90,'231,'324, 372,  380,  435,  456,  490,  505,  521,  535,  544, 
550,  560,  572,  585,  600,  625,  666 

discharged  from  the  consideration  of  sub- 
jects,        521,  645 

to  employ  a  clerk  annually,        -        -   ]30,  644 
Claims  of  individuals  for  supplies  to  the  vol- 

unteers, joint  resolution  explanatory  of 
the  act  of  June  2,  1848,  entitled  "  An  act 
to  refund  money  for  expenses  incurred, 
subsistence   or  transportation  furnished, 
for  the  use  of  volunteers  during  the  Mex- 

ican war,  before  being  mustered  or  re- 

ceived into  the  service  of  the  U.  States,"  162 
Claims  to  land.     (See  California.) 
Claims  of  officers  and  soldiers.      (See  Virginia 

Stale  and  Continental  Lines.) 

Claims  of  Georgiai     (See  Georgia — JV.  Hamp- 
shire.) 

Claims    of    widows.      (See    Bureaus — Land 
Claims.) 

Claims,  list  of,  to  be  printed,         -  482 
Claims  against  the  United  States,  bill  for  the 

investigation  of,      -        -        -        -   372,  491 
Claims  under  the  armed  occupation  act,  ap- 

propriation to  employ  a  person  to  exam- 
ine the,  --------  604 

Clapper,  Elizabeth,  of  Muskingum  county, 
Ohio,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -        -  204 

Clarke,  John  H.,of  Rhode  Island,   1,27,  144,237, 
252,  291,  324,  329,  380,  459,  482,  504,  579, 

604,  626,  666,  681 

resolutions  by,  -        -         78,  86,  130,  143,  585 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,        51 

remarks  concerning  treaties  of  reciprocity,  143 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  construct  a 

plank  road  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  653 
Clark,  Catharine,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  C,C,6 
Clarke,  Satterlee,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  681 
Clarksvillo  Institute  for  the  Education  of  the 

Blind,  and  for  other  purposes  of  educa- 
tion, in  the  State  of  Arkansas,        -        -  591 

Classification.     (See    Clerks  in  the  Military Bureau*.) 

Clayton,  John  M.,  of  Delaware,  18,  78,  112,  120 
180,  185,  253,  254,  263,  286,  409,  441 

resoluiions  by,   409,441 
remarks  on  the  memorial  from  the  conven- 

ln  New  Mexico  for  a  territorial  gov- 
ernment,        ---        .         34,  35(  36 

Clayton,  John  M.,  of  Delaware — 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  the 

purchase  of  astronomical  instruments,     233, 
234,  236 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,      -----  414 

remarks   concerning   the    protocol    accom- 
panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,     -    499,  502 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  navy,     -        -        -        -    511,  512 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  purchase  from  Balie 

Peyton  a  tract  of  land  on  which  a  light- 
house stands,  -  103,  104 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -  -341 
Clerical  services,  voluntary,  debate  on  a  prop- 

osition to  pay  for,  ------  154 
Clerks  in  the  Adjutant  General's  Office,  prop- 

osition to  pay  for  extra  services  of,  -  638 
(See  Provident  Jlssociation  of  Clerks.) 

Clerks  of  circuit   courts,   proposition  to  in- 
crease the  fees  of  certain,         -  522 

Clerks,  three  to  be  continued  in* the  General 

Land  Office,    -        -     '  -        -        -        -  604 
Clerks  and  messengers  of  the  several  depart- 

ments, proposition  to  increase  the  pay  of,  545 
Clerks,  messengers,  &c,  of  Senate.    (iieeEx- 

tra  Pay.) 

Clerks  in  the  military  bureaus,  bill  to  provide 
for  the  classification  of  the,  and  for  other 

purposes,         ------  5Q5 
Click,  Henry,  of  Cocke  county,  Tennessee, 

an  act  to  increase  the  pension  of,    -        -  469 
Coast  survey,  the  operations  of  the,       -         -     26 

statement  of  the  appropriations  for  the,       -  105 
proposition  to  reduce  the  appropriation  for 

the,         -        -        -        -        -        -    552,553 
in  Florida,  ------  553 

Cobbs,  Elizabeth  S.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  457,  592, 
646,  681 

Cochran,  Lieut.  Richard  E.,  deceased,  bill  for 
-  the  relief  of  the  widow  of,       -        -        -  162 

Cogswell,  E.  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  469 
Coinage  of  gold  dollars  and  double  eagles,  bill 

to  authorize  the,         -        -    424,  560,  579,  667 
Goody,    Susan,    a    Cherokee    woman,    and 

others,  joint   resolution    authorizing   an 
examination  and  payment  to,  for  certain 

property  destroyed  by  United  States  sol- 
diers,     -        -        .        ...        .  625 

Cooper,  Hon.  James,  of  Pennsylvania,  -  231 
Cole,  Edward,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  533 
Cole,  A.  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -       •-        -  581 
Collection  district,  bill  to  establish  a,  in  the 

State  of  New  Yo'rk,         -        -        -       70,78 
bill  to  establish  a,  in  the  State  of  Arkansas,  232 
bill  to  transfer  the  towns  of  Vinal  Haven, 

North  Haven,  and  Islesboro',  from  the 
collection  district  of  Penobscot  to  that  of 

Belfast,  in  the  State  of  Maine,        -   585,  646 
bill  to  establish  the,  of  Brazos  de  Santiago, 

in  the  State  of  Texas,     -        -    340,  667,  669 
Collins,  E.  K.,  proposition  to  modify  the  con- 

tract with,  for  carrying  the  foreign  mails,  647 
Colonization  of  colored  persons  in  Liberia. 

Remarks  concerning  the  question  of  ap- 
propriations by  the  Government  towards 

the,         -        •■     -   -        -        -    189, 190,  206 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Berrien,   21Q 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,      -        -        -209 
Mr.  Dayton,  -        -        -    206,  208,  209,  110 
Mr.  Douglas,   208 
Mr.  Hale,       -        -        -        -        -  207,  208 
Mr.  Mason,   209 
Mr.  Metcalfe,   207 
Mr.  Niles,   210 

Mr.  Underwood,    -        -        -        -   206,  208 

Colton,  Levi  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   '-         -  436 
Colt,  Samuel,  report  on  the  memorial  of,        -  505 

Colt's  pistols,  appropriation  to  purchase,  634,680 
Commerce,  the  Committee  on,         -        -         -  27 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,  441,  4S2,  550,  553 
bills  reported  from,  68,  120,  338,  469,  481,  535, 

550,  572,  612,  646,  667 

discharged  from  subjects,   -        -        -  338,  682 
reports,       -        -        -        -        -    .     -  338,  469 

Commissioner  of  Pensions,  bill  to  continue  the 

office  of  the,    -        ,        -        -        -   143,237 
report  of  the,  >.  162 

Commissioner  of  Patents,  proposition  to  print 
the  report  of,  -        -  -        -    187,  338 

report  from,       -        -      504,535,585,635,666 

Commissioners,  joint  resolution  authorizing 

the  appointment  of,  to  examine  into  cer- 
tain Indian  debt  claims,  -  182 

Commissioner  of  Customs.     (See  Department 
of  the  Interior.) 

Committees,  to  wait  on  the  President,      1,  3,  692, 

standing,    -------27 select,         -        -        40,159,409,544,551,560 

special,       -------  342 
to  wait  on  the  President  elect,    -        -        -  535 
to  receive  the  President  elect,     -        -        •  600 
of  conference,     -        ...        -    637,667,668 

Committees  appointed  at  3d  Session.      (See 

Jlppendix.) Compacts  with  Alabama  and  Mississippi.  (See 
Funds.) 

Compensation.     (See  Land  Officers.) 

Congress,    bill   giving'  the  assent  of.      (See 

Illinois.) 

Conley,  James  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  291 
Constitation  of  the  United  States,  resolutions 

by  Mr.  Bagby  defining  the  nature  and 

,       powers  of  the,  &c,         -        -        -        -    28 
(See  Fugitive  Slaves.) 
joint  resolution  to  amend  the,     -        -   580,  585 

Consuls  and  Vice  Consuls.     (See  Seamen.) 
Contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate,  committee 

to  audit  and  control  the,  -        -        -     28 
resolution  of  instruction  to  trte,  -        -        -  572 
reports  from,       -  585,590,666 

Conveyance  of  vessels,  bill  for  recording  the, 

and  for  other  purposes,  -  681 

Corwin,  Thomas,  of'Ohio,    1,  78,  86,  101,  181, 
324, 372,  409,  424,  432, 455,  520,  521,  590,  646 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P. 

Baldwin,   86,  87 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cadwal- 

ader  Wallace,  - 
remarks  in  reply  to  Mr.Foote,  defensive  of 

Judge  McLean, 

325, 

267 

326 Courts.  Bill  in  addition  to  the  act  to  regulate 
the  appellate  duties  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States  in  certain  cases,  and 
for  other  purposes,  approved  February 22,  1817, 

190,  645 
bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  An  act  to  regu- 

late the  mode  of  practice  in  the  courts  of 
the  United  States  for  the  district  of  Lou- 

isiana, approved  May  26,  1824,       -        -  626 
bill  to  change  the  times  of  holding  the  dis- 

trict courts  of  the  United  States  for  the 

western  district  of  Virginia,  and  for  other 

purposes,        ------  275 
an  act  to  amend  the  act  regulating  the  dis- 

trict courts  of  the  United  States  in  the 

district  of  Alabama,  -  -  '-  286,338 bill  to  establish  an  additional  district  court 
of  the  United  States  in  the  State  of  Tex- 
as,   ^373,  440 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Dayton,        -        -        -        -       •-  410 
Mr.  Rusk,-        -        -        -        -         -  410 
Mr.  Westcott,   411 

bill  entitled  An  act  to  regulate  the  mode  of 
practice  in  the  courts  of  the  United  States 
for  the  district  of  Louisiana,  approved 

May  20,  1824,   469 
bill  to  amend  an  act  in  addition  to  an  act  for 

the  admission  of  Iowa  into  the  Union, 

concerning,     -        -        -  -      -        -  410,  505 
bill  to  authorize  the  judge  of  the  courts  of 

the  United  States  of  the  fifth  circuit  to 
hold  the  circuit  courts  for  the  district  of 

Kentucky,      ------  644 
(See  Clerks  of  Courts.) 

Couvillion,  Amelia,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  505 
Crandall,  Sarah,  bill  granting  a  pension  to,    -  561 
Crawford,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  585 
Crimes  against  the  United  States,  bill  to  pro- 

vide for  the  punishment  of  certain,  and 
for  other  purposes,  approved  January  28, 

1847,       -        -        -■-•-        -        -        -  645 
Cross,  Truman,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs 

of,  -        :   442 
Cuba,  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the  ru- 

mored negotiations  for  purchase  of,  46,  58, 162 

Custom-house  at  New  Orleans,  concerning  ap- 
propriation for  the  erection  of  the,  -        -  506 

Customs.     (See  Revenues.) 
D. 

Dallas,  George  M.,  Vice  President,  his  vale- 

dictory, 

vote  of  thanks  to, 

645 
646 



THE  CONGRESSIONAL  .GLOBE. 

VII 

Dameron,    Martha,    widow   of   Christopher 
Tompkins,  bill  for  relief  of,  457,  534,  581,  585 

Dameron,  Polly,  widow  of  Charles  Dameron, 
deceased,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -  534,  667 

Dana,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  457,  612 
Darby,  Salsey,  of  Randolph  county,  Georgia, 

an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -        -         -286,358 

Davenport,  James  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -  115 
Davis,  John,  of  Massachusetts,   1,  27,   115,  204, 

206,  210,  217,  252,  253,  254,  286,  298,  357, 
394,  433,  489,  505,  521,  522,  525,  527,  541, 
544,  552,  553,  581,  601,  604,  612,  625,  626, 

644,  645,  654,  669,  581,  691,  692 
resolutions  by,  -----   505,  533 
remarks  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  purchase 

for  the  United  States,  from  Balie  Peyton, 

of  a  tract  of  land  on  which  light-house 
stands,    -        -        -        -        -   101,  103,  104 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin 

Emmons,        ------  219 
remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  for  the  nat- 

uralist to  the  Exploring  Expedition,  292,  362 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  print  the  pension 
laws,  -----  433 

remarks  on  the  proposition  for  a  light-boat,  527 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 

rial government  of  Minesota,      635,  636,  637 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,         -        -   626,  669 
remarks^n  the  appropriation  for  a  survey 

of  the  reefs,  shoals,  &c,  on  the  coast  of 

south  Florida,       ■"■-.        -        -        -        -  654 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -        -        -   669,670 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,       -  279 

Davis,  Jefferson,  of  Mississippi,  1,  13,  21,  27,  40, 
45,  68,  97,  101,  112,  120,  130,  153,  162,  185, 
210,  217,  218,  237,  262,  338,  340,  372,  409, 
442,  455,  456,  481,  482,  489,  490,  505,  520, 
521,  535,  538,  551,  552,  553,  561,  579,  580, 
585,  600,  604,  613,  637,  638,  645,  647,  667, 

680,  682,  685,  686,  689,  692 
resolutions  by,  101,   210,  231,  380,  481,  533, 

600,  667 

remarks  on  the  postage  bill,         -        -  276,277 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the 

financial  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury,       -        -  _      -     .   -        -       18,  19 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Cadwala- 

■der  Wallace  for  a  horse  surrendered  to 

the  enemy,      ------  100 
remarks  on  a  petition  on  the  subject  of  col- 

onizing free  persons  of  color,  -        -        -  209 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  the 

purchase  of  astronomical  instruments,    -  234 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,         -         -         -         -    •    -         -  264 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  concerning  the  slavery 

question,  ------  314 
remarks  on  the  resolution  proposing  the  re- 

duction of  price  of  pine  lands  in  Florida,  339 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,      -----  414 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 

Dix,   -        -  538 
remarks  concerning  the  National  Observa- 

tory,      -----       ^-        -  566 
his  report  from  the  committee  to  announce 

to  General  Taylor  his  election  as  Presi- 
dent,      -        -        -         -        -  .     -        -  600 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

pay  of  certain  foreign  ministers,      -        -  602 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  employ  the 

Government  transports  to  carry  the  Uni- 
ted States  mail  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera 

Cruz,       -        -        -        -        -   649,  650,  651 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,        -    670,  673,  677,  678 
Davis,  Lot,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    ,.-        -        -  560 
Davis,  Solomon,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  612 
Dayton,  William  L.,  of  New  Jersey,  3,  14,  37,  40, 

143,  181,  184,  190,  204,  216,  254,  292,  331, 
346,  373,  394,  424,  441,  459,  505,  535,  536, 
545,  548,  561,  572,  585,  586,  591,  594,  604, 

613,  683 
resolutions  by,  ------  153 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  certain 

maps,      -         -   204 
remarks  concerning  the  right  of  petition  and 

the  subject  of  colonizing  free  persons  of 
color,      -         -        -        -    206,  208,  209,  210 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  district 

court  of  the  United  States  in  Texas,       -  410 

Dayton,  William  L.,  of  New  Jersey — 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Pana- 

ma, - •        -  460,  461,  462 
remarks  concerning  the  protocol  accompa- 

nying the  treaty  with  Mexico,         -■       -501 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  564, 
573,  574,  580 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,  -  -        -        -   197,341 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,        -        -        -  275 

Dawson,  Wm.  C,  of  Georgia,  credentials  of,  644 
Dawson,   Frederick,   Frederick   Schott,   and 

Elisha  D.  Whitney,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   80, 
290,  299,  363,  373 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,     -        -  374,  375 
Mr.  Phelps,    -        -        -        -  299,  373,  375 

Debates.     (See  Reports  of.) 

Debts  of  Texas,  remarks  concerning  the  lia- 
bility of  the  Government  for  the  debts  of 

Texas,   -----    299,  363,  373 
De  Buys,  William,  late  postmaster  at  New 

Orleans,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -    97,  380,  424, 
432,  482 

De  Kalb,  Major  General  Baron,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  grandchildren  of,'-         -     97,585 
De  Kay,  Commodore,  proposition  to  pay  the 

widow  of,       -        -        -  ■      -        -        -  604 
De  la  Roche,  G.  F.,  and  William  P.  Sanger, 

bill  for  the  relief  of,         -         -        -        -  291 
Department  of  the  Interior,  bill  to  establish  a 

Home  Department,  and  to  provide   for 
the  Treasury  Department  an   Assistant 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  Commis- 
sioner of  the  Customs,    -        -       .-        -  669 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Allen,     -        -        ...    670,  679 
Mr.  Berrien,   677,  679 
Mr.  Calhoun,  -  -  -  672,  673,  676 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts,  -  669,  670 
Mr.  Davis,  .of  Mississippi,  670,  673,  677,  678 
Mr.  Dickinson,       -        -        -        -        -  680 
Mr.  Downs,   679 
Mr.  Foote,     -        -        -        -    670,  673,  676 
Mr.  Hunter,  -        -     670,  673,  674,  675,  678 
Mr.  Mason,    -        -        -     672,  676,  677,  679 
Mr.  Niles,      -        -        -         -        -    671,  680 
Mr.  Webster,         -  671,  677 

Depositaries  of  the  public  moneys,  commis- 
sions to,  ------  G03 

Devlin,  J.  S.,  administrator  of  E.  J.  Weed, 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  sureties  of,  -         -  535 

Devlin,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  154 
Des  Moines  Rapids.     (See  Illinois.) 
Dickinson,  Daniel  S.,  of  New  York,       1,  14,  18, 

26,  27,  37,  39,  45,  78,  82,  85,  97,  105,  130, 
152,  153,  154,  162,  181,  190,  204,205,206, 
210,  231,  237,  253,  262,  274,  290,  291,  298, 
324,  342,  347,  365,  386,  394,  402,  415,  424, 
441,  469,  482,  488,  541,  544,  548,  573,  579, 
580,  584,  593,  594,  601,  604,  613,  625,  637, 

646,  647,  654,  666,  682,  689 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -        18,  27,  324,  612 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,      -        -    197,  198,  341 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,    276,  278,  342,  447 
remarks  on  the  death   of  Hon.  Dixon  H. 

Lewis,    -------     16 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  certain 

maps.      -     -   -        -        -        -        -        -  205 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  on  the  slavery  ques- 
tion,      -  310,313,314,317 

remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

the  debates,    -     '    -         -        -        -         -  395 
remarks  concerning  the  public  printing,      -  436 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 

ging in  the  navy,   -         -        -    ■     -    508,  512 
remarks  on- the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salaries  of  certain  foreign  ministers,   596,  597 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Interior,        -        -        -        -  680 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  cer- 
tain laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cali- 

fornia,   -------  683 
District  of  Columbia,  the  Committee  on,         -     27 
-  resolutions  of  instruction  to  the  Committee,     86 

discharged  from" subjects,  -        -        -        -  332 
bills  reported  from  the,       -  456,  593 

petition  of  the  people  of  the,  for  the  aboli- 
tion of  slavery  and  the  slave  trade,  -   311,  324 

(See  Oak  Hill  Cemetery—  City  Hall — JJppeals.) 

Dix,  Mary  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  490, 505,  537,  581 
Dix,  Johm  A.,  of  New  York,  1,  26,  27,  28,  37, 

39,  45,  46,  61,  68,  70,  78,  86,  103,  112,  120, 
143,  152,  153,  162,  182,  309,  324,  338,  372, 
380,  409,  424,  432,  433,  436,  441,  442,  455, 
469,  481,  482,  490,  491,  504,  505,  535,  552, 
553,  561,  572,  579,  586,  593,  594,  596,  604, 
612,  613,  625,  634,  638,  646,  647,  654,  667, 

681,  682,  691 

resolution  by,     -   666 
remarks  on  the  death  of  Hon.  Dixon  H. 

Lewis,    -------     ig 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  in  the  construc- 

tion of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the 

Isthmus  of  Panama,        -        -        -         -     52 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  concerning  the  slavery 
question,         -        -        -    309,  310, 312, 317 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 
tors of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       -   424,425 

remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  reciprocity 
of  trade  with  Canada,     -         -    182,184,327 

Documentary  History,  joint  resolution  autho- 
rizing the  distribution  of  the  American 

Archives,  under  the  direction  of  the  joint 
Committee  of  the  Library,  to  literary  in- 

stitutions in  the  several  States  and  Terri- 
tories,   -        -        -  -    572,  625,  669 

Dodge,  Henry,  of  Wisconsin"       -         1,  97,  101, 143   455   594   625 

Dodge,  Augustus  C,  of  Iowa,    97,'l20,'l30,'l89, 262,  289,  323,  409,  410,  512,  535,  573,  581, 

603,  613,  692 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -     130,  217,  324,  692 
credentials  of,     -----        -  488 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Terri- 

tory of  Minesota,    -----  299 remarks  on  the  bill  declarative  of  the  act  for 

the  admission  of  Iowa  into  the  Union,    -  410 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  to  the 

delegation  of  Chippewa  Indians,     -        -536 
Dollars,  gold,     (See  Coinage.) 
Doniphan,  Colonel.     (See  Thanks.) 
Douglas,  Stephen  A.,  of  Illinois,       1,  14,  21,  37, 

45,  46,  68,  78,  181,  182,  190,  262,  286,  299, 
340,  342,  364,  381,  394,  409,  410,  411,  435, 
441,  459,  544,  545,  551,  553,  573,  579,  586, 

591,594,604,  626,  634,  647,  667,  668 
resolutions  by,  -         -        :       86,  130,  544,  600 

•   remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 
State  into  the  Union,       -  21, 
46,  47,  192,  193,  194,  195,  196,  198,  341,  668 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     -        -         60,  61,  402,  411 

remarks  on  a  petition  upon  the  subject  of 

colonizing  free  persons  of  color,  &c,       -  208 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territory 

of  Minesota,  -        -        -     298,  299,  635,  636 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  concerning  the  slavery 

question,         ------  314 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  Califor- 
nia,       -        -        -        -        -    685,  690,  691 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  recipro- 

city of  trade  with  Canada,      -  185 
Downs,  Isaac,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  469 
Downs,  Solomon  W.,  of  Louisiana,        1,  26,  40, 
-  46,  58,  68,  81,  97,  101,  104,  112,  115,  122, 

153,  159,  162,  204,  253.  254,  263,  357,  358, 
376,  411,  424,  461,  469,  470,  482,  491,  505, 
506,  544,  553,  566,  572,  573,  580,  585,  594, 

626,  636,  666,  669 
resolutions  by,  -         -        -        -        46,  68,  163 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,    193,  194,  195,  198,  341 

remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  reciproci- 
ty of  trade  with  Canada,        -  186 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     .         -        -        -     59,  399 

remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of 

the  Saginaw  lands,  -     ,  -         -        -     98 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  concerning  the  slavery 

question,         -  315,  316,  318 
remarks  concerning  the  inaccuracy  of  the 

report  of  his  remarks  in  the  "  Union,"  -  357 remarks  concerning  the  construction  of  the 
custom-house  at  New  Orleans,        -        -  506 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
fees  of  the  clerks  of  certain  circuit  courts,  523 
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Downs,  Solomon  W.,  of  Louisiana — 
remarks  on  a  proposition  to  employ  Gov- 

ernment transports  to  carry  the  United 
States  mail  from  New  Orleans  to^Vera 
Cruz,   649, 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -»'■-'..- Duncan,  Silas,  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
widow  and  heirs  of,  late  commandant  in 

the  United  States  Navy,  -        -      .  -  457 
Duties  on  tonnage,  motion  for  a  select  com 

mittee  on,  - 
Duties,  bill  for  the  remission  of,  on  an  equato- 

rial telescope  contracted  for  in  London  by 
the  trustees  of  the  university  of  Alabama,    40, 

46,58 
bill  to  admit  certain  articles  of  the  growth 

or  production  of  Canada  into  the  United 
States  free  of  duty,  upon  the  condition 
that  the  like  articles,  of  the  growth  or 

production  of  the  United  States  are  ad- 
mitted into  Canada  free  of  duty,     -        -   46, 

61,  68,  182,  190 

650 

679 

130 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Dix, 
iVIr.  Douglas, 
Mr.  Downs,  - 
Mr.  Hunter,  - 
Mr.  Pearce,    - 
Mr.  Phelps,    - 

Mr.' Westcott,' 

-  182,  184,  327 
-  185 
-  186 
-  184 
-  182 
-  185 
-  185 

bill  to  remit  or  refund   duties  upon  goods, 
wares,  and   merchandise,   destroyed    by 
fire,        -----    585,  626,  644 
(See  Bonds.) 

discriminating. — (See  Spanish  Vessels.) 
Duvall,  John  P.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  505 

.    E. 

Educational  Fund.     (See  Imoa.) 
Eddy,  Joshua,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  heirs  of,   97,  380 
Edwards,  Abraham,  register  of  the  land  office, 

Kalamazoo,  Michigan,  bill  to  provide  for 
the  final  settlement  of  the  accounts  of,     -  581 

Electoral  votes.     (See  Mileage  to  Messengers.) 
Electro-magneticar  power  as  an  agent  for  loco- 

motion and  navigation,  appropriation  to 
test,        -        -        -        -        -      59,  612,  654 

Emerson,  John  C,  the  case  of,  referred  to  the 
Navy  Department  for  report,  -        -   253,  490 

Emigrants  to  California.  (See^ms  and  Am- 
munition.) 

Emmons,  Calvin,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  by  the 
80,  218 -  219 

-  219 

-  218,  219 
-  219 

218,  219 

217 

398 

extension  of  his  patent, 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Baldwin,  ... 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts, 
Mr.  Niles,      - 
Mr.  Phelps,    - 
Mr.  Westcott,        - 

Engineers  in  the  Navy,  proposition  to  fix  their 

pay,        -         -    '     -         -         -         -         -  648 Engrossed  bills,  Committee  on,      -        -        -     28 
Entries  of  public  land.     (See  Public  Land.) 
Enrolled  Bills,  Committee  on,        -        -       28,  37 
Evans,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -         -     81 
Everglades.     (See  Florida.) 
Evidence.     (Sec  Pensions.) 
Explosions  on  board  of  steamboats,  the  re- 

port of  the  Commissioner  of  Patents  on, 
Exploring  Expedition,  bill  for,the  relief  of  the 

forward  officers  of  the,    - 
joint  resolution  directing  the  Government  of 

Russia  to  be  supplied  with  certain  vol- 
umes of  the  Narrative  of  the,  -        -        -553 

appropriation  to  complete  the  works  of  the,  603 
Extra  pay  to  clerks,  messengers,  &c,  of  the 

Senate,  proposition  for,  -  656,  666 
False  swearing,  bill  providing  for  the  punish- 

ment of,  in  certain  cases,         -       33,  46,  153 
Falls  of  St.  Mary,  grant  of  land  to  make  a 

canal  around  the.     (See  Michigan.) 
Felch,  Alpheus,  of  Michigan,      1,  18,  39,  78,  81, 

97,  105,  143,  162,  217,  274,  290,   324,  455, 
535,  553,  5G0,  561,  604,  625 

resolutions  by,  -  -      97,  304,  544 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of 

the  Saginaw  lands,  -        -  98,112 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 

13.  Garrison,  ---...  J3j 

remark's  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  New   York   concerning  the  slavery 
question,   318 

Felch,  Alpheus,  of  Michigan — 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  to  the 

delegation  of  Chippewa  Indians,     -        -537 
Fees.     (See  Clerks  of  Courts.) 
Finance,  the  Committee  on,  -  27,  593 

resolution  of  instruction  to  the,  -        -     46,130 
discharged  from  subjects,  -       58,  253,  298,  625 
bills  reported  from  the,  190,  286,  298,  424,  442, 

456,  481,  560,  579,  585,  600,  667 

reports  from  the,        -----  298 
Fisher,  Marvin  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  358 
Fitch,  Horatio,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -   457,  593 
Fitzgerald,  Thomas,  of  Michigan,        1,  218,  317, 

324,  432,  504,  681 
resolution  hy      -----         -  591 

Fitzpatrick,  Benjamin,  of  Alabama,  18,  101,  103, 
190,  218,  324,  372,  435,  521,  550,  560,  579, 

585,  600,  613,  666 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  certain 

maps,     -        -        -        -         -        -   204, 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 

of  New   York    concerning   the   slavery 

question,         ------ Flanagan,  Andrew,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Fletcher,  Stoughton  A.,  bill  for  relief  of,  635,  667 
Flogging  in  the  navy,  remarks  on  a  petition 

concerning,     ------  488 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish,  by — 

205 

314 681 

Mr.  Atherton, 

Mr.  Badger,  - 
Mr.  Benton,  - 
Mr.  Butler,  - 
Mr.  Clayton, - Mr.  Dickinson, 

Mr.  Hale,  - 
Mr.  Niles,  - 
Mr.  Phelps,  - Mr.  Yulee, 

508 

-  506,  507,  508 

-  513 

-  -  509,  511 

-  511,  512 
-  508,  512 

506,  507,  508,  509,  512 
----  510 

-  512 

-  510,  512 

Florida,  bill  to  authorize  the  draining  of  the 
Everglades  in  the  State  of,  and  to  grant 

the  same  to  said  State  for  that  purpose,  - 68,  87, 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Baldwin,   

Mr.  Benton,  ------ 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Louisiana,    - Mr.  Niles, 

46, 

120 

89 

91 

90 

87 
Mr.  Underwood,    -  87,  88,  90,  120 
Mr.  Westcott,        -  68,  70,  87,  88,  89,90,  120 
Mr.  Yulee,     -        -         -        -  69,  70,  87 

(See  Jllabama — Iowa — Pine  Lands — Union 
Bank.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  180,  274,  286, 
409,  553 

proposition  for  the  transfer  of  the  archives 
of,  ------   595,  603 

Florida  Reefs,  proposed  appropriation  for  the 
survey  of  the  reefs,  shoals,  &c,  on  the 
coasts  of  South  Florida,  -        -  654 

Flower,  Sidney,  of  Louisiana,  an  act  for  re- 
lief of,  and  for  other  purposes,  457,  505,  667 

Foote,  Henry  S.,  of  Mississippi,  1,  68,  162,  237, 
254,  277,  278,  279,  319,  340,  341,  342,  358, 
375,  398,  442,  455,  459,469,472,481,483, 
497,  505,  535,  537,  544,550,553,581,584, 
586,  594,  601,  603,  604,  613,  626,  629,  534, 

653,  6«2,  692 

resolutions  by,   -        -        -        -        -       58,  68 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -  193,  195 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  finan- 

cial report  of  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  -     19 
remarks  on  the  memorial  from  a  convention 

of  New  Mexico,  for  a  territorial  govern- 
ment,       35,  36 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,  59,  60,  61,  398,  400,  401,  402 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
chase of  astronomical  instruments,  and 

concerning  the  Mexican  war,  -  234,  235 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York  concerning  the  slavery 
question,   310,  316 

personal  explanation  by,  concerning  a  pre- 
vious criticism  of  the  views  of  Judge  Mc- 
Lean,       324,  326 

remarks  on  Whitney's  project  for  a  railroad 
to  the  Pacific,  -  -        -   381,  382 

remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

the  debates,  *-    '    -        -    *    -        -        -  397 remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 
of  a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Pan- 

ama,      -.-....  460,  461 

Foote,  Henry  S.,  of  Mississippi — 
remarks  concerning    the    protocol  accom- 

panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,    -  498,  499, 500,  501,  502 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  561, 
565,  573,  629,  631,  633,683,684,685,686, 

687,  688,  689,  690,  691 
remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  a  minister 

to  Chili,  -    '     -        -        -        -  595,  596 remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 

rial government  of  Minesota,  -        -        -637 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -        -     670,673,676 
remarks  on  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill,  682,  683 

Fontaine,  E.  J.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -     70 
Foreign  Relations,  Committee  on,  -        -    27 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the  committee 

on,  -        -        -        -        -        -     86,298 
bills  reported  from  the  committee  on,    667,  681 

discharged  from  subjects,  -        -        -        -  682 
Ford,  Augustus,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  490 
Fortifications,  bill  making  appropriations  for 

certain,  of  the  United  States,  for  the  year 
ending  30th  June,  1850,  -  521,  560,  629,  656, 

669,  674 
Fort  Gibson,  appropriation  to  complete,    629,  674 
Fort  Covington.     (See  Port  of  Delivery.) 
Fox  and  Wisconsin  river  reservation  in  the 

State  of  Wisconsin,  bill  in  relation  to,  612,  626 

France,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -   457,572 
Freeman,  Rebecca,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    457,  612 

Fugitive  slaves,   bill  to  provide  for  the  more 
effectual  execution  of  the  third  clause  of 
the  second  section  of  the  4th  article  of 
the   Constitution   of  the  United  States, 

concerning,     ------  470 
Fugate,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -681 
Fuller,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  97,338 
Fuller,  William,  and  Orlando  Saltmarsh,  biil 

for  the  relief  of,   426 
Fuller,  William,  and  Charles  Savage,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    -   425 
Fulton^  Robert,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,-  -  -  -  162 
Fund,  the  five  per  cent,  and  school  reserva- 

tion, bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the 

act  approved  the  3d  March,  1847,  for  car- 
rying into  effect  the  existing  compacts 

with  Alabama  and  Mississippi,  with  re- 
gard to  the,    -  551,  560,  585 

G. 

Gaar,  Staunton  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  550 
Gale,  Professor,  call  on  State  Department  con- 

cerning, -------  572 
Galveston  ai»d  Red  River  Railroad  Company, 

bill  to  authorize  the,  to  construct  and  ex- 
tend a  railway  to  the  coast  of  the  Pacific 

Ocean,  in  California,       -  551 
Gamage,  Thomas  T.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of, 

457,  550 
Garnett,  Andrew  Y.  P.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    560 
Garrison,  Henry  D.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   81,  130 

Gawney,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -    457,  593 
Geological  report  of  Dr.  Jackson,  its  printing 

ordered,-        -»----         -         -        -  324 
Geological    survey  of  the   mineral   lands  in 

Michigan,  Wisconsin,  and  Arkansas,  ap- 
propriation for  a,     -        -        -        -        -  603 

Geological  survey  in  detail,  joint  resolution 
for  a,       -        -        -        -        -        -        -  646 

General  Land  Office,  Reports  of  the  Commis- 
sioner of  the,  -        -        -        -      97,309,550 

General  officers,  bill  to  amend  an  act  making 

provision  for  an  additional  number  of,     -  625 
Georgia,  bill  to  authorize  the  payment  to  the 

State  of,  of  certain  sums  of  money  therein 
specified,         -----   274,  521 

bill  to  authorize  the  payment  to  the  State  of, 
of  the  unexpended  balance  of  the  sum  of 

$175,000,  which  was  appropriated  to  settle 
the  claims  of  said  State  for  the  services  of 
her  militia  by  the  act  of  Aug.  11,  1842, 

entitled  an  "Act  to  provide  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  of  the  State  of  Georga, 

for  the  services  of  her  militia,''       -    456,  482 
Gerard,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -190 
Gillis,  J.  M.,  and  others,  joint  resolution  for 

the  relief  of,    -        -    '    -        -        -        -  541 
Glynn,  James,  and  others,  bill  for  the  relief 

of,-   291,541 

Gore,  William,  bill  for /he  relief  of,  -  -  560 
Gott,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -  647 
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Gouge,  William  P.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  681 
Grant,  Peter  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  613 
Grants  of  lands  to  the  several  States.     (See 

Public  Lands.) 

Grants  of  Land.     (See  Illinois — Wisconsin — 
Florida — Mississippi — Alabama— Louisiana 
— Michigan— Iowa— Missouri— Hot  Springs 
— Schools — Clarksvillc  Institute.) 

Graves,  Samuel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -  560 
Grayson,  William,  an  act  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -        -        -  470,  541 
Green,  W.  jr.,  bill  authorizing  a  patent  to  be 

issued  to,  254,  561 
Greene,  Albert  C,  of  Rhode  Island,  252,520,  624 

remarks   in    favor   of   abolishing   corporal 
punishment  and  the  spirit  ration  in  the 
navy,      -   624 

Greer,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -581 
Grier,  Samuel  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  667 
Guier&  McLaughlin,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  544 
Gunter,  Charles  G.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  646 

H. 
Hale,  John  P.,  ofNew  Hampshire,  1,  14,  37,  39, 

68,  80,  87,  100,  113,  162,  181,  182,  189,  190, 
206,  433,  455,  483, 482,  490,  491,  502, 506, 536, 
537,  539, 544,  545, 548, 551,  553,  560,  561 ,  562, 
572,  573,  580,  581,  586, 591,  600,  646,  647,  654, 

682,  689 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -     130,  182,  544,  551 
remarks  on  the  memorial  from  a  convention 

in  New  Mexico  for  a  territorial  govern- 
ment,     -------36 

remarks  on  the  territorial  and  slavery  ques- 
tions,     -------  181 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid,  indirectly,  the 
construction  of  the  railroad  across  the 

isthmus  of  Panama,        -        -        -        -    50 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 

tors of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       -        -     79 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugh 

Riddle,  ------   114,  115 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  of  the  Span- 
ish brig  Gil  Bias  by  the  Government  offi- 

cers,      -        -        -        -        -    •    -   132,  136 
remarks  on  introducing  the  resolution  to 

present  a  sword  to  the  nearest  male  rela- 
tive of  Major  Samuel  Ringgold,      -        -  182 

remarks  concerning  a  petition  on  the  subject 
of  colonizing  free  persons  of  color,  -   207,  208 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  indemnify 
Commander  Wilkes  for  certain  costs  of 

court,     -   . /•>  -        -        -        -        -   651,  652 
remarks  concerning  flogging  in  the  navy,    488, 

489,  506,  507,  508,  509,  512 
remarks  concerning  the  protocol  accom- 

panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,    -         -  500 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

fees  of  certain  clerks  of  circuit  courts,     -  522 
remarks  on  the  proposition   to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  Washington, 

-  526 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  563, 

632,  633 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  certain  foreign  ministers,        -596, 

602,-  603 , 
Hamlin,  Hannibal,  of  Maine,  1,  26,  85,  123,  159, 

324,  358,  432,  434,  482,  521,  525,  535,  548, 
581,  604,  647 

resolutions  by,   -----  338,  358 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  discharge  the 

corps  of  sappers  and  miners,  -        -        -  633 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  restore  certain 

officers  of  the  marine  corps,    -        -   648,  649 
remarks  concerning  the  bill  to  admit  Cali- 

fornia,   -------  668 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,        -        -  300,  301 

Hampton,  Elisha,  and  others,  bill  for  the  relief 
of,   101,579 

Hannegan,  Edward  A.,  of  Indiana,  162,  376,  426, 
442,  482,  490,  491,  541,  596,  667,  675,  681, 

682,  686,  687 
remarks  concerning  the -manner  in  which 

the  debates  are  reported,  -        -     .  -  397 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  running 
the  boundary  line  with  Mexico,  -        -  667 

Hanson,  Noah,  proposition  to  place  on   the 
roll  of  messengers,  -        -    338,  358,  3S5,  613 

Harbor  of  Port  Washington,  bill  making  an 
appropriation  in  money  for  the  improve- 

ment of  the,    ------  544 
(See  Hurlgale.) 

Harbors  and  rivers.  Bill  making  appropria- 
tions for  the  preservation  and  repair  of 

the  public  works  upon  certain,  -     28,469 
Harbor  and  river  improvements.  Bills  ma- 

king appropriations  for,  viz: — 
to  open  a  communication  between  Albe- 

marle Sound  and  the  Atlantic  Ocean, and 
the  improvement  of  a  harbor  at  or  near 
Old  Roanoke  Inlet,  in  the  State  of  North 

Carolina,         -  m   -  •    -        -        -        -  469 
to  improve  the  St/CIair  Flats,  in  the  State 

of  Michigan,  ------  469 
for  the  improvement  of  a  harbor  at  the  mouth 

of  Grand  river,  in  the  State  of  Michigan,  469 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  the 
mouth  of  the  Kalamozoo  river,  in  the 

State  of  Michigan,  -        -        -        -        -469 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  New- 

ark, in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,      -        -  469 
for  the  removal  of  obstructions  in  Great 

Egg  harbor  river,  in  the  State  of  New 

Jersey,   -         -        -   '     -        -        -         -  469 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  Brock 

Island,  in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,     |  -  469 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  Prov- 

idence, in  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,       -  469 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  Havre 

de  Grace,  in  the  State  of  Maryland,         -  469 
for  the  improvement  of  Hog  Island  channel, 

at  Charleston,  in  the  State  of  South  Car- 
olina,       469 

for  surveying  and  examining  ports  and  har- 
bors in  the  State  of  Texas,     -  469 

for  improvement  of  Little  Sodus  Bay,  in 
Lake  Ontario,  -----  469 

for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  Eigh- 
teen Mile  Creek,  on  Lake  Ontario,  -        -  469 

for  the  improvement  of  the  navigation  of 
James  river,  in  the  State  of  Virginia,       -  469 

for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  Al- 
leghany river,  -----  469 

for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  Sabine 
river,      -------  469 

for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  har- 
bor at  the  mouth  of  Black  River,  on  Lake 

Michigan,       -        -        -        -        -        -  569 
for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  har- 

bor at  New  Buffalo,  on  Lake  Michigan,    469 
for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  Little 

Egg  Harbor,  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  469 
for  the  survey  and  examination  of  the  Per- 

iwig Shoals,  in  the  Delaware  river,  -  470 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  Little 

Fort,  on  Lake  Michigan,        -  470 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  New- 

castle, Delaware,    -----  470 
for  the  improvement  of  Great  Woodhole 

Harbor,  in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  -  470 
for  the  construction  of  an  ice  harbor  at  Del- 

aware city,  in  the  State  of  Delaware,      -  470 
for  the  construction  of  a  breakwater  at  Nan- 

tucket, in  the  State  of  Massachusetts,     -  470 
for  the  improvement  of  Ocracoke  Inlet,  in 

the  State  of  North  Carolina,   -        -        -470 
for  the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  She- 

boygan, on  Lake  Michigan,   -        -        -  470 
for  the  improvement  of  the 'harbor  at  the 

mouth  of  Big  Sandy  Creek,  LakeOntario,  470 

Harding,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  290 
Harmony,  Manuel  X.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -263, 

435,  580 

Healy,  Bethia,  widow  of  George  Healy,  de- 
ceased, bill  granting  a  pension  to,  -        -  474 

Hedrick,  Joseph,  report  favorable  to  his  con- 
tinuance as  messenger,   -        -        -    585,  613 

Henrie,  Captain  Dan  Drake,  bill  for  the  relief 
of,  -   332 

Herring,  Gardner,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,      -  572 
Hibbert,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  581 
Hillary,  Regnold  alias  Nick,  bill  for  the  relief 

of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives  of,  581 
Hobbie,  S.  R.,  pay  as  special  agent  to  Europe 

proposed,        ------  604 
Hocket,  John  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  681 
Hogeboon,  Abraham,  deceased,  an  act  for  the 

relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,         -  600 
Holden,  Joshua,  bill  granting  the  right  of  pre- 

emption to,  457, 505 
Home  Department.     (See  Department  of  the Interior. ) 

Horses  lost  while  in  the  service  of  the  United 

States,  joint  resolution  to  amend  the  act 
of  1837,  to  provide  for  the  payment  of,      46, 57,58 

Horses,  bill  further  to  continue  in  force  the 
acts  for  the  payment  of,  and  other  prop- 

erty lost   in  the   military  service  of  the 
United  States,    •      -        -        -    206,  489,  625 

debate  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cadwala- 

der  Wallace,  to  pay  for  a  horse  surren- 
dered by  Hull  to  the  enemy,  -         -         -     98 

Hospital.     (See  Marine  Hospital.) 
Hotchkiss,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     231,  626 

Hot  Springs  of  Arkansas,  bill  to  dispose  of 
the,  and  the  four  sections  of  land  reserved 
from  sale  by  act  of  Congress  of  1832,  46,  162 

Houston,  Sam,  of  Texas,      1,  338,  339,  372,  441, 
551,  595,  681,  682 

resolutions  by,   182,339 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,  -------  155 
remarks   on    the   proposition    to   purchase 

copies  of  Cordova's  map  of  Texas,  -  340 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,   -  388 
remarks  on  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to 

Mrs.  Dix,  the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  540 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  690 

Howe,  Thomas  M.,  joint  resolution  author- 
izing the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of, 

late    pension    agent  at   Pittsburg,   upon 

equitable  principles,         -  55] 
Humphrey,  Gad,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -  581 
Hunter,  R.  M.  T.,  of  Virginia,  1,  39,  78, 181,  254, 

331,  455,  469,  505,  526,  544,  546,  585,  594, 
604,  625,  626,  628,  644,  645,  655,  669,  674,  682 

resolutions  by,  ------     58 
remarks  on   an   appropriation  for  the  pur- 

chase of  astronomical  instruments,  -  236 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  reciprocity 

of  trade  with  Canada,     -  184 

remarks  on  presenting  the  Virginia  resolu- 
tions respecting  slavery,  ...  440 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  Washington,  -        -        -524 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,         ...  628 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the^Depart- mentof  the  Interior,     670,  673,  674,  675,  678 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  cer- 
tain laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cali- 

fornia,   -----    683-,  685,  691 

Hurlgate,  harbor  of  New  York,  bill  author- 
izingan  appropriation  forremovins:  rocks, 
&c,  from,       -        -        -        -    153,  162,  333 

Hutchins,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  436 

I. 

Illinois,  bill  granting  the  right  of  way  and 
making  a  donation  of  land  to  the  State  of, 
in  aid  of  certain  railroads  connecting  the 

upper  and  lower  Mississippi  with  the  line 
of  northern  lakes  at  Chicago,     21, 46,  58,  409 

bill   giving  the  assent  of  Congress  to  the 
State  of,  to  improve  the  navigation  of  the 
Des  Moines   rapids  of  the   Mississippi 

river,  in  the  State  of  Illinois,  -        -        -  481 
resolutions  of  Legislature  of,  324,  394,  409,  441 

Incorporation.     (See  Washington  and  Jllexan- dria  Steamboat  Company.) 

Index,  synoptical,  to  the  Laws  and  Treaties 
of  the  United  States,  proposition  autho- 

rizing the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  con- 
tract for  the  making  out  of  a,  -   206,  217 

Indian  affairs,  bill  to  provide  for  the  extension 
of  the  existing  laws  in  relation  to,  over 
the  Territories  of  Oregon,  California,  and 
New  Mexico,  and  for  the  appointment  of 

agents  for  the  Indian  tribes  therein,         -  182 
Indian  Affairs,  the  Committee  on,  -        -    27 

resolution  of  instruction  to,         -        -   324,544 
bills  reported  from,  58,  182,  469,  481,  521,  536, 

600,  625 

reports  from,      ------  3go discharged  from  subjects,  394, 395, 489, 553, 682 
Tndian  debt  claims.     (See  Commissioners.) 
Indian  Department,  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  current  and  contingent  expenses 
of  the,  210,217,286,  298,  332,  376,  381,  383, 

637,  674,  680 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Atherton,         -      383,384,385,386,387 

Mr.  Bell,        -        -        -  '  383,  385,  386,  387 
Mr.  Bradbury,   387 
Mr.  Bright,  -  -----  387 
Mr.  Houston,   388 
Mr.  Johnscm,  of  Georgia,       -        -       -387 
Mr.  Niles,   386 

Mr.  Phelps,   3S6 



INDEX  TO 

Indians.     (See  Chippewa  Indians — Stockbridge tribe.) 

Indiana,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,   338, 
358,  455 

Iowa.     (See  Post  Routes — Land  Office.) 
bill  to  cause  the  northern  boundary  of  State 

of,  to  be  run  and  marked,      97,  101,  143,  638 
bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  Iowa 

militia  called  into  service  in  December, 

1839,   -   120,130 

bill  granting  a  certain  quantity  of  land  to  the 
State  of,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  said 
State  in  the  construction  of  a  railroad  from 

Dubuque  to  Keokuk,  in  said  State,  143,  489 

bill  supplementary  to  an  act  for  the  admis- 
sion of  the  State  of,  into  the  Union,  103,  667 

bill  supplemental  to  the  act  for  the  admission 
of  Iowa  and  Wisconsin  into  the  Union,  -  656 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  2C2,  252,  323, 
324,  357,  358,  409,  465,  469 

bill  to  authorize  the  entry  by  the  State  of,  of 
the  land  on  which  Fort  Atkinson  stood,  -  625 

bilf  declaratory  of  the  act  for  the  admission 
of  the  State  of,  into  the  Union,   410,  505,  613 

Interest  on  advances.     (See  Alabama.) 
Internal  improvements.     (See  Louisiana.) 
Invalid  pensions,  bill  to  authorize  the  payment 

of,  in  certain  cases,  -        -    217,  218,  338 
Isthmus  of  Panama.     (See  Railroad.) 

J. 

Jackson,  Washington,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -  681 
James  Mitchell,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

owners  of  the  ship,         ...        -  560 
Johnson,  Herschell  V.,  of  Georgia,  274,  286,  456, 

482,  523, 544, 546;  547, 548,  551, 573,881,  593, 
603,  604,  613 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -         -        -        -     46 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  -  387 
remarks  on-  the  appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  Washington,  -        -        -  523 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  lease  the 

Winder  building  on  17th  street,  Washing- 
ton city,  for  the  use  of  Government,  547,  548 

Johnson,  Henry,  of  Louisiana,  1,  14,  27,  28,  39, 
45,  58,  68,  78,  86,  87,  112,  130,  143,  162, 163, 
204, 210, 217, 218,  231, 237,  263, 286, 298, 319, 
323,338,  339,358,372,  409, 424,435, 441,  469, 
470,  482,  490,  491,  504, 505,  521, 533,  534,  537, 
544,  548,  550,  551, 553,  560, 572,  579,  581, 585, 
59 1,  593,  594,  601,  604,  612,  625,  666,  667,  682 

resolutions  by,  -         -       39,  286,  324,  469,  666 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  drain- 

ing of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,     -        -    90 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Hugh 

Riddle,   114,  115 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonel 

Scantland,   153 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,  -        -   155 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Salsey 

Darby,   -------  358 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  pen- 

sion laws,        -----  433,  434 
remarks  concerning  the  printing  of  the  pen- 

sion laws,        -        -        -        -        -■"-•-  491 remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 

Dix,   -        -  537 
remarks  on  bill  authorizing  the  purchase  of  a 

tract  of  land  from  Balie  Peyton,  on  which 
a  light-house  stands,      101, 102, 103, 104,  105 

Johnson,  Reverdy,  of  Maryland,  1,  11,  26,  27,  37, 
45,  46,  57,  58,  68,  80,  101,  112,  274,  290,  299, 

324,  340,  358,  363,  373,  600,  601,  668,  691 
resolutions  by,  -----     80,  101 
remarks  on  the' bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,      -.       -        -        -        -     51 

remarks  on  bill  allowing  pay  to  the  natural- 
ist of  the  Exploring  Expedition,    -    292,  363 

remarks  concerning  the  debts  of  Texas,  374,  375 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  certain 

laws  of  the  United   States  over  Califor- 

nia,        -        -        -        -        -    633,686,690 
Johnson,  Colonel  R.  M., concerning  the  claim 

of,  -        -        -  -482,505,534,595 
Johnson,  Israel,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -  600 
Jones,  George  W.,  of  Iowa,  97,  143,  231,  232, 

252, 298,  358, 372,  409,  469,  488, 49 1 ,  536,  581 , 
590,  601,  634,  655 

resolutions  by,   -        -        -       .*-        -    163,  263 
remark's  concerning  the  appropriation  to  the, 

in  of  Chippewa  Indians,     -        -537 

Jones,  Henry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -     .  -  681 
Jones,  Adjutant  General  Roger,  bill  for  the 

reJief  of,  -        -        -  •      -        -        -  153 
Jones,  John  R,.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  legal  rep- 

resentatives of,  182 

Jones,  J.  Rice,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  263 
Jones,  Captain  Samuel,  deceased,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,  -   97,  600 
Judicial  districts  in  Texas.     (See  Courts.) 

Judiciary,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -    27 
bills  reported  from,  120, 153, 190,  202,  206, 338, 

469,  535,  572,  644,  645 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -    130,521 
discharged  from  subjects,    143,  206,  286,  338, 

469,  626 
Jurors  in  certain  courts  of  the  United  States, 

an  act  concerning  the  selection  of,  -        -  626 
K. 

Kellett,  Charles  A.,  bill  to  refund  to,  tonnage 

duties  and  light  money  paid  on  the  Chi- 
nese junk  Keying,  -  120 

Kelly,  Charles  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,           -     97 
Kenney,  Hannah,  widow  of  Amos  Kenney, 

late  of  the  State  of  New  York,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,          -        -        -        -        -  457,572 

Kenney,  Elizabeth,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -  533 
Kentucky.     (See  Courts.) 
King,  William  R.,  of  Alabama,  1,2,3,14,18,21, 

27,  28,  37,  40,  46,  58,  59,  68,  78,  80,  86,  101, 
112, 114, 115, 120, 130, 154, 163, 181,  182, 190; 
204,218, 263, 286, 290, 298, 319,  324,325, 340, 

341,  358,  372,  424, 425,  433, 436,  457,  489, 521,- 
533, 536,  537, 545,  546, 551, 553, 560, 584, 585, 
590,  591,  601,  603, 604,  613,  625,  634, 647,  667, 

669,  680 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -        2,298,372,535 
his  annunciation  of  the  death  of  Hon.  Dix- 

on H.  Lewis,  ------     15 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap-- 

•     tors  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,     79,424,425 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonel 

Robert  Wallace,   80 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of 

the  Saginaw  lands, 98 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  pay  Cadwalader 
Wallace  for  a  horse  surrendered  to  the 

enemy,   -------     99 
remarks  on  the  territorial  and  slavery  ques- 

tion,         181 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  the  Gov- 
ernment officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil 

Bias,   135,  136,  154 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,  -        -'...-        -         -        -   154,  155 remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Terri- 

tory of  Minesota,    -         -         -         -   298,299 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 

question,  ------  313 
remarks-on  the  bill  declarative  of  the  act  for 

the  admission  of  Iowa  into  the  Union,    -  410 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  pen- 

sion laws,       ------  434 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  finish  the  City 

Hall  of  Washington  city,        ...  524 
remarks  on  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to 

Mrs.  Dix,   -  538 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  564, 
683,  686,  688,  689 

remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  Minister  to 
Chili,      -        -   595 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  certain  foreign  ministers,    596,  601 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 
State  into  the  Unfon,       -  197,  341 

Kingsbury,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  457,  535 
L. 

Land  claims,  bill  to  amend  the  act  approved 
June  17,  1844,  entitled  An  act  to  provide 
for  the  adjustment  of,  within  the  States  of 
Missouri,  Arkansas,  and  Louisiana,  358,  645 

bill  amendatory  of  an  act  approved  26th 
May,  1824,  and  reenacted  the  17th  June, 
1844,  entitled  An  act  enabling  claimants 
within  the  limits  of  the  State  of  Missouri 

and  Arkansas  to  institute  proceedings  to 

try  the  validity  of  their  claims,        -        -  645 
Land  office,  bill  to  correct  an  error  in  the  bill 

for  the  change  of  a,  in  Wisconsin,  in 
which  the  word  Territory  was  used  instead 
of  State,  -        -        -        -        -  645 

Land  office,  bill  to  establish  an  additional,  in 
the  State  of  Missouri,  97,  101,  120,  143,  572 

bill  to  establish  a,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,  101,  372 

bill  to  change  the  location  of  the,  in  theChip- 

pewa  land  district,  -----  572 
for  Minesota,  proposition  to  establish-a,     -  572 

Land  officers,  propositions  to  allow  commis- 
sion to,  on  land  located  by  military  land 

warrants,  Choctaw  land  scrip,         -    482,  593 
Land  offices.     (See  Registers  and  Receivers.) 
Land  titles.     (See  California — Arkansas.) 
Land  Warrants,  military,  bill  in  addition  to 

an  act  in  relation  to,  approved  August 
14,  1848,         -        -        -    217,  231,  263,  358 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Badger,   -  264 
Mr.  Benton,   265 

Mr.  Borland,-        -        -    '     -        -        -  265 
Mr.  Breese,    -  263,  264,  265 

Mr.  Davis,     ------  264 
Mr.  Niles,       -        -        -        -     .    -        -  264 
Mr.  Turner,  -   265 
Mr.  Walker,  -  -V  -.,  -  -  -  264 
Mr.  Westcott,  -  -  -  263,  264 
Mr.  Underwood,   263 

Lands.  (See  Public  Lands — Saginaw  Lands — Sabine  Lands.) 

Landon,  Giles,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  612 
Lawrence,  Zachariah,  of  Ohio,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  ------    97 
Laws  of  the  territories  recently  acquired  from 

Mexico,  joint  resolution  respecting  the 
procurement  of  authentic  information  as 
to  the,     -        ----        -   572,  666 

Laws  of  Congress,  joint  resolution  author- 
izing the  Secretary  of  State  to  increase 

the  number  of  copies  of  the,  annually  dis- 
tributed to  the  several  States  and  Territo- 
ries,         505,  572 

Larrabee,  Major  Charles,  an  act  for  the  relief 

of,-        -        -        -       ■-        -       ,-        -  572 
Lee,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -  581 
Lee,  Oliver,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -         -        -         -  505 
Leverett,  Mary  G.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    553,  646 

Levy,  Moses,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  324 
Lewis,  Dixon  H.,  late  Senator  from  Alabama. 

His  death  announced,  and  his  life  and 

character  eulogized,         -        -        -        -    15 
Library,  the  Committee  on  the,     -        -        -    28 

resolutions  reported  from  the,     -        -        -469, 
535,  591,  625,  646 

Library  of  Congress,  extra  pay  to  the  officers 
in  the,   -  666 

Lieutenant  General,  joint  resolution  to  confer 

the  brevet  of,  on  Major  General  Scott,    -  590. 
Light-house  on  Sand's  Point,  on  Long  Island, 

bill  to  continue  the,         -        -    553,  561,  572 

Light-houses,  light-boa^s,  buoys,  &c,  bill 
making  appropriation  for,  and  providing 
for  the  erection  and  establishment  of  the 

same,      -        -        -        -        -        -  612,  668 
Little  Rock,  Arkansas.     (See  Port  of  Entry.) 
Live  oak,  bill  to  ariiend  an  act  entitled  an  act 

to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  offences 
committed  in  cutting,  destroying,  or  re- 

moving, and  other  timber  or  trees  reserved 
for  naval  purposes,  approved  2d  March, 

1831,      -------  579 
Louisiana.  (See  Land  Claims — Stoamp  Lands — 

Courts.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  -         -  _     -  441 

bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  land  for  inter- 
nal improvements,  -        -        -        -     86,  424 

Lynch,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -   457,  593 
Lytic,  RobertS.,  late  surveyor  general  of  the 

District  of  Ohio,  joint  resolution  to  au- 
thorize the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 

make  an   equitable   settlement  with    the 
sureties  of,      -        -        -        -        -        -  521 

M. 

Mail,  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera  Cruz,  joint 
resolution  to  authorize  the  Serectary  of  the 
Treasury  to  contract  for  carrying  the,  58,  68 

proposition  to  employ  certain  United  States 
transports  to  carry  the,  from  New  Orleans 
to  Vera  Cruz,         -         -        -        -        -  649 

Mail  route,  bill  to  establish  a,  between  such 
point  in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  and 
such  point  in  California  on  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  as  the  President  of  the  United 

States  may  direct,  -----  550 
Mail  steamers,  bill  in  relation  to  lines  of,  the 

Southampton  and  Bremen  and  Havre,     -  274 
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Mail  contracts  for  foreign  mail  service,  com- 
munication   of  the   Postjnaster   General 

concerning,     ------  302 
bill  to  define  the  period  of  disability  imposed  , 

upon  certain  bidders  for,  -         -    324,  442 
Mangum,  Willie  P.,  of  North  Carolina,  442,  469, 

497,  498, 502,  595,  G30,  648,  654,  675,  676, 679, 
684,  688,  691 

resolutions  by,  -        -         -        -    442,  456,  692 
remarks  on  the  proposed  appropriation  to 

deepen  the  Washington  city  canal,  -        -  547 
•     remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  a  minister 

to  Chili,  -        -        -        -        -        -  595, 596 

Manufactures,  the  Committee  on,  -        -   '    27,37 
Map  of  Texas,   proposition  for   purchasing 

copies  of  Cordova's,        ...  339,  35g 
of  the  valley  of  Mexico,  proposition  for 

lithographing  10,000  copies  of,        -        -  380 
copies  of  certain,  to  be  furnished  the  Com- 

missioner of  the  General  Land  Office,      -  395 

Marine  corps,  proposition  to  restore  the  offi- 
cers to  the,  dropped  on  the  close  of  the 

war  with  Mexico,  -----  648 
Marine  Hospital,  bill  to  authorize  a  selection 

of  a  part  of  Rock  Island  in  the  Mississippi 
river,  for  the  site  of  a,  and  for  other  pur- 

poses,"    -------  550 
Martin,  Robert  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  572,  647 
Mason,  James  M.,  of  Virginia,    1,  143,  192,  198, 

217,231,286,324,339,435,469,470,505,521, 
535,  537,  544, 548,560,  561,  580, 581, 613,  625, 

644,  &75,  682 
resolutions  by,     -     130,  435,  535,  572,  626,  644 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
ment officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias,  132 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan  Cal- 
laghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  military 
orders,    -  -        -        -         -        -  158 

remarks  on  a  petition  concerning  the  coloni- 
zing free  persons  of  color,        -        -        -  209 

remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  New  York,   concerning   the   slavery 
question,   311,  312 

remarks  concerning  the  protocol  accompa- 
nying the  treaty  with  Mexico,        -        -  500 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Manuel 

X.  Harmony,   580 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,        -     672,676,677,679 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  cer- 

tain laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cali- 
fornia,    ------   683,  686 

Mathews,  Wood  &  Hall,  an  act  for  the  relief 
of,  -         -        -         -         -         -         -         -  457 

Mayo,  Robert,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury   to   purchase 
certain  copies  of  a  work  on  the  Treasury 

Department,  compiled  by,      -  469 
Mays,  Elizabeth,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -291 
McAfee,  Joseph,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief 

of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives  of,  -  581 
McAvoy,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  456 
McEwen,  Captain  Alexander,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of,     -        -        -        -        -         -   457,  579 
McFarland,  William,  deceased,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,         -     97 
Mcintosh,  John,  bill  for  relief  of,      457,  581,  593 
McKee,  Alexander,  and  Johnson  Price,  bill 

for  their  relief,         -----  572 
McLane,  Charles,  of  Missouri,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  ...        -    505,553,681 
McLean,  Judge,  comment  by  Senator  Foote, 

upon  the  letter  and  card  of,     -        -        -  324 
defence  of,  by  Mr.  Cor  win,        -        -   325,  326 

Medical  staff.     (See  Army.) 
Macker,  Moses,  and  David  G.  Bates,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    ------  535 
Messengers  having   charge   of  the  electoral 

votes  of  the  several  States.   (See  Mileage.) 
Messengers  in  the  Post  Office  Department, 

additional  compensation  to,     -        -        -  604 

Metcalfe,  Thomas,  of  Kentucky,"   1,  86,  186,  204, 
324, 358, 362,  364,  372, 394,  402,  409, 411 ,  426, 

505   539    541 

resolutions- by,  -        -        -     253,  409^  482,'  505 remarks   on   the   proposition  to   print  the 
financial  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,       -        -        -        -        -        -    20 

remarks  concerning  a  petition  on  the  subject 
of  colonizing  free  persons  of  color,  -  207 

remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 
of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 
question,         ------  319 

Metcalfe,  Thomas,  of  Kentucky — 
the  credentials  of,  373 
remarks  on   the  bill  granting  a  pension  to 

Mrs.  Dix,  the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  539 
Mexico,  communication  from  the  President 

enclosing  the  instructions  to  Messrs.  Clif- 
ford and  Sevier,  American  ministers  to,  494 

bill  providing  for  the  instalments  due.    (See 
Treaty.) 

resolutions  concerning  the  levies  of  money 

in,  -         -    _     -  _       -         r         -         -         -     58 
resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  diplomatic 

pledges  to,       -         -        -        -         -  442,  456 
Mexican  Gulf  Railroad  Company,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the,   298 
Miami  reservation.     (See  Public  Lands.) 
Michigan,  bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  the 

right  of  way,  and  a  donation  of  public 
lands,  for  the  construction  of  a  ship  canal 
around  the  falls  of  St.   Mary,   in   that 
State,      -------  105 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -        -  432 
Mileage  of  messengers  to  bring  on  the  electoral 

votes  for  President  and  Vice  President, 

joint  resolution  to  repeal  the  act  of  last 
session  reducing  the,       -  101 

Mileage  of  Members  and  Delegates  in  Con- 
gress, bill  to  regulate  the,  and  for  other 

purposes,        ------  585 
Military  Affairs,  the  Committee  on,       -       27,86 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,    58,  112,  442,  505, 
535,  579,  585 

bills  and  resolutions  reported  from,     40,  58,  78, 
153, 162,  217,  372,  380,  409,  442, 456, 489,  490, 

505,  535,  561,  580,  625,  667 
reports  from,    130,  338,  358,  380,  481,  505,  645 

Military  road.     (See  Wisconsin.) 

resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  commit- 
tee on  the  subject  of  a,  to  connect   the 

Pacific  with  the  Mississippi  valley,         -  182 
Military  force,  additional.  (See  Bounty  Lands.) 
Military  and  naval  establishment,  bill  to  pro- 

mote the  efficiency  of  the,       -        -     28,491 
Military  contributions  in  Mexico.     (See  Ac- 

counts of  Officers.) 

Military  Academy,  memorial  from  the  adju- 
tant of  the,       39 

bill  making  appropriation  for  the  support  of 
the,  at  West  Point  for  year  ending  June 

30,  1850,         -        -.      -'      -        -  456,  474 Military  storekeepers,  joint  resolution  allow- 
ing additional  compensation  to,       -        -  380 

Militia.     (See  Iowa.) 

Militia,  the  Committee  on,     -         -         -         -     27 
Millan,  E.  K.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -         -     70 
Miller,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -         -  469 
Miller,  Henry,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,   -         -  533 
Miller,  Philip,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -         -  572 
Miller,  Jacob  W.,  of  New  Jersey,         3,  58,  267, 

277,  291,  292,  357,  456,  541,  544,  561,  593, 
604,  626 

resolutions  by,  -         -        -        46,  58,  102,  626 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  inquiry  con- 

cerning the  rumored  negotiation  for  the 

purchase  of  Cuba,  -        -  162 
remarks  on  an  appropriation   for  the   pur- 

chase of  astronomical  instruments,  -        -  233 
remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  to  the 

naturalist  of  the  Exploring  Expedition,  -  360 
remarks  on   the  proposition  to  finish  the 

City  Hall  of  Washington,       -        -        -525 
remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  deepen  the 

Washington  city  canal,  -  547 
remarks  on   the  proposition  ,to  indemnify 

Commander    Wilkes    certain    costs     of 

court,     -------  651 
Millican,  John,  and  others,  bill  for  the  relief 

of,  to  secure  certain  rights  to  preemption 
in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  and  for  other 

purposes,        ------  217 
Minesota,  bill  for  the  establishment  of  terri- 

torial government  in,        1,  68,  182,  286,  298, 
635,  681 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Allen,   -     -  636 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts,     635,  636,  637 

Mr.  Douglas,  -  635,  636 
Mr.  Foote,   637 
Mr.  Underwood,    -----  635 

(See  Land  Office.) 
Mineral  lands,   bill  to  reduce   the  minimum 

price  of  the,  in  the  Lake  Superior  dis- 
trict, in  Michigan,  and  in  the  Chippewa 

district,  Wisconsin,        -_-".-.-  625 

Ministers  to  Mexico,  American,  the  instruc- 

tions to  the,    ------  494 
(See  Mexico.) 

Mints,  branch,  bill   for  the  establishment  of 
branches  of  the   United   States  Mint  at 

New  York  and  Charleston,     -        -     46,  68] 
Mint,  branch,  at  San  Francisco,  joint  resolu 

tion  providing  for  a,        -        - 
Missions,  foreign,  proposition  for  salary  and 

outfit  for  a  minister  to   the  Government 

of  Chili,  ------ remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Atherton,  - 
Mr.  Foote,     -        -        -        -        -   595, 

Mr.  King,       ------ Mr.  Mangum,         -  595, 

Mr.  Webster,   

Mr.  Westcott,         ----- 
proposition  to  increase  the  compensation  to 

ministers  to  England,  France,  and  Russia, 
remarks  on,  by— 

Mr.  Allen,      -----   597,  602 
Butler,     -         -        -        -    597,  598,  603 
Calhoun,   603 
Davis,  of  Mississippi,      -  -  602 

595 596 
596 
:>'.):> 

596 

595 
595 

596 

Mr. 

Mr. 
Mr. Mr. 

-  596,  597 

-    596,  602,  603 -  596,  601 

-  603 
-  602 

597 

597 

596, 

•-  604 

68, 

358 

Dickinson, 

Mr.  Hale,       - 

Mr.  King, 

Mr.  Rusk,      - Mr.  Underwood, 
'Mr.  Webster, 

Mr.  Westcott, 

appropriation  for  outfit  of  Commissioner  to the  Sandwich  Islands, 

Mississippi,  bill  to  grant  a  right  of  way  and 
donation  of  lands  to  the  State  of,  for  the 

purpose  of  constructing  a  railway  from 
Brandon  to  Montgomery,  in  Alabama,  - 

97, 

(See  Funds.) 

Missouri.     (See  Land  Office — Land  Claims.) 
bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  a  right  of  way 

and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  constructing  a  railway  from 
Lexington,  on  the  Missouri  river,  to  Ohio 
city,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  river,  in 
said  State,       -        -        -       ■  -        -   153,  162 

memorial  from  the  Legislature  of,      -        -  585 
bill  to  authorize  the  citizens  of  Ozark  county, 

in  the  State  of  Missouri,  to   enter  less 
than  a  quarter  section  of  land  for  the  seat 
of  justice  in  said  county,          ...  667 

Mitche'll,  Robert  B.,  lull  for  the  relief  of,       -  481 
Mitford,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  535 
Mobile  and   Ohio   Railroad  company,  bill  to 

grant  the,  the  right  of  way  through  the 

,       public  lands,  -     "    -        -        -    298,  324,  656 
Monroe,  James,  proposition  for  the  publica- 

tion of  the  manuscripts  of,      -        -   143,  613 
Montgomery,  Alexander,  assistant   quarter- 

master of  the  United  States,  bill  for  the 
relief  of,          -----   561,  681 

Moore,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -         «    97 
Moors,  Jeremiah,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  324 
Morton,  Jackson,  of  Florida,  credentials  of,  -  624 
Morehead,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     560,  6)3 

Morrison,  John,  bill  granting  a  pension  to,    -  290 
Morris,  Lewis,  and  others,  bill  for  relief  of,  -  490 
Mulloy,  John  C,  joint  resolution  authorizing 

the  Secretary  of  War  to  pay  to,  the  ex- 
pcns«s  incurred  by  him  in  taking  the  cen- 

sus in  1840,   97 

Murphy,  David,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,        -  572 
Myerle,  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     .-         -274, 

287,  364,  426,  482 
Myers,  Peter,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  457,  572 

Myers,  Edward,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  585 

N. 

Narrative.     (See  Exploring  Expedition.) 

National  Central  Highway  from  the  Missis- 
sippi river  to  the   Pacific  ocean.      (See Railroad.) 

National  Observatory ,  remarks  concerning  the, 

and  the  superintendent  of  the,         -         -  566 
Naturalist  to  the  Exploring  Expedition,  de- 

bate concerning  pay  to  a,       "-    291,  298,  359 
Naval  Affairs,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -    27 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,  263,  579,  612,  625 

discharged  from  subjects,  -         -        -        -380, 
553,  560,  579,  585,  682 

reports,       ------  409,  585 
bills  and  resolutions  reported  from,    -        -409, 

560,  561,  585,  625,  666 
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Naval  Hospital,  New  York,  joint  resolution 
for  the  purpose  of  straightening  the  line 
between  the  lands  of  the,  and  of  the  ad- 

joining proprietors,  -  625 
Naval  Service  of  the  United  States,  bill  making 

appropriation  for  the,  for  the  year  ending 
June  30,  1850,  -  470,  560,  647,  668,  680 

Navy.     (See  Flogging.) 
Navy  Department,  calls  upon  the,  for  inform- 

ation,     -  97,253,482,579 
communications  from  the,  -        ...  18, 

204,  309,  432,  455,  481,  544,  553 

Navy  Register,  general,  and  Laws,  joint  reso- 
lution for  the  purchase  of  copies  of  the,   274, 

286,  551,  681 
Navy  Pensions,  bill  for  the  payment  of,  for 

the  year  ending  June  30,  1850,        -   481,  629 
Nebraska,  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  terri- 

torial government  in,      -        -        -  1,  68 
New  Hampshire,  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of,   371,  372 
bill  to   provide  for  the   settlement  of  the 

claims  of,  505,  625 
New  Jersey,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  593 
New  Mexico,  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of,       1 

petition  from  a  convention  in,  asking  for  the 
establishment  of  a  territorial  government, 

and  for  the  interdiction  of  slavery,  -    33 
remarks  thereon,  by — 

Mr.  Calhoun,         -        -        -    33,  34,  35,  37 
Mr.  Clayton,  -  34,  35,  36 
Mr.  Benton,   33,34,  35 
Mr.  Foote,     -        -        -        -  35,  36 
Mr.  Hale,   -    36 
Mr.  Westcott,        ...  34, 35,  36 

(See  Indian.  Affairs.) 
land  titles  in.     (See  California.) 
claims  to  land  in.     (See  California.) 

New  York.    (See  Mints — Collection  District — 
Hurlgate.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,        -   309,579 
Newspapers  to  be  supplied  to  Senators,         -       2 
Newton,  George,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  541 
Nevitt,  John  B.,  of  Adams  county,  Missis- 

sippi, bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -        -  505 
Niles,  John  M.,  of  Connecticut,       3,  68,  69,  101, 

112,  120,  130,  153,  158,  159,  217,  218,  232, 
262,  267,274,  290,  291,299,  340,  347,372, 
375,  490,  380,  381,  394,  426,  435,  442,  456, 
482,  483,  526,  541,  544,  553,  580,  593,  594, 

604,  613,  626,  64.4,  651,656 
resolutions  by,  27,58,  68,  78,  97,  372,  591,  666 
remarks    on    the  proposition  to   print   the 

financial  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,       ------     19 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -  49. 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Vincent,  ------    81 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  drain- 

ing of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,    -        -     87 
remarks   on    the   bill    to   pay  Cadwalader 

Wallace  for  a  horse  surrendered  to  the 

enemy,   ------   99,  100, 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,   275,  276,  280,  300, 

301,  342,  345,346 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
ment  officers   of  the   Spanish    brig  Gil 

Bias,       ------   133,  136 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,  -----        -    154,  155 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  recipro- 

city of  trade  with  Canada,      -         -         -  184 
remarks  on  a  petition  on  the  subject  of  col- 

onizing free  persons  of  color,  -  -  210 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin 

Emmons,        -        -        -        -        -  218,219 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  for 

the    purchase    of    astronomical    instru- 
ments,  -        -        -        -        -    233, 234, 235 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 

F.  Butterworih,   237 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,        ------  264 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  the  Legislature 

of  New    York   concerning    the   slavery 
question,  ------  316 

remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  for  the 
naturalist  of  the  Exploring  Expedition,  -  361 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  Asa  Whitney  to 
construct  a  railroad  from  Lake  Michigan 
to  the  Pacific,   381 

remarka  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  -  386 

Niles,  John  M.,  of  Connecticut — 
remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

t.he  debates,    ------  396 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  in  the  construc- 

tion of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama,        -  412 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  navy,   -----  510 

remarks  on    the  proposition  to  finish  the 

City  Hall,  in  Washington,     -        :  525,  526 
remarks  on  the  proposed  appropriation  to 

deepen  the  Washington  city  canal,  -  547 
remarks  on  his  proposition  to  reduce  the 

rates  of  postage,     -----  655 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,       -        -    .    -   671,680 
Noble,  Thomas  H.,  an  act  for  relief  of,    521,  681 

Norris,  Moses  K.,  of  New  Hampshire,  cre- 
dentials of,     -----  666 

Norris,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  681 
North  Carolina,  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of,  -        -        -        -        -    488,  490,  624 
Norton,  George  W.  and  E.  P.;  documents  in 

support  of  their  claim,    -        -        -   441,  470 
Nye,  Mary,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -        --457 

O. 

Oakhill  Cemetery,  in  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, bill  to  incorporate  the,      -        -   456,  667 

Obituary,       -        -        -        -        -  15,  40 
Offences.     (See  Live  Oak.)  - 
Offutt,  Theodore,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  68,  78,  162 
Ohio  and  Mississippi  railroad  company,  bill 

to  grant  a  right  of  way  through  the  pub- 
lic lands  in  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  the,   -  435 

OhI,  John  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -   521,  667 
Oregon.     (See  Indian  Affairs — Surveys.) 
Order  of  business,  concerning  the,        -        -    27 
Ordnance  Manual,  appropriation  to  print,      -  638 
Ozark  "county.     (See  Missouri.) 

P. Pacheco,  Antonio,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  442 
Page,  Chas.  G.,  memorial  upon  the  subject  of 

electro-magnetism  as  a  locomotive  power,  559 
select  committee  on,  report,  &c,  -  -  612 
proposition  concerning,      -  654 

Panama,  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of.  (See Railroad.) 

proposition  to  construct  a  plank  road,  across 
the  Isthmus  of,  653 

Passengers  in  merchant  vessels,  bill  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  all  laws  now  in  force 
relating  to  the  carriage  of,  and  the  regu- 

lation thereof,  .--_'_  681 
Patents  and  the  Patent  Office,  the  Committee 

on,   27 
bills  and  resolutions  reported  from,  253,  254,  490 

reports  from,      -  263,  274,  645 
Patent  rights,  bill  to  provide  for  a  mode  of 

making  applications  for  the  renewal  of, 
in  certain  cases,       -----  601 

Pay,  extra,  to  volunteers  who  served  in  Mex- 
ico.    (See  Volunteers.) 

to  messenger  in  Senate  and  Library  of  Con- 
gress.    (See  Extra  Pay.) 

Pay  Department  of  the  Army.     (See  Army.) 
Payne,  B.  O.,  bill  for  relief  of,   263,  457,  521,  638 
Pearce,  James  A.,  of  Maryland,    3,  38,  181,  190, 

323,  324,  330,  340,  424,  435,  546,  548,  552, 
553,  579,  585,  591,  603,  604,  646,  681 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -     190,  424,  585,  591 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  reciprocity 

of  trade  with  Canada,      -        -        -        -  182 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  the 

purchase  of  astronomical  instruments,    -  233, 
234,  236 

remarks  on  the  postage  bill,        ...  447 
remarks  concerning  the  contract  for  exe- 

cuting the  public  printing,  and  the  man- 
ner of  its  execution,  -    424,432,435 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs. 

Dix,   -        -  538 
remarks  on  the  proposed  appropriation  to 

deepen  the  Washington  city  canal,  -  547 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  subscribe  to 

copies  of  the  Debates  and  Proceedings  of 

Congress,        ------  646 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  purchase  or 

rent  Winder's  building,  -        -  652 
Pennsylvania,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature 

of,   488 
Penrod,  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  115 
Pension  laws,  proposition  to  print  5,000  copies 

of  the,   433,469,490 

Pension  to  the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  de- 

bate, on  the  proposition  for,     -        -        -  538 
Pensions,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -    27 

the  Committee  on,  to  employ  a  clerk,         -     78 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,         -        -  39, 

163,  231,  324,  358,  409 
bills  reported  from,  -  143,  162,  204,  217,  263, 

338,  358,  372,  435,  469,  505,  520,  533,  534, 
553,  560,  561,  572,  579,  585,  593,  612,  625, 

666,  667 discharged  from  subjects,  143,  409,  424,534,  612 
reports,      -  338,  409,  469,  521 
bill  for  the  payment  of  revolutionary  and 

other,  of  the  United  States  for  the  year 
ending  June  30,  1850,     -        -        -   456,  474 

(See  Invalid  Pensions — Navy  Pensions.) 
joint  resolution  relative  to  evidence  in  appli- 

cations for  pensions  by  widows  of  de- 
ceased soldiers,   under  the    act  of  21st 

July,  1848,     -        -        -        -    521,560,668 
bill  to  revive  a  portion  of  the  act  for  the  re- 

lief of  widows  of  deceased  soldiers,         -  218 
bill  to  regulate  the  pensions  of  officers  and 

soldiers,  who  may  have  been,  or  may  be 
hereafter  disabled  while  in  the  service  of 

the  United  States,  -        -        -     435,581,601 
bill  making  further  provision  for  the  widows 

and  orphans,  non-commissioned  officers, 
musicians,  and  privates,  whether  of  the 
regular  army  or  of  volunteers,  who  have 
died  or  may  die  of  diseases  contracted 
while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  ■ 
and  in  the  course  of  their  duty  in  the  pros- 

ecution of  the  war  with  Mexico,   482,  489,  521 
bill  for  the  further  relief  of  the  widows  and 

orphans  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  en- 
gaged in  the  late  war  with  Mexico,    551,  625 

Percival,  John,  Captain  in  the  Navy  of  the 
United  States,  bill  for  relief  of,    291,  298,  359 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Allen,      -        -        -     291 

Mr.  Badger,   -        -        -        - 
Mr.  Bright,    -        -        -        - Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts, 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,  - 

Mr.  Miller,     - 
Mr.  Niles,       - 
Mr.  Yulee,      -         -         -         - 

Perkins,  Hector,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Perrine,  Dr.  PL,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widow 

and  heirs  of,   - 
Perry,  Jean  F.,  Josiah  Blakelyj  Nicholas  Ja- 

rant,  and  Robert  Morrison,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  -        -        -        -        - 
Perry,, Reuben,  and  Thomas  Ligon,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    -----        - 
Perry,   Samuel,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  and 

for  other  purposes,  -  457,  666 
Petty,  Elijah,  and  Hannah  Petty,  his  wife, 

heirs  of  John  Brandon,  deceased,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    -------    - 
Peyton,  Balie,  bill  to  authorize  the  purchase 

for  the  United  States  of  his  right  in  a 
tract  of  land   on  which   the  light-house 
stands,  at   the  Southwest   Pass,  at   the 
mouth  of  the  Mississippi  river,       -     78, 

Phelps,  Noah  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  457, 521,  681 
Phelps,  Samuel  S.,  of  Vermont,  1,13,  86,114, 187, 

253,  267,  286,  298,  372,  541,  562,  603,  604, 
613,  632,  644,  645,  647 

resolution  by,    ------  4Q2 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
ment officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil 

Bias,       -        -        -        -        -        -    131,  132 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  provide  for  recipro- 

city of  trade  with  Canada,      -  185 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan 

Callaghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  mil- 
itary orders,  -        -        -        -    156,  157,  158 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin 

Emmons,      _-  219 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  to  pur-  - 

chase  astronomical  instruments,      -        -  232 
remarks  concerning  the  liability  of  the  Gov- 

ernment for  the  debts  of  Texas,  299,  372,  375 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joshua 

Eddy,   380 
remarks  on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,  -  386 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 

ging in  the  navy,    -----  512 
remarks  concerning  the  memorial  of  Pro- 

fessor Page  on  the  subject  of  electro-mag- 
netism, -        -        -        -        -        -        -  560 

292,  359,  362 

-  361 -  291 

-  292,362 
-  292,  363 

-  360 
-  361 

360,  362 
457,  572 579 

61 

86 

680 

101 
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Phelps,  Samuel  S.,  of  Vermont — 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  mode  of 

practice'  in  the  district  courts  of  Louisi- 
ana,        ...-_..-  626 

Philadelphia,  frigate.     (See  Captors.) 
Pilcher,  Jonah  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  505 
Pilots,  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  2d  March,  1837, 

entitled  an  act  concerning,     68,  112,  143,  274 
Pine  lands  in   Florida,  resolution  proposing 

the  reduction  of  the  price  of,   -        -        -  338 
Pix,  Christopher  H.,  of  Texas,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  -        ------  550 
Plants.     (See  Tropical  Plants.) 

Plummet-,  Wm.,  executor  of  Starkey  Armis- 
tead,  deceased,  bill  for  relief  of,        46,  58, 120 

Poindexter,  George,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -   68, 
231,  585,  601 

Pollard,  Mary  Ann,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  457,  612 

Port  of  delivery,  bill  declaring1  Fort  Covington, 
in   the  State  of  New  York,  a,  and   for 
other  purposes,       -  591,  646 

Port  of  entry,  bill  to  make  Little  Rock,  Ar- 
kansas, a,        -----        -  217 

bill  to  establish  a,  at  the  Brazos  de  Santiago, 

in  the  State  of  Texas,     -        -        -        -  481 
Postage,  bill  and  other  propositions  to  reduce 

the  rates  of,  68,  112,  232,  275,  300,  342,  381, 
435,  442,  655 

Postage  bill,  remarks  on  the,  by — 
Mr.  Allen,     -        -        -    277,  301,  342,  442 
Mr.  Cameron,        ...        -   300,  301 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts,         -        -279 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,      -        -   276,  277 
Mr.  Dayton,  ------  275 
Mr.  Dickinson,       -        -     276, 278,  342,  447 
Mr.  Foote,     -  277,278,279 
Mr.  Hamlin,   300,  301 
Mr.  Niles,  275,  276,  280,  300,  301,  342,  345, 

'      346 

Mr.  Pearce,    -  -        -        -        -  447 
Mr.  Underwood,    -        -    276,  277,  278,  279 
Mr.  Westcott,      275,  279,  280,  300,  301,  448 

Postage  on  newspapers,  concerning,      -        -  338 
Postmasters,  proposition  to  fix  the  pay  of,     -  482 
Post  Office  Department,  calls  upon,     78,  286,  372 
communications  from  the,  38,  97,  302,  455,  504 
bill  making  appropriation  for  the,  594,  600,  654 

Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  Committee  on,  -     27 
resolutions  of  instruction  to,    -  27,86,206,231, 

263,  324,  358,  381,  579,  600 
bills  reported  from,  112,  217,  274,  442,  550,  553 

reports,      -        -     ■    -        -        -        -        -  380 
Post  routes,  bill  for  the  construction  of  a  mail 

route  from  the  city  of  Dubuque  via  the  city 
of  Iowa,  to  Keokuk,  in  the  State  of  Iowa,     97 

Post  route  to  the  Pacific,  petition  for  a,  from 
St.  Louis,       -        -        -        -        -        -  455 

Potomac  river,  proposed  survey  and  examin- 
ation of  the   513,  522 

Powers  of  the   Federal  Government.     (See 
Constitution.)  • 

Practice,  the  regulation  of.     (See  Courts.) 
Preemption  rights  for  certain  islands  in  the 

Great  Miami  river,  bill  to  grant,     -        -  585 
Prentiss,  Susannah,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   457,  572 
President  of  the  United  States,  annual  mes- 

sage of  the,   3,  380 
its  reference,       -----       46,58 
calls  upon  the,  for  information,  46,  78,  86,  101, 

112,  130,  143,  324,  442,  482,  505 
communications  from  the,  -        -    105,  534,  584 
committee  to  announce  to  General  Taylor 

his  election,  and  their  report,      533,  535,  600 
the  result  of  the  election  for,  announced,   -  534 
communication  from  the,  enclosing  the  in- 

structions to  the  American  Ministers  in 

Mexico,  -        -        -        -        -        -  494 
requested  to  open  negotiations  for  a  burial 

ground  for  soldiers  who  died  in  Mexico, 
&c,        -         -        -        -        -        -   544,551 

President  and  Vice  President,  resolution  con- 
cerning the  mode  of  examining  the  votes 

for,  and  select  committee  to  report  mode 
of  examination,       -----  409 

resolution  fixing  the  mode  of  counting  the 
votes  and  declaring  the  result  of  the  elec- 

tion for,  -        -        -        -        -        -        -  441 
President  of  the  Senate,  his  valedictory,         -  645 

vote  of  thanks  to  the,         -  646 

pro  tent.,  his  inaugural,       -  646 
Price,  Brigadier  General.     (See  Thanks.) 
Printing  of  Congress,  joint  resolution  extend- 

ing the  time  for  receiving  proposals  for 
the,         -   .     -        -        -        -    424,  432,  435 

432,  433,  435,  436 

-  436 

424,  432,  435 

-  436 
-  666 

440 

27 
86 

395 

Printing  of  Congress,  remarks  on,  by — Mr.  Cameron, 
Mr.  Dickinson, 

Mr.  Pearce,    - 
Mr.  Westcott, 

report  in  relation  to  the, 
(See  Pension  Laws.) 
examination  of  the  contracts  for,  postponed. 

Printing,  the  Committee  on,  - 
inquiries  of,        -----         ■ 
instructions  to,  -        -        -        -    153,  359 
reports  from,   204,  338 

Private  bills,  concerning,        -  613 
Private  Land  Claims,  the  Committee  on,      27,  37 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,       -        -        -  286 
reports  from,      -        -        -        -        -        -  112 
bills  reported  from,  -  263,  324,  505,  550,  553 
discharged  from  subjects,  -  -  358,  505,  666 

Provident  Association  of  Clerks  in  the  civil 

department  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  bill  amendatory  of  the  act 
entitled  An  act  to  incorporate  the,  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  approved  March  3, 

1825,         Protocol  annexed  to  the  treaty  with  Mexico, 
and  debate  concerning, 

remarks  on,  by — Mr.  Bradbury, 

Mr.  Clayton, 

Mr.  Dayton,  - 
Mr.  Foote,      - 
Mr.  Hale,       - 
Mr.  Mason,   - Mr.  Rusk, 

497 

593 

535 -  501,502 
-  499,  502 

-  501 

498,  499,  500,  501,  502 

-  500 
-  500 

-  500,  501 

-  27 

Public  Buildings,  the  Committee  on, 
Public  Lands,  grants  of,  and  right   of  way 

through  the.    (See  Illinois — Saginaw  lands 
— Railroads — Canals.) 

bill  to  graduate  and  reduce  the  price  of  the,     68 
bill  concerning  lands  lying  between  the 

meander  line  and  the  middle  of  the  me- 

andered streams,     -----  535 
bill  making  a  grant  of,  to  the  several  States, 

for  certain  purposes,        -        -        ■    490,  491 
bill  to  authorize  and  require  certain  illegal 

entries  of  public  land  at  the  land  office, 
Columbus,  Mississippi,  to  be  cancelled, 

and  for  other  purposes,  -        -        -        -  130 
bill  to  reduce  the  price  of  the,  lying  within 

the  Miami  reservation,   -        -        -   358,  456 
resolution  declaring  that  the,  should  be  ceded 

to  the  States,  respectively,  wherein  they 

lie,  -'   -  470 
the  Committee  on,      -        -  -    -        -        -     27 

bills  reported  from,       58,  143,  217,  231,  286, 
358,  372,  395,  424,  456,  489,  505,  521,  535, 

544,  560,  579,  591,  593,  625,  646,  666 
instructions  to,        -       97,  130,  324,  438,  666 
reports  from,  -         -        -        -    143,  535,  579 
discharged  from  subjects,    442,  539,  625,  626 

(See  Hot  Springs — School  lands — Pine  lands 
in  Florida — Alabama — Mineral  lands.) 

Pursers  in  the  navy,  joint  resolution  for  the 
relief  of  the,  as  to  expenditures  made  in 
pursuance  of  orders  during  the  war  with 
Mexico,  -       -  305, 560,  613 

a. 

Gtuinn,  Edward,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -290 
R. 

Railroad  from  the  Mississippi  river  to  the 

Pacific  ocean,  bill  to  provide  for  the  loca- 
tion and  construction  of  a  central  national 

road  from  the  Pacific  ocean  to  the  Missis- 
sippi river,  with  a  branch  of  said  road  to 

the  Columbia  river,         -  473, 625 

remarks  by  Mr.  Benton,    -        -        -        -  473 
Railroad  to  the  Pacific.  (See  Whitney,  Asa — 

Galveston  and  Red  River  Railroad.) 
Railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  me- 

morial and  other  documents  of  W.  H. 

Aspinwall  and  others  upon  the  subject  of 
a  contemplated,      -  20,130,398 

bill  to  make  compensation  for  the  transport- 
ation of  troops  and  supplies  for  a  limited 

time  over  the  Isthmus  of  Panama  by  the 
contemplated,  40, 49,  59,  68,  78,  382,  457,  626 

remarks  thereon,  by 

Mr-  Allen,      - -51,59,60,413 
Mr.  Benton,   - 49,  50,  59,  60,  398,  399,  411 
Mr.  Berrien,  - 
  402 

Mr.  Breese,    - -        -        -       50,  52 

Mr.  Butler,     - 
  413 

Mr.  Cameron, 52,59,60 

Railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama — 

remarks  thereon,  by — ■ 
Mr.  Clarke,   51 
Mr.  Clayton,   414 

Mr.  Davis,      ------  414 
Mr.  Dayton,  -  -        -    460,461,462 

Mr.  Dix,         -■•-.._-■_    52 
Mr.  Douglas,  -        -         60,61,402,411 
Mr.  Downs,   59,  399 
Mr.  Foote,   59, 

60,  61,  398,  400,  401,  402,  460,  461 
Mr.  Hale,   50 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,   -        -        -    51 
Mr.  Niles,   412 
Mr.  Underwood,     -        -    411,  457,  461,  463 
Mr.  Webster,  ...        -  413,  462 
Mr.  Westcott,         -        -        -      59,  401,  402 

(See  Red  River  Railroad — West  Feliciana — 
Mexican  Gulf  Railroad  Company — Mobile 
and  Ohio  Railroad  Company — Atlantic  and 
Gulf  Railroad  Company — Ohio  and  Missis- 

sippi Railroad  Company.) 

grants  of  land  for  constructing.     (See  Illi- 
nois— Alabama — Mississippi — Iowa.) 

Railroads  and  Canals,  bill  to  grant  the  right  of 

way  across  the  public  lands,  and  to  dis- 
pose of  said  lands  in  aid  of  the  several 

States  in  the  construction  of,  424,521,535,561 

R.amsay,  Robert,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -  682 
Raymond,  Warren,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -  572 
Records,  bill  to  amend  an  act  entitled  an  act 

to  authenticate  certain,  approved  February 
22,  1849,         -   601 

Red  River  Railroad  Company,  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of  the,   253 

Reed,  Samuel  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  521 
Reefsnyder,  Benjamin,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  681 
Refunding  of  duties.     (See  Duties.) 
Registers  to  vessels.     (See  Anne  Lift.) 

Registers  and  receivers,  bill  to  compensate  the, 
of  the  several  land  offices  in  the  United 

States,   286 
Renner,  Mary  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  668,  681 
Reports,  adverse,  of  last  session  concurred  in,     27 
Reports  of  the  congressional  debates,  resolu- 

tion  concerning   the    plan    and    cost   of 

making  the,    ------    27 
the  expense  under  the  contract  of  last  ses- 

sion to  be  inquired  into,  -        -        -        -     58 
resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the,  -         -  358 
resolution  proposing  the  annulment  of  the 

contract  for  making,        -  395 
remarks  thereon,  by — ■ 

Mr.  Badger,  -        -        -        -    395,  396,  397 

Mr.  Bradbury,        -         -         -         -         -  397 
Mr.  Borland,   397 

Mr.  Breese,    -        -        -        -        -        -  397 
Mr.  Bright,   395 
Mr.  Butler,     -   397 
Mr.  Cameron,         ...        -   395,  393 
Mr.  Dickinson,   395 
Mr.  Foote,     -   397 
Mr.  Hannegan,   397 
Mr.  Niles,   396 
Mr.  Westcott,   395 

resolution  for  limiting  the  contract  for  pub- 
lishing the,     ------  593 

joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Clerk  of  the 

House  and  Secretary  of  the  Senate  to  sub- 
scribe forcertain  Debates  and  Proceedings 

of  Congress,  -        -        -        -    613,635,646 
Reservation,  military.     (See  Wisconsin — Fox and  Wisconsin.) 

Resolutions,  by — 

Mr.  Allen,      - Mr.  Atherton, 

Mr.  Badger,  - Mr.  Baldwin, Mr.  Bell, 

Mr.  Benton,   - 
Mr.  Bradbury, 

-      97,  286,  550 

21,46,561,580,594 
-    359,395 

  58 

-  163,  182,  206,  324 

112,  206,  217,  470,  490,  560 
21  27  130  143  594 

Mr.  Breese,  27,  46,  86, 112,'395,  441,  579',  666 Mr.  Bright,  -----  78,  231 
Mr.  Cameron,  -  58, 101,  286,  646,  666 
Mr.  Clarke,    -  78,  86,  130,  143,  579,  585 

Mr.  Clayton,  -        -        -        -        ••  409,  441 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Massachusetts,        -         -  505 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,     -        -        -101, 

210,  231,  380,  481,  533,  600,  667 
Mr.  Dayton,   153 
Mr.  Dickinson,      -        -        18,  27,  324,  612 
Mr.  Dix,   666 
Mr.  Dodge,  of  Iowa,  130,  217,  324,  358,  692 
Mr.  Douglas,  -        -        -     86,  130,  600 
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Resolutions,  by — 
Mr.  Downs,  - 
Mr.  Felch,  - 
Mr.  Fitzgerald, 

Mr.  Foote,  - 
Mr.  Hale,  - 
Mr.  Hamlin,  - 
Mr.  Houston, 

Mr.  Hunter,  - 

46,  68,  103 
-     97,  324,  544 

-  591 

-  58,  68 

130,  132,544,551,553 -  338,  358 

-.   182,  339,  358 

-  58 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,    -        58,  86,  101 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Louisiana,   -        -        -   39, 
286,  324,  358,  469,  579 

Mr.  Jones,   163,  263 

Mr.  King,  -  298,  372,  535 

Mr.  Mangum,  -  -  -  442,  456,  692 
Mr.  Mason,  -  130,  435,  535,  572,  626,  644 

Mr.  Metcalfe,  -  -  -  253,  409,  505 
Mr.  Miller,  •  -  46,  58,  162,  482,  626 
Mr.  Niles.  27,  58,  68,  78,  97,  372,  591,  666 

r.  Pearce,  -  -  190,424,579,585,591   482 
-  442,  521 
-  381,  585 

-  '  97,  231,  544,  551 
-  ■'  -   -   -  263,  324 

-  359,  470,  666 
-  482-,  553,  646 

-  21,  27,  86,  263,  482,  572 
58,  206,  324,  338,  340,  600 

M 
Mr.  Phelps, 
Mr.  Rusk, 
Mr.  Sebastian, 
Mr.  Underwood, 

Mr.  Upham,  - 
Mr.  Walker,  - 
Mr.  Webster, 
Mr.  Westcott, 
Mr.  Yulee, 

Revenue  Laws.     (See  California.) 
'Revenue^  bill  requiring  all  moneys  receivable 

from  customs  and  from  all  other  sources 

to  be  paid  immediately  into  the  treasury 
without  abatement  or  reduction,  and  for 

other  purposes,       -        -     153,  625,  667,  669 
Revolutionary  Claims,  the  Committee  on,     -     27 

bills  reported  from  the,       -        -    380,  489,  600 
reports  from  the,        -        -        -        68,  78,  489 
discharged  from  subjects,  -  3S0,  682 

Restaurador,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  owners 

of  the  Spanish  brig,        -  -319 
Retrenchment,  the  Committee  on,  -        -    27 
Rhode  Island,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  624 

Riddle,  Hugh,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  114 
Ridgely,  Charles  G.,  bill  directing  the  mode 

of  settling  the  claim  of,  -        -    220,  237,  298 
Right  of  way  through  the  public  lands.    (See 

Illinois — Mississippi — Michigan — Mobile 

'  and  Ohio  Railroad  Company — Jlllantic  and 
Gulf  Railroad    Company — Railroads    and 
Canals — Ohio    and    Mississippi    Railroad 
Company.) 

Ringgold,  Major  Samuel,  joint  resolution  to 
present  a  sword  to  the  nearest  male  rela- 

tive of,   -        .-        -        -        -         -        -  182 
River  improvements.  (See  Harbors  andRivers.) 
Road,  from  the  fall  of  St.  Louis  river,  on  Lake 

Superior,  to  Point  Douglas,  on  the  Mis- 
sissippi river,  ....        -  409 

plank,  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  prop- 
osition to  contract  for  constructing  a,      -  653 

Roads  and  Canals,  the  Committee  on,  -        -    27 
Roads,  military.      (See   Wisconsin — Military Roads.) 

Road,  Central  National,  to  the  Pacific.    (See 
Railroads.) 

Roberts,  Levi  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  572 
Roberts,  Lewis  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  457 
Robinson,  Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  681 
Rock  Island.     (See  Marine  Hospital.) 
Rogers,  John  N.,  the  memorial  of,  and  select 

committee  on,  -  544, 551 
Rodgers,  John  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  456 
Rogers,  Lieut.  Robert  C,  bill  for  the  relief 

of,   -   581,  591 
Rodrigues,  Simon,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,     -  115 
Rules,  the  joint,  propositions  to  amend  or  sus- 

pend,     -        21,  594,  613,  626,  646,  656,  668 
resolution  for  the  repeal  of  the  49th  rule 

requiring  the  biennial  election  of  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Senate,  -        -    470,  490,  561 

Rusk,  Thomas  S.,  of  Texas,      15,  21,  26,  27,  37, 
57,  153,  155, 162, 190,  309,  338,  340,  358,      I, 
373,  380,  394,  424,  432,  433,  441,  455,481, 
48:2,  504,  505,  550,  551,  560,  580,581,  585, 
591,  595,  604,  C25,  632,  644,  666,  668,  691 

resolutions  by,   -----    442,521 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,      -        -        -        -     48 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 
Vincent,  -        -        -        -        -     -    -     81 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
uii.nl  officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias,  132 

525 

603 

634 

Rusk,  Thomas  S.,  of  Texas — 
remarks  on  the  bill  indemnifying  Bryan 

Callaghan  for  goods  destroyed  under 
military  orders,       -        -     156,  157,  158,  159 

remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 
ture of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 

question,         -----    309,312 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  an  additional 

district  court  of  the  United  States  in  the 

State  of  Texas,       ...        -   373,410 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs 

of  Joshua  Eddy,   380 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  port  of 

entry  at  Brazos  de  Santiago,  -        -   481,  482 
remarks  concerning  the  protocol  accom- 

panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,    -    500,  501 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  finish  the 

City  Hall  of  Washington,       ... 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

pay  of  certain  foreign  ministers, 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  purchase 

Colt's  pistols,  -'-■"--,-'       7 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  employ  Gov- 

ernment transports  to  carry  the  United. 
States  mail  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera 

Cruz,      -        -        -        -        -        -   649,650 
Russell,  Esther,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     --       -     81 

S. 
Sabine  lands,  bill  in  relation  to  the,  in  the 

State  of  Wisconsin,         -        -        -        -     40 
Saginaw  lands,  bill  to  provide  for  the  sale  of 

the  lands  purchased  by  the  United  States 

of  the  Saginaw  tribe  of  Chickasaw  In- 
dians,     -        -        -        -        -        -     97, 112 

Salary  of  the  chief  of  the  bureau  of  Medicine 
and  Surgery,  proposition  to  increase  the,  522 

Salary  of  certain  messengers  and  clerks  in  the 

several  departments,  proposition  to  in- 

crease the,       -  ,■    ..-«■•     '/■•-"-.'-'"    -  545 Sanders,  Thomas  R.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -  457 
Sandwich  Islands.     (See  Missions.) 

Sappers  and  miners,  proposition  for  the  dis- 
charge of  a  portion  of  the  corps  of,     633,  638 

Sergeant-at-arms,  resolution  of  instruction  to,  338, 
358 

(See  Senate.) 
Savage,  John,  a  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -         -681 
Savage,  Joseph,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,     -        -        -    97 
Scantland,  James  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -  153 
School  lands,  bill  for  a  new  selection  of  public 

lands  in  lieu  of  worthless  school  sections 

and  sections  of  inferior  quality,  and  for    ' 
other  purposes,       -  46,  424 

Schools,  an  act  granting  a  half  section  of  land 
for  the  use  of  schools  within  fractional 

township  19  south,  range  18  west,  county 
of  Lowndes,  State  of  Mississippi,  572,579,601 

Scott,  Major  General,  proposition  to  confer 
the  appointment  of  brevet  lieutenant  gen- 

eral on,  -         -        -        -        -        -        -  791 
Seamen,  an  act  to  repeal  the  5th,  6th,  and  7th 

clauses  of  the  1st  section  of  the  act  in  ad- 
dition to  the  several  acts  regulating  the 

shipment  and  discharge  of,  and  the  duty 
of  consuls,  approved  July  20,  1840;  and 
also  to  amend  the  act  supplementary  to 

the  act  concerning  consuls  and  vice-con- 
suls, and  for  the  protection  of,  approved 

February  28,  1803,  -        -        -        -        -572 
Seamen,  the  number  registered  in  the  ports  of 

the  United  States,   57 
Seamen,  foreign  officers  and,  joint  resolution 

in  relation  to,  who  shall  render  relief  to 
American  vessels  in  distress,  -        -        -  593 

Sebastian,  William  K.,  of  Arkansas,  78,  143,  253, 
298,  372,  456,  504,  604,  644,  645 

resolutions  by    -----   381,585 
Secret  services  during  the  war  with  Mexico, 

appropriation  for,  -    ■     -        -         -   625,  638 
Secretary  of  the  Senate,  reports  from,  68,  252,  440 

instructions  to  the,     -  395,  535,  585 
(See  Senate.) 

Senate^a  quorum  thereof,  -  -  -  1 
the  hour  of  meeting,  -  -  1,  470,  544,  626 
propositions  for  a  recess,    -  585,594 
resolution  for  the  repeal  of  the  49th  rule  re- 

quiring the  biennial  election  of  officers  of 
the,   470,  490 

Senators,  the  classification  of  new,         -        -     97 
Seward,  William  H.,  of  New  York,      -        -  590 
Sewell,  late  Robert,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

heirs  and  Representatives  of  the,      -        -585 

Sexton,  James  P.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  115,  220 

Shaffer,  Peter,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -  681 
Sheldon,  Thomas  C,  late  receiver  of  public 

moneys,  Kalamazoo,  Michigan,     -        -  581 
Shepard,  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  372 
Shepherd,  Isa^^.c,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  435 
Shields,  James,  Senator  from  Illinois,  the  cre- 

dentials of,     -  -        -        -        -  656 
(For   proceedings  in  the  case  of  General 

Shields,  in  the  special  session,  see  Ap- 
pendix.) 

Shoemaker,  Captain  George  R.,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  ------  681 
Simons,  Maurice  R.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -  667 
Simpson,  Henry,  joint  resolution  authorizing, 

as  administrator  of  George  Simpson,  to 
bring  suit  against  the  United  States,       46,  68 

Sims,  A.  D.,  late  Representative  from  South 
Carolina,  his  death  announced,       -         -     40 

Skinner,  John  P.,  and  the  legal  representa- 
tives of  Isaac  Reid,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  97, 

204,  647 Skinner,  John  S.,  the  memorial  of,        -        -     37 
Skirving,  John,  proposition  to  pay.  for  venti- 

lating the  Senate  Chamber,     -        -        -  359 
Slacum,  William  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -        -    474,  482,  541 
Slaves.     (See  Fugitive  Slaves.) 

Slavery   question,   remarks   concerning   the. 
(See  New  Mexico.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  New  York 

concerning  the,  as  involved  in  the  organi- 
zation of  the  new  Territories,  &c,  -         -  309 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Baldwin,   318 

Mr.  Berrien,  -  -  -  -  •" "  -  -  313 Mr.  Butler,  -  .  -  .  -  -  313,  317,  318 

Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,  -  '  -  -314 Mr.  Dickinson,  -  -  310,  313,  314,  317 
Mr.  Dix,        -        -        -    309,  310,  312,  317 

Mr.  Douglas,   314 
Mr.  Downs,  -  315,  316,  318 

Mr.  Felch,      ------  318 
Mr.  Fitzpatrick,   314 
Mr.  Foote,   310,  316 

Mr.  King,   313 
Mr.  Mason,   311,  312 

Mr.  Metcalfe,  -        -        -        -      '  -  319 Mr.  Niles,  -        -         -        -        -  316 
Mr.  Rusk,      -    '    -        -        -        -  309, 312 
Mr.  Yulee,     -        -        -        -    310,  313,  314 

Slavery  in  the  Territories,  remarks  concern- 
ing the  disposition  of  a  petition  on  the 

subject  of,       -----        -  181 

petition  of  the  people,  of  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia for  the  abolition  of,      -        -   311,  324 

petition  from  Maryland  concerning, 

-  324 

remarks  on  the  Virginia  resolutions  respect- 
ing the,   -  440 

remarks  on  the  South  Carolina  resolutions 

respecting,      ------  455 
Slicer,  Rev.  Henry,  elected  Chaplain,    -         -     21 
Smith,  George  R.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  681 
Smith,  J.  B.,  and  Simeon  Darden,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  ------     86 
Smith,  James  Y.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -   521,580 
Smithsonian  Institution,  joint  resolution  re- 

appointing two  of  the  Regents  of  the,  &c,   21, 26,37 

the  annual  report  of  the  Regents  of  the,         561 

Snavely,  William,  of  Indiana,  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of,       -  505 

Sothoron,  James  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -  680 
Soule,  Pierre,  of  Louisiana,  credentials  of,     -  666 
South  Carolina  resolutions  on  the  subject  of 

slavery,  -------  456 
Spanish  vessels,  bill  exempting,  from  discrimi- 

nating duties  in  certain  cases,  -   591,  625 

Speiden,  William,  purser  in  the  United  States 

navy,  joint  resolution  concerning  the  set- 
tlement of  the  accounts  of,       ̂   -  541 

Spirit  ration  in  the  navy,  proposition  to  abol- 
ish the,  -------  654 

Spruance,  Presley,  of  Delaware,    -        -       1,  593 
Stafford,  Aaron,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -   457,572 
Stalker,  Gilbert,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives'  of,  -        -        -        -        -  324 State,  new.     (See  California.) 

State  Department,  resolution  calling  upon  the, 
for  information,       -        -  -         -  572 

communications  from  the,    13,  33,  57,  216,  380, 432,  612 

Stockbridge  tribe  of  Indians,  appropriation  to 

carry  into  effect  the  treaty  with  the,        -  638 
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Stockton,  John  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  682 
Sturgeon,  Daniel,  of  Pennsylvania,  1,  37,  39,  45, 

97,  120,  162,  181, 189,  231,  253,  262,  372,  409, 
488,  535,  551,  579,  584,  613,  666 

Suit  against  the  United  States.  (See  Simpson.) 

Superintendent  of  the  anti-chamber  of  the  Vice 
President,  resolution  vesting  the  appoint- 

ment with  the  Sergeant-at-arms,      -       58,  68 
Supreme  Court.     (See  Courts.) 

Survey  of  the  lands  in  California  and  New'' 
Mexico.     (See  California.) 

geological,  of  California  and  Oregon,  joint 
resolution  authorizing  the  appointment  of 

a  suitable  person  to  make  a,   -        -'-       -  190 
topographical,  and  reports  •of  routes  from 

the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean,  joint  resolution  to  provide  for,     -  409 

Survey.     (See  Florida  Reef.) 
Surveys,  defective,  in  Michigan,  appropriation 

to  correct,        ------  504 
Sutton,  Jesse,  bill  for  the  relief  of,-        -        -  481 

Swamp  lands,  bill  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Ar-  x 
kansas,  and  other  States  within  which 
they  lie,  certain  lands  remaining  unsold 
on  account  of  overflow,  -        -        -         -  238 

bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Louisiana  in  reclaim- 

ing therein,     ------  594 
T. 

Tariff,  petitions  concerning  the,     -        -        -  432 
Taylor,  Mrs.  Maria,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -  550 
Taylor,  Edward,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,         -  533 
Telescope,  equatorial.     (See  Duties.) 
Territories,  governments  for  the.  (See  Mineso- 

ta — .Nebraska — JVhe  Mexico —  California. ) 
the  Committee  on,      -----     27 
bills  reported  from  the,       ...    182,  505 

Testimony,  bill  concerning,  -        -        -        -  474 
Testimony,  bill  to  authenticate,     -        -        -  535 
Texas.   (See  Collection  District— Courts— Ports 

of  Entry.) 

Thompson,  Elisha,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  115 
Thompson,  Mary  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -  681 
Ticonie,  schooner,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

owners  of  the,        -        -     -  -        -        -  220 
Titles,  land.     (See  California — Arkansas.) 

bill  to  confirm  the,  to  sec.  16,  and  W.  half  of 
sec.  12,  T.  3,  R.  6  E.,  in  Seneca  county, 
Ohio,      -------  424 

Todd,  Barnard,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,     -        -     97,  600 
Toller,  Jesse  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        .-115 
Tompkins,  Nancy,  the  mother  of  John  Chase, 

bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -        -291,541 
Topographical  service,  appropriation  for,       -  638 
Towle,  David,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  534 

Town.     (See  Traders'  Point.) 
Thanks  of  Congress,  to  Brigadier  Gen.  Price, 

joint  resolution  giving  the,       - 
to  Col.  Doniphan,  joint  resolution  giving,  - 

Thatcher,  Joel,  bill  granting  a  pension  to, 
Trade,  reciprocal,  with  Canada.  (See  Duties.) 

Traders'  Point,  on  the  Missouri  river,  in  the 
State  of  IovCa,  bill  to  lay  off  a  town  at,  and 

for  other  purposes,  -         - 
Traders'  Point,  bill  to  authorize  the  laying  off 

a  town  at,  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Mis- 
souri river  upon  the  unsurveyed  lands 

within  the  State  of  Iowa,         -        -   143,  489 
Transportation  service,  resolution  transferring 

from  the  War  to  the  Navy  Department, 
certain  vessels  used  in  the,       -        -  481,649 

(See  Mail  service.) 
Treasury  of  the  United  States,  all  money  from 

customs  to  be  paid  into.     (See  Revenues.) 
Treasury  Department,  calls  upon  the,  for  in- 

formation,    21,  27,  39,  68,  78,  182,  206,  231, 
579,  585,  666 

communications  from  the,  13,  97,  180,  274,  286, 
298,  302,  309,323, 394,  432,  440, 481,  504,535, 

550,  579,  624,  644,  666 
financial  report  from  the,  and  debate  on 

'     printing  it,      -        -        -        -        -        -    18 
bill  providing  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the. 

(See  Department  of  the  Interior.) 
joint  resolution  giving  the  Secretary  till  the 

next  session  of  Congress  to  make  a  report 
heretofore  called  for,  concerning  sales  of 
land  in  Cincinnati,  -        -        -     646,  666,  667 

Treaties,  reciprocal,  resolution  of  inquiry  and 
remarks  concerning,        -  130,  143 

Treaty  with  Mexico,  bill  to  provide  for  car- 
rying into  effect  a  part  of  the  12th  article 

of  the,  concluded  at  Guadalupe  Hidalgo, 560,  681 

68 

68 644 

372 

Treaty  with  Mexico — 
bill  to  provide  for  carrying  into  effect  the 

fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  United" States   and  the   Mexican    Republic,    for 
establishing  the  boundary  line  between 
them,      ------   626,  667 

Treaty  with  Mexico.     (See  Protocol.) 
Tribou,  Francis,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,         -  469 
Troops  and  supplies,  compensation  for  carry- 

ing across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama.     (See Railroad.) 

Tropical  plants,  an  act  supplemental  to  an  act 
entitled  an  act  to  encourage  the  cultiva- 

tion of,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -  613 
Tumey,  Hopkins  L.,  of  Tennessee,  1,  48,  155, 

187-,  218,  231,  319,  340,  357,  358,372,  426,  442, 
455,  482,  483,  564,  573, 604, 613,  625, 644,  646, 

656,  669,  681 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonel 

Scantland,       ------  153 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Samuel 

F.  Butterworth,   237 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,         -        -        -         -         -        -  265 
remarks  concerning  the  proposition  for  the 

distribution  of  books  to  Senators,  -  -  647 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  California,  686, 
688,  689,  690 

U.    ' 

Unfinished  business  of  committees,  concern- 
ing,        -------  253 

Underwood,  Joseph  R.,  of  Kentucky,  1,  40,  68, 
78,  80,  85,  86,  87,  97,  120,  121, 130,  162, 189, 
190, 204, 237, 253, 262, 267,  318,  372, 380, 435, 
456,  469,  482, 483, 521,  535,  537, 538, 541,552, 
572, 580, 585, 593, 594, 595,  604,  613, 626, 645, 

669,  681 

resolutions  by,   -        -        -      97,  231,  544,  551 
remarks  concerning  the  manner  of  reporting 

the  expenditures  in  the  War  Department,     40 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Colonel 

Robert  Wallace,     -        -        -        -        -     80 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  draining 

of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,   87,  88,  90,  120, 
121 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  pay  Cadwalader 
Wallace  for  a  horse  surrendered  to  the 

enemy,   98,  99,  100 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P. 

Baldwin,   121,  122 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,   155 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan 

Callaghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  mil- 
itary order,     -        -        -        -         -        -  158 

remarks  concerning therightof  petition,  and 
the  colonizing  free  persons  of  color,   206,  208 

remarks  on  presenting  the  petition  of  Mr. 

Henry  O'Reilly,  complaining  of  the  con- 
duct of  a  judge  in  Kentucky,  -        -253 

remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

■warrants,        ------  263 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  in  the  construction 

of  a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Pan- 
ama,      -        -        -        -    411,  457,  461,  463 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 
tors of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       -        -  424 

remarks  concerning  the  claim  of  George  W. 
Norton,   .£41 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

pay  of  certain  foreign  ministers,      -        -  602 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 

rial government  of  Minesota,  -        -  635 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,    627,  629,  683,  684, 

689,  690,  691 
Union  Bank  of  Florida,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  president  and  directors  of,     585,  613,  667 

Upham,  William,  of  Vermont,     1',  13,  27,  70,  78, 
274, 324, 332,  409,  410, 481, 489,  551, 580, 585, 

625,  647 
resolutions  by,  -----   263,324 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,    276,  277,  278,  279 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  David 

Myerle,   364 
V. 

Van  Ness,  Eugene,  and  John  M.  Brush,  ex- 
ecutors of  Nehemiah  Brush,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  -        -        -        -        -        -  581 
Venue,  bill  to  authorize  a  change  of,  in  cer- 

tain cases,          456,  470 

Ventilating  the  Senate,  resolution  for  comple- 
ting the  plan  for,    -----    58 

Vessels.     (See  Conveyance.) 

Vessels,  American,  in  distress.    (See  Seamen.) 
Vigo,  Colonel  Francis,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

heirs  of,  -  -        -    544,  551,  625 
Vincent,  Henry,  administrator  of  the  estate  of 

James  Lecuze,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       81,  553 

Virginia  State  and  Continental  lines,  bill  to 

provide  for  the  unpaid  claims  of  the  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  of  the,  -        -        -   267,  435 

Virginia.     (See  Courts.) 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  upon  the 

slavery  question,  and  debate  thereon,      -  440 
Volunteers,  joint  resolution  to  give  three 

months'  extra  pay-  to  all  officers,  non- 
commissioned officers,  musicians,  and 

privates  of  the  volunteer  corps,  for  each 
term  of  enlistment,  during  the  war  with 
Mexico,   -  143 

subsistence  for.  (See  Claims  of  individuals.) 

W. 
Waldon,  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -       82,  87 
Wales,  Hon.  John,  the  credentials  of,  -        -  593 
Walker,  Patrick,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  217 
Walker,  Isaac  P.,  of  Wisconsin,      1,  26,  40,  143, 

181,  220,  290,  298,  359,  398,  455,  456,  469, 
470,  482,  535,  544,  545,  548,  572,  573,  580, 
584,  585,586,  591,  594,  613,  626,  635,  645, 

646,  656,  668,  669,  681 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -    359,  470,  666 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 

B.  Garrison,  ------  131 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  the  Gov- 
ernment officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil 

Bias,   134,  135,  154 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan  Cal- 

laghan for  goods  destroyed  under  military 
orders,  -        -         -        -        -        -   156,  157 

remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  the 

purchase  of  astronomical  instruments,     -  233 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,        ------  264 
his  credentials,  ------  469 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  relief  of  Mrs.  Dix,  -  539 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  the 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  Califor- 
nia,      -        -        -      561,  564,  573,  683,  691 

Wallace,  Colonel  Robert,  aid-de-camp  to  Gen- 
eral William  Hull,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -     80 

Wallace,  Cadwalader,  bill  for  relief  of,   78,  98,  267 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Davis,  of  Mississippi,      -  100 
Mr.  King,      -   99 
Mr.  Niles,   99,  100 
Mr.  Underwood,    -        -        -       98,  99,  100 

War  Department,  calls  upon  the,  for  inform- 
ation,     -        58,  101,  286,  324,  435,  572,  600 

communications  from  the,      152,  162,  180,  262, 
298,  323,  380,  432,  455,  504,  544,  624 

Ward,  Joseph  D.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  534 
Washington  city,  the    affairs  of,  discussed. 

(See  City  Hall.) 
Washington  city  canal,  proposed  appropria- 

tion for  deepening,  -  546 

Washington  and  Alexandria  Steamboat  Com- 
pany, bill  in  addition  to  an  act  to  incor- 
porate the,      -        -        -        -    101,  112,  561 

Washington,  George,  appropriation  to   pur- 
chase remaining  books  and  papers  of,  604,  613 

Washington,  Henry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -  398 
Watson,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of,  -        -        -        -        -  380 
Webber,  Major,  military  storekeeper  at  Wa- 

tertown,  proposition  to   compensate  for 

extra  services,         -----  634 
Webster,  Daniel,  of  Massachusetts,  130,  458,  482, 

489,  490,  550,  553,  579,  585,  591,  595,  604, 
■  644,  681,  682,  691,  692 

resolution  by,    ------  482 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P. 

Baldwin  for  the  destruction  by  Govern- 
ment officers  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias,  135 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     -         -        -     .  -   413,462 

remarks   concerning  the   extension  of  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  Califor- 

nia,     562,  579,  580,  683,  6S4,  685,  686,  687, 
688,  689,  690,  691 

remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  a  minister 
to  Chili,         -        -        -        -        -        -  595 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
salary  of  certain  ministers  abroad,  -  596,  597 
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Westcott,  James  C,  of  Florida — 
remarks  on  thebill  to  remit  duties  on  certain 

goods  destroyed  by  fire,  ...  645 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Depart- 

ment of  the  Interior,  -■■•-'-  671,677 
Westcott,  James  C,  of  Florida,  1,  27,  39,  45,  46, 

57,  68,  78,  80,  81,  86,  91,  97,  100,  10],  102, 
112,  120,  130,  155,  162,  180,  181,  209,  217, 
218,  220,  231,  232,  263,  274,  286,  287,  292, 
338,  358,  394,  409,  441,  481,  489,  490,  500, 
502,  505,  521,  522,  541,  546,  548,  550,  553, 
572,  573,  574,  579,  580,  591,  593,  594,  600, 
601,  603,  604,  613,  624,  627,  631,  635,  644, 

645,  646,  647,  652,  666,  681,  682 
resolutions  by,  -        -         21,  27,  263,  482,  572 
remarks  on  the  financial  report  of  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Treasury,  -        -        -        -    20 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  reciprocity 

of  trade  with  Canada,     -  185 
remarks  on  the  memorial  from  the  conven- 

tion in  New  Mexico,  for  a  territorial 

government,  -        -        -        -  34, 35, 36 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California,  as 

a  State,  into  the  Union,  -        -        -     47 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  construction 

of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isth- 
mus of  Panama,     -         -        -      59,401,402 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  drain- 
ing of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,    68,  70,  87, 

88,  89,  90,  121 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry 

Vincent,  ------     81 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles 

Waldron*       ------    82 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  sale  of 

the  Saginaw  lands,  -        -        -        -    97 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P. 

Baldwin,         -     113,  114,  122,  134,  136,  154 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 

Devlin,  -        -        -        -        -        -        -  154 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Bryan  Cal- 

laghan  for  goods  destroyed  under  military 
orders,   -------  157 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,      -  196 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin 

Emmons,       -----  218,219 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

owners  of  the  schooner  Ticonie,     -        -  220 
remarks  on  the  proposition  for  the  survey 

of  the  reefs,  shoals,  &c,  on  the  coast  of 
South  Florida,        -        -        -        -        -  654 

remarks  on  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  in  rela- 

tion to  military  land  warrants,"      -        -  231 
remarks  on  an  appropriation  for  the  pur- 

chase of  astronomical  instruments,  -  234 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  military  land 

warrants,        -----   263,  264 
remarks  on  the  postage  bill,  275,  279,  280,  300, 

301,  448 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Terri- 

tory of  Minesota,  -----  299 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  reduce  the 

price  of  pine  lands  in  Florida,        -        -  339 
remarks  concerning  the  plan  for  reporting 

the  debates,    ------  395 
remarks  on  the  bill  declarative  of  the  act  for 

the  admission  of  Iowa  into  the  Union,    -  410 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  an  additional 

district  court  of  the  U.  States  in  Texas,  -  411 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the 

pension  laws,  -----  434 
remarks  concerning  the  public  printing,     -  436 
remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  finish  the 

City  Hall  of  Washington,      -        -        -524 
remarks  concerning  an  outfit  for  a  minister 

to  Chili,  -        -  .  .   -   '     -        -        -  595 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

compensation  to  certain  foreign  ministers,  597 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,         -        -   627,  668 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  extend  cer- 

tain laws  of  the  United  States  over  Cal- 

ifornia,  ....    631,683,685,686 

West  Feliciana  Railroad  Company,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,  '-        -        -        -        -        -  298 
Whitaker,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  593 
Whitcomb,  James,  of  Indiana,  the  credentials 

of,        -        -  666 
White's  new  Recopilacion,  concerning,  -  572 
White,  Zilpha,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  81 
Whitehall,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  an  act 

to  extend  certain  privileges  to,         -        -     78 
Whitney,  Asa,  of  New  York,  bill  to  set  apart 

and  sell  to,  a  portion  of  the  public  lands, 
tp  enable  him  to  construct  a  road  from 
Lake  Michigan  to  the  Pacific,         -        -  381 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Borland,   381,382 
Mr.  Foote,   381,382 
Mr.  Niles,      -        -.      -        -        -        -381 

Whittet,  Robert,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,        -  469 
Widows  of  deceased  soldiers.    (See  Pensions.) 
Wilkes,  Commander  Charles,  proposition  to 

indemnify  him  for  expenses  incurred  in 
court  in  defending  himself  against  suits 

brought  for  acts  committed  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duty,  .        -        -        -  651 

Williams,  Lowry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -   481,  681 
Williams,  Ezra,  a  clerk  in  the  General  Land 

Office,  proposition  to  give  extra  pay  to,  -  505 
Williamson,  Elizabeth,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  533 

Wilson,  William  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -  681 
Wilson,  Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -  681 
Wilson,  John,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  533 
Wilson,  Charles,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  286,  358 
Wisconsin,  memorials  and  resolutions  of  the 

Legislature  of,  38,  594 
bill  to  grant  to  the  State  of,  the  military 

reservation  at  Fort  Winnebago,      -        -    40 
bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  mili- 

tary road  in  the  State  of,         -        -        -    40 
(See  Sabine  LanUs.) 

Wislizenus,  Dr.  Adolphus,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  647 

Wormley,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  143 
Winder's  building,  proposition  to  rent  or  pur- 

chase,    -------  652 
Y. 

Yeas  and  Nays  on  the  proposition  to  print  the 
financial  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury,       -        -        -  .      -        -        -    20 
on  the  proposition  to  print  the  memorial 

from  a  convention  in  JSew  Mexico  for  a 

territorial  government,    -        -        -        -    37 
on  the  reference  of  the  memorial  of  John  S. 

Skinner,  ------    37 
on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a  State  into 

the  Union,       -        -        -        -        -        -    49 
on  the  bill  to  pay  Cadwalader  Wallace  for 

a  horse  surrendered  to  the  enemy,  -         -  100 
on  the  bill  incorporating  the  Washington 

and  Alexandria  steamboat  company,       -  112 
on  the  bill  to  indemnify  John  P.  Baldwin 

for  property  destroyed  by  Government 
officers,  -------  136 

on  the  bill  to  pay  John  Devlin  for  voluntary 

clerical  services,      -----  155 
on  proposition  to  adjourn,  -        -        -        -  159 
on  the  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the 

rumored  negotiations  for  the  purchase  of 
Cuba,     -        -        -        -        -        -        -  163 

on  laying  on  the  table  propositions  to  re- 
ceive petitions  for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  182 

on  the  reception  of  a  petition  concerning  the 

colonizing  of  free  negroes,       -        -        -  190 
on  the  proposition  to  refer  a  petition  on  the 

subject  of  an  appropriation  for  colonizing 
the  free  blacks,  &c,        -  -210 

on  the  appropriation  for  completing  astro- 
nomical observations,     -  236 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Captain  John 

Percival,   -  292 
on  the  proposition  to  print  the  resolutions 

of  the  Legislature  of  New  York  on  the 
subject  of  slavery  in  the  new  territories,   319 

on  the  bill  for  relief  of  David  Myerle,  362,  426 

on  the  Indian  appropriation  bill,         -        -  388 

Yeas  and  Nays — 

on  the  proposition  connected  with  the  pub- 
lic printing,     ------  433 on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wm.  Du  Buys, 

late  postmaster  of  New  Orleans,      -        -482 
on  the  proposition  to  grant  commissions  to 

registers  of  land  offices,  -        -        -        -  482 
on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flogging  in  the 

navy,      -------  513 
on  the  appropriation  to  finish  the  City  Hall, 

Washington,  ------  527 on  the  bill  granting  a  pension  to  Mrs. JDix, 

the  widow  of  an  army  officer,  -        -  541 

on  propositions  to  fix  the  hour  of"meeting,    544 on  the  proposed  appropriation  to  deepen  the 

Washington  city  canal,  -  547 
on  the  bill  for  the  admission  of  California,    553 

on  the  proposition  to  reduce  the  appropria- 
tion to  the  coast  survey,  -  553 

on  the  proposition  to  extend  the  laws  of  the 
U.  States  over  California,   573,  594,  595,  633 

on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Manuel  X.  Har- 

mony,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -  581 
on  the  proposition  for  a  recess,  -        -        -  585 
on  the  outfit  for  a  minister  to  Chili,    -        -  596 
on  the  proposition  to  increase  the  salaries 

of  the  foreign  ministers,  -        -         -  603 
on  the  proposition  to  purchase  the  Wash- 
.  ington  and  Monroe  MSS.,      -        -        -  613 
on  the  bill  to  establish  a  territorial  govern- 

ment in  Minesota,  -----  637 
on  the  proposition  to  employ  the  Govern- 

ment transports  in  carrying  the  mail  and 

passengers  from  New*  Orleans  to  Vera 
Cruz,      -        -        -        -        -        .        -  651 

on  the  proposition  to  reimburse  Commander 
Wilkes  the  expenses  of  suits  brought 

against  him  by  American  sailors,    -        -  652 
on  the  proposition  to  contract  for  construct- 

ing a  plank  road  across  the  Isthmus  of Panama, 

654 on  the  proposition  to  reduce  the  rates  of 

postage,  -        -        -        -        -        -  655 
on  the  Home  Department  bill,   -    672,  675,  680 

on  propositions  connected  with  the  Califor- 
nia question,  ------  689 Yulee,  David  L.,  of  Florida,  18,  37,  46,  62,  68,  78, 

80,  82,  159,  189, 190,  206,  231,  235,  253,  263, 
274,286, 324, 358,  364, 372, 373, 387, 424,  426, 
433, 434, 455, 489,  491, 502,  507,  536, 553, 560, 
562,  565, 566, 572, 573, 579, 580, 581, 585, 594, 
595, 604,  613,  625,  629, 647, 666, 667,  668,686, 

687,  688,  689,  691,  692 
resolutions  by,  58,  206,  324,  338,  340,  380,  600 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  admit  California  as  a 

State  into  the  Union,       -  47,  49 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  draining 

of  the  Everglades  in  Florida,  -         .69,  70,  87 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  cap- 

tors of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,       78,  79,  424 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P. 

Baldwin,         -        -        -        -  „     -        -  154 
remarks  on  the  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of  New  York,  concerning  the  slavery 
question,         -  310, 313, 314 

remarks  on  the  bill  proposing  the  reduction 
of  price  of  the  pine  lands  in  Florida,  338,  339 

remarks  on  the  bill  allowing  pay  for  the 
naturalist  to  Exploring  Expedition,    360,  362 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  print  the  pen- 
sion laws,        ------  434 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  abolish  flog- 
ging in  the  navy,    -        -        -        -   510,  512 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  restore  certain 
officers  of  the  marine  corps,     -        -   648,  649 

remarks  on  proposition  to  rate  the  foreign 

mail  postage,  -        -        -        -        -  656 
Young,  John  J.,  a  commander  in  the  navy  of 

the  United  States,  bill  for  relief  of,  97,  561,681 

Young,  Richard,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -  521 
Young,  Jesse,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -  541 

Z. 

Zimmerman,  Jacob,  an  act  for  relief  of,    572,  612 
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HOUSE    OF    REPRESENTATIVES. 
A. 

Abbott,  Amos,  of  Massachusetts,  -        -  1,  38,  67 
Accounts,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -22 

reports  from  the,         -        -        -        -         -     31 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,         -        -  210 

Accounts  of  officers  of  the  army  and  navy, 
bill  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  the, 
and  other  persons,  who  may  have  received 
moneys  which  were  raised  in  Mexico, 

either  by  contributions,  penalties,  or  in- 
ternal assessments,  -  -  -  25,  G16 

bill  to  enable  and  authorize  the  accounting 

officers  of  the  treasury  to  audit'and  settle the  accounts  of  certain  acting  officers 
therein  mentioned,  -,      -        -        -        -     92 

Accounts  of  public  officers  and  others,  bill  to 
provide  for  the  settlement  of  the,  who 
may  have  received  moneys  arising  from 
military  contributions  or  otherwise,  in 
Mexico,  -        -        -        --366,  G39,  694 

Acts  passed,  list  of,        -        -         -         -        -  698 
Adams,  John  duincy,  resolution  concerning 

the  bust  of,     -----        -  692 
Adams,  Green,  of  Kentucky,         -        -     22,  586 
Advances  and  supplies.     (See  Alabama.-) 
Agriculture,  the  Committee  on,  -  -  -  22 

reports  from  the,  -  -  -  -  -  146 
bills  reported  from,    -----  504 

Agriculture,  grants  of  land  to  the  States  to  im- 
prove the.     (See  Public  Lands.) 

Alabama.  (See  Judicial  Districts — Courts — 
Compact.) 

bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  the  right  of 
way,  and  a  donation  of  public  land,  for 
making  a  railroad  from  Mobile  to  the 
mouth  of  the  Ohio  river,  and  for  other 

purposes,  -----  31,  H7 
an  act  authorizing  the  payment  of  interest 

upon  the  advances  made  by  the  State  of, 
for  the  use  of  the  United  States  Govern- 

ment, in  the  suppression  of  the  Creek  In- 
dian hostilities  of  1836  and  1837  in,  52,  145, 

303  320  332 

Aldrich,  Polly,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -'       -377 Alexander,  Columbus,  and  Theodore  Bar- 
nard, bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -     31,437 

Alien  passengers,  concerning,     .-  -        -        -  483 
Appropriations.     (See  Harbor  Improvements — 

Treaty  with,  Mexico — Fortifications — Civil 
and  Diplomatic  Bill — Indian  Department — 
Army — Military  Academy — Pensions — Aa- 
val  Service — Light-houses.) 

bill  to  supply  deficiencies  in,  for  the  service 
of  the  fiscal  year  ending  30th  June,  1849,  52, 

117,  137,  270,  306 
estimates  of,       -        -        -        -        -        -     14 
contingent,  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 

concernyyj,   ------  541 
American  N  apical  Almanac,  appropriation  to 

print  the,   428 
Anderson,  Samuel  T.,  joint  resolution  for  the 

relief  of,  -        -        -        91,95,172,303 
Anderson,  Timothy  P.,  an  act  authorizing  the 

renewal  of  a  patent  for  the  benefit  of  the 
widow  and  heirs-at-law  of,      -        -        -  617 

Anne  Tift,  an  act  to  authorize  the  issuing  of  a 

register  or  enrollment  to  the  ship,   -    160,  350 
Archives,  American.  (See  Documentary  His- tory.) 

Arkansas.     (See  Swamp  Lands.) 
bill  to  settle  the  titles  to  certain  tracts  of  land 

in  the  State  of,  in  order  to  put  it  upon  its 

passage,         -    _     -        -        -     616,  622,  694 
Arms  and  ammunition  to  persons  emigrating 

to  the  Territories  of  Oregon",  California, 
and  New  Mexico,  a  resolution  authori- 

'  zing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  furnish,      -  616 
Armstrong,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of  the  late,       -         -  437 
Armstrong,  Andrew  C,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     92 
Armstrong,  Amos,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        ->377 
Army.     (See  Accounts— Pay  Department.) 

bill  making  appropriation  for  the  support  of 
the  army  for  the  year  ending  30th  June, 
1850,      -        -      123,  350,  367,  662,  665,  695 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Greeley,  -----  370 
Mr.  Rockwell,  of  Connecticut,       -        -355 
Mr.  Smart,     -        -        -        -        -  353 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Indiana,   -        -        -367 

30th  Concress — Second  Session. 

Army — an  act  to  provide  for  an  increase  in  the  med- 
ical staff,  and  for  an  additional  number 

of  chaplains  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  -  -  .  -  -  -  -  520,615 

bill  entitled  An  act  to  increase  the  efficiency 
of  the  regiments  and  corps  of  the,  and  to 
provide  for  disabled  and  inferior  officers,  570 

remarks  on,  by — 
•Mr.  Bowlin,   571 
Mr.  Burt,   -  570 
Mr.  Toombs,  -  570,571 

Arts,  the  useful,  bill  in  addition  to  an  amend- 
ment of  the  several  acts  to  promote  the 

progress  of  the,       -         -        -        -         -     25 
Ashmun,  George,  of  Massachusetts,      1,  26,  308, 

310,  320,  322,  334,  350,  376,  419,  422,  427, 
438,  451,  454,  464,  466,  481,  488,  493,  503, 
517,  520,  527,  529,  531,  541,  542,  552,  566, 
568,  574,  575,  578,  583,  584,  586,  587,  593, 
599,  605,  607,  608,  610,  616,  617,  623,  624, 

643,  663',  664,  665,  666,  692,  695,  696 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -         16,71,483,692 
remarks  concerning  the  proposition  to  report 

the  debates,     -        -        -        -  16,  17,  24 
remarks  concerning  the  South  Carolina  pro- 

slavery  resolutions,  ...   528,  529 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriations 

to  carry  into  effect  the  12th  article  of  the 

treaty  with  Mexico,  ■  -  557 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify. Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,        -        -  128 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  franking 

privilege,         ------  577 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  terri- 

torial government  of  Upper  California,    -  606 
Atkinson,  Archibald,  of  Virginia,     1,  32,  71,  252, 

262,  285,  366,  377,  378,  431,  437,  467,  534, 

543,  600,  641,  642 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -         -      57,579 
remarks  concerning  naval  promotions,        -  431 

.  remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,    -------  379 
Atlantic  and  Gulf  Railroad  Company,  an  act 

to  grant  to  the,  the  right  of  way  through 
the  public  lands,     -  423,  605 

Auxiliary  Guard,  the  appropriation  for  jhe,  -  321 
Averill,  Camfield,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  437 

B. 

Baker,  Major  R.  L.,  of  the  ordnance  corps, 
joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of,       -    160,484 

Baker,  John  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  repre- 
sentatives of,  -        -        t        -        -        -  437 

Banks.     (See  Union  Bank  of  Florida.) 
Barnitz,  Charles  A.,  husband  of  Margaret 

Barnitz,  the  only  surviving  heir  of  Lieut. 
Col.  David  Grier,  of  the  army  of  the 
Revolution,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -     91 

Barrett,  Richard  H.,  bill  to^thorize  the  con- 
firmation of  the  claims  of,  to  a  quarter 

section  of  land  in  East  Florida,       -        -  484 
Barringer,  Daniel  M.,  of  North  Carolina,    1,  200, 

229,  323,  474,  483,  484, 530,  559,  614,  615,  643 

resolutions  by,  -----       39,  71 
Barrow,  Washington,  of  Tennessee,    1,  180,  229, 

494,  529,  535,  550,  590,  015 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major 

Scantland,   269,533 
Bates,  Lewis  H.,  and  William  Lacon,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    -   377 
Bayly,  Thomas  H.,  of  Virginia,    1,  25,  404,  405, 

418,  467,  584,  612,  623,  695,  696 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -        -     66 
remarks  on  the  biil  to  establish  territorial 

government  in  New  Mexico,  -        -  610 
Baudonin,  A.,  and  A.  D.  Roberts,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  ------  376 
Beale,  Richard  L.  T.,  of  Virginia,         16,  57,  391 

remarks   on   the    Military-  Academy    bill, 
concerning   the   territorial    and    slavery 

questions,       -        -        -        -.       -         -  389 
Beall,  Captain  Thomas,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  heirs  of,    -        -        -        -        -        -  614 
Bedinger,  Henry,  of  Virginia,  1,  211,  285,  550,  586 

resolutions  by,  ------     57 
Bebee,  Washington  S.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -        -        -   347,  437 
Begbie,   Wiseman,  &  Co.,  of  Glasgow,  in 

Scotland,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -  437 
B 

Belcher,  Hiram,  of  Maine,     -       22,  221,  231,  431 
resolutions  by,  -----     39,  238 

Belfast.     (See  Collection  District.) 
Bell,  James,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -         -        -        -  483 
Benns,  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -         -  697 
Bessee,  Anthony,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,       -  159 

Binding  of  Fremont  and  Emory's  reports,  res- olution and  action   concerning,  82,  92,   116, 136,  138 

Bingham,  KingsleyS., of  Michigan,  1,14,30,  145, 
180,  366,  380,  394,  437,  474,  552,  697 

Birdsall,  Ausburn,  of  New  York,  1,  377,439,  550 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 

rial government  of  Upper  California,       -  607 
Bishop's  patent  boom  derrick,  proposition  to 

purchase  patent  right  of,  -  693 
Bishop,  George  G.,  and  the  legal  representa- 

tives of  John  Arnold,  deceased,       -         -  697 
Bispham,  Lieutenant -John  E.,  of  the  United 

States  navy,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -   415,  437 
Blackmar,  Esbond.of  New  York,  2,  262,  298,  309, 

357,  455,  504 

Blake,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -     92,377 
Blanchard,  John,  of  Pennsylvania,  57,  145,  216, 

252,  298,  323,  377,  409 

Blodget,  Sylvanus,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  437 
Blue  Book,  or  Official  Register,  joint  resolu- 

tion to  furnish  the  State  libraries  of  the 

several  States,         ....     57,  504 
Board  of  Claims.  (See  Claims  against  the  Uni- ted States.) 

Board  of  Commissioners  on  Mexican  Claims. 
(See  Treaty.) 

Bocock,  Thomas  S.,  of  Virginia,  1,  488,  559,  600 

Bonds,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Secre- 
tary of  theTreasury  to  cancel  certain, 

for  duties  on  goods  destroyed  by  fire 

while  in  public  store  at  Norfolk,     -        -  366 
Boggs,  Eve,  the  widow  of  John  Boggs,  bill 

for  the  relief  of,  437 

Books  and  documents,  joint  resolution  to  au- 
thorize a  distribution  of  the,  to  the  Free 

Academy  of  the  city  of  New  York,         -  307 

Books  to  members,  the  Clerk's  report  con- 
cerning, and  action  thereon,    -         -       25,  92 

the  appropriation  for,  -  118 
proposition  to  deduct  the  expense  of,  from 

the  pay  of  members,  and  remarks  there- on, ------  336,  337 
Books  for  members,  resolutions  authorizing 

the  Clerk  to  purchase  from  W.  M.  Mor- 
rison,    -------  520 

Booly,  Hubert  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  377 
Boston,  Jacob,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -  437 
Botts,  John  M.,  of  Virginia,  -        -  1,  45,  94, 

147,  187,  216,  268,  389,  484,  558,  605,  615, 
662,  693,  694 

resolutions  by,   -        -         -        -  41,' 57,  85 
remarks  on  the  bill  in  favor  of  the  legal  rep- 

resentatives of  Farrow  &  Harris,  giving 

indemnity  for  losses  by  the  revocation  of 
a  contract  by  the  United  Slates,      -       44,  45 

remarks    concerning    the    distribution     of 
books,    -----         -        -     93 

remarks  on   the  President's  message  con- 
cerning the  duties  levied  in  Mexico,        -  159 

resolution  directing  the  Clerk  to  pay  mile- 

age and  per  diem  to,        -        -        -        -  519 

Boundary  line  of  the  States  of  Iowa  and  Wis- consin, bill  to  run  and  mark  the  northern,  693 
Boundary,  of  Texas.     (See  Texas.) 

between  the  United  States  and  Mexico. (See  Treaty.) 

Bounty  land  and  extra  pay,  bill  respecting 
the,  allowed  to  the  substitutes  of  men 
inlisted  for  the  Mexican  war,  -   617,  693 

Bounty  land  to  marines,  proposition  for,        -  467 
bill  to  grant  lands  to  the  volunteers  and 

State  troops  who  served'in  Florida  war,  -  615 
Bounty  land,  bill  extending  the  provisions  of 

existing  laws  granting  bounty  land  to 
officers  and  soldiers  of  the  late  war  with 

Mexico,  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  en- 
gaged in  the  Indian  wars  prior  to  the 

treaty  of  Greenville  in  1795;  also  to  the 
officers  and  soldiers  in  the  late  war  with 

Great  Britain,  who  have  not  been  em- braced in  laws  in  such  cases  made,  or 

who  have  not  received,  -        -        -        -    3° 
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Bounty  land — 
bill  extending  the  provisions  of  the  ninth 

section   of  the  act  to  raise  for  a  limited 

time  an  additional  military  force,  and  for 
other  purposes,  approved  February  11, 

1847,  to  the  commissioned  officers  below' the  rank  of  brigadier  general,  who  served 
in  the  late  war  with  Mexico,  56,  269,  485,  643 

joint  resolution  extending  the   benefits  of. 
this  act   to    the    mothers   of  illegitimate 
sons  who  served  in  Mexico,  -  332 

Bouton,  B.  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  437 
Bowdon,  Franklin  W.,  of  Alabama,      -      1,566, 

586,  599,  614,  615 
Bowen,  Sayles  J.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      347,  694 
Bowlin,  James  B  ,  of  Missouri,       52,  77,  95,  96, 

147,  269,  282,  308,  321,  322,  333,  334,  393, 
428,  437,  465,  467,  483,  493,  534,  550,  586, 

591,  615,  665,  694 
resolutions  by,  ------     56 
remarks  on  the  proposition  for  a  marine 

hospital  at  St.  Louis,      -  333 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,    -        -        -     .168,169,170,171,378 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  a  retiring 

list  for  the  army,     -         —       -•       -         -  571 
Boyd,  Linn,  of  Kentucky,     -       1,  172,  244,  269, 

367,  453,  475,  493,  572,  642 
Boyden,  Nathaniel,  of  North  Carolina,        1,  163, 

260,  581,  582,  592,  600,  615  666 
remarks  on  the  proposition  providing  sala- 

ries for  territorial  officers  in  the  Territo- 

ries of  Wisconsin  and  Iowa,  -        -         -  296 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  carry  into  effect  the 

12th  article  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico,    -  555 
Brady,  Jasper  E.,  of  Pennsylvania,  1,  62,  243,  484 
Branch*  Palmer,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -         -  530 
Bridges,  Samuel  A.,  of  Pennsylvania,  -      41,75, 

85,  292,  309,  504,  552 
resolution  by,     ------  332 

Brodhead,  Richard,  of  Pennsylvania,    1,  13,  146, 
188,  198,  211,  268,  280,  284,  294,  322,  376, 
416,  430,  448,  465,  519,  533,  542,  552,  554, 
559,  592,  599,  613,  614,  641,  642,  643,  661, 

C65,  692,  694,  697 
resolutions  by,   -        -  -        -     13,  697 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  the  Home  De- 

partment,       -----  516,  517 
Brown,  William  G.,  of  Virginia,    1,  93,  105,  394, 

436,  463,  464,  480,  504,  552 
Brown,  Albert  G.,  of  Mississinpi,  -  1,  38,  77, 

119,  137,  280,  350,  408,  409,  419,  431,  504, 
550,  593 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 

tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,       -  343 
remarks  on  the  bill   prohibiting  the  intro- 

duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, -        -        -        -        - '      -   421,  422 

remarks  on  the  bill  indemnifying  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,       -      *-  125 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  fix  the  mileage  of 

members,        -     201,  202,  229,  230,  281,  282 
resolution  by,    ------  697 

Brown,  Charles,  of  Pennsylvania,     1,  57,  83,  94, 
116,  321,  439,  467,  480,  504,  568,  572,  584 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -         -        57,  92,  116 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -  392 
remark's  on   the  bill  prohibiting  the  intro- 

duction of  slaves  intp  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, -------  417 

remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 
to  carry  into  effect  the  twelfth  article  of 
the  treaty  with  Mexico,  -        -         -        -  558 

remarks  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill, 

concerning  the  slavery  question,  '  -  -  403 
Brush,  Nehemiah,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  270,  530 
Buck,  Mary,  bill  for  the  relief.of,  -  -  -  377 
Buckner,  Aylett,  of  Kentucky,  -  1,550,552 
Buffalo.     (See  Harbor.) 
Bureaus,  the  heads  of,  and  other  officers,  at 

the  seat  of  Government,  bill  (o  require  the, 
in  examining  and  deciding  upon  claims 
arising  out  of  the  late  war  with  Mexico, 
to  give  the  preference  and  priority  in  the 
examination  to  the  widows,  &c,  -  552,  554 

Burris,  Elizabeth,  bill  to  confirm  her  heirs  and 
assigns  in  their  title  to  a  tract  of  land,  -  159 

Burt,  Armistead,  of  South  Carolina,  l.'j,  65,  96 
146, 147, 177, 178,  238,  239,  292,  394, 403, 415, 
423,426,  439,  454,  463,  466,468,  474,484,513, 
519,  520,  528,  529,  553,  554,  586, 599,  604, 613, 

614,  615,  617,  624,  661,  662,  666,  696 

Burt,  Armistead,  of  South  Carolina — 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  intro- 

duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 

lumbia, -------  419 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,  124,  126,  127, 
128,  129,  174,245,246,  251 

remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  a  retiring 
list  in  the  army,      -  570,  571 

remarks  on  the  bill  creating  a  board  of  com- 
missioners to  examine  claims  of  Ameri- 

can citizens  against  Mexico,   -        -        -  661 
Bust  of  John  Gluincy  Adams,  resolution  con- 

cerning the,    ------  692 
Butler,  Samuel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  530 
Butler,  Chester,  of  Pennsylvania,  32,  38,  62, 

115, 198, 199, 204, 231, 262, 357,  437, 483,  494, 
549,  697 

resolutions  by,  -        -      25,  57 

C. 

Cabell,  E.  Carrington,  of  Florida,      52,  117,  123, 
238,  243,  250,  262,  303,  415,  426,  427,  616 

remarks  by,       -        -        -        -        "'"'."  697 remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,      '-   126,239 
Caddo  boy,  an  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary 

of  War  to  make  reparation  for  the  killing    % 
of  a,  by  the  volunteer  troops  in  Texas,  160, 

268,  437,  484 
Caldwell,  Joseph  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  377 
Caldwell,  Sarah  D.,  the  wife  of  James  H. 

Bingham,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -   270,  484 
California,  Upper,  bills  to  establish  the  terri- 

torial government  of, 71,  147,267,310, 

549,  553,  593,  599,  600,  605 

bill   authorizing 'the  people  to  establish  a 
government  in,  477 

proposition  to  retrocede,  to  Mexico,  -   557,  559 
bill  to  authorize  the  people  of  that  portion 

of  the  territory  of  the  United  States  which 

was  acquired  by  treaty'of  peace,  friend- ship,  limits,   and   settlement,    with    the 
Republic  of  Mexico,  concluded  February 

21,  1848,  known  as,  to  form  a  constitu- 
tion and  State  government,  and  for  the 

admission  of  such  State  into  the  Union 

on   an   equal   footing  with   the   original 
States,    ------   238,310 

proposed  appropriation  for  a  mineralogical 
survey  of  a  portion  of,    -        -        -         -  334 

proposition  to  extend  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  over,     -----        -   663,  696 

(See  Revenue  Laws — Public  Lands — Draw- 
backs—  Geologist — Mint.)  ■ 

Callaghan,  Bryan,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  303 

Calls  of  the  House,      '-        -        -        -   211,239 
Cameron,  Martha,  the  widow  of  Christopher 

Tompkins,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -         -  437 
Campbell,  William  R.,  George  Myers,  and 

John  Kincarl,  an  act  for  the  benefit 
of,   -        -        -  488 

Campbell,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -     91 
Canal  in  Washington  city,  appropriation   to 

clean  out,  -        -        -         -        -  662 
Canals.  (See  Falls  of  St.  Marie — Clinton  and 

Kalamazoo — Surverjs — Grants.) 

Canby,  Richard  S.,  of  Ohio,  -        -    •    -       1,204 
Capella,  Peter,  the  administrator  of  Andrew 

Capella,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -    92 
Capo,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -        -     92 
Captors  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,  an  act  for 

the  relief  of  the,      -      503,  534,  615,  644,  697 
Carondelet,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  bill  for 

the  relief  of  the  inhabitants  of,         -        -  437 
Carson,  James  G.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     146,  160 
Carver,  Polly,  executrix  of  Nathan  Carver, 

bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -        -347,437 
Casparis,  J.,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the 

lease  of  a  part  of  a  public  square  to,         -  615 
Cathcart,  Charles  W.,  of  Indiana,       1,  307,  439, 

455,  480,  492,  614 

resolution  by,     ------    26 
Catlin's  Gallery  of  Indian  Portraits,  joint  res- 

olution for  the  purchase  of,     -         -         -  694 
Cavan,  Timothy,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  422 
Cazeau,  Francois,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs 

of,  -    92 
Cedar  Bluff,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  bill  for 

the  relief  of  the  citizens  of,  and  for  other 

purposes,        -----   599,  615 
Cemetery,  the  Oakhill,  in  the  District  of  Co- 

lumbia, bill  to  incorporate  the,         -        -367 
Center,  George,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    52,  437,  694 

Census, an  act  to  make  arrangements  fortaking 
the  seventh,   638,  697 

remarks  on,  by  Mr.  Palfrey,      -         -         -  638 
"Chandler  Price, "bill  to  compensate  and  reim- 

burse the  owners  and  crew  of  the  whaling 

ship,  the  losses  and  expenses  incurred  in 
ransoming  the  crew  of  the  ship  Columbia,  437 

Chaplains,  concerning  the  appointment  of,     -       2 

the  election  of^   -        -  '-        -        -     14 
(See  Army.) 

Chapman,  John  G.,  of  Maryland,  13,  56,  57,  62, 

67,  204,  322,  367,  503,  593,  605 
resolution  by,     -        -         -        -      #-        -     57 
remarks  in  favorof  an  appropriation  to  finish 

the  City  Hall,  Washington,    -        -        -322 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  introduc- 

tion of  slaves  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  416 

remarks  on  bill  to  incorporate  the  Washing- 
ton, Georgetown,  and  Alexandria  steam- 

packet  company,     -----  504 
Charts,  s&c,  for  the  use  of  the  navy  to  be  free 

of  duty,   119,  137 
■of  the  Bay  of  San  Francisco,  the  providing 

of,  ordered,     -  v.     -  .   .   -        -        -        -  323 
Chase,  Lueien  B.,  of  Tennessee,  1 
Cheever,  William  D.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -        -        -   „    -    §2 
Cherokee  Claims,  appropriation  to  cover  the, 

under  the  treaty  of  1846,         -        -    640,642 
Chinn,  Thomas  W.,  and  others,  act  for  the 

'    relief  of,  -        -        -        »        -    160,  694 
Chippewa  Indians,  joint  resolution  to  provide 

for  the  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the 

delegation  of  the,  to  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment and  home  again,     -  '.,    i"        "  552,  554 

Chicago.     (See  Custom- Hause.) 
Childs,  Henry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  377 
Chouteau,  P.,  Jr.,  &  Co.,  an  act  for  the  relief 

of,   321,  484,  694 
Cincinnati.     (See  Custom-House.) 
City  Hall,  Washington,  the  appropriation  to 

complete,        -        -        -        -    322,  662,  664 
Civil  and  Diplomatic  bill  for  the  year  ending 

30th  June,  1849, bill  extending  the  proviso- 
in  the,  concerning  fees  for  depositions, 
&c,   16,26 

Civil  and  Diplomatic  bill,  making  appropria- 
tionsfor  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expenses 
of  Government  for  the  year  ending  30th 
June,  1850,      -    116,  200,  224,  244,  270,  280, 

294,  321,  332,  638,  662,  666,  695,  698 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Crozier,   284 

Mr.  Cummins,        -----  285 
Mr.  Haralson,   284 

Mr.  Henley,  ------  284 
Mr.  Jones,  of  Tennessee,       -        -        -  284 
Mr.  King,  of  Georgia,   -        -        -        -  273 
Mr.  Nicoll,     -----   272,  284 
Mr.  Sawyer,   271 

Clapp,  Asa  W.  H.,  of  Maine,       -      57,  231,  593 
resolution  by,    -        -         -  -        -  261 

Claims,  Mexican".     (See  Treaty.)* 

Claims,  the  Committee  on,     -        -*       -         -     22 bills  and  resolutions  reported  from  the,    31,  52, 
>  71,  145,  281,  347,  574,  583,  616,  694 

discharged  from  subjects,  -        -         -      31,  38, -145,281,347,  616 

reports  from  the,        -       117,  145,  347,  574,  616 
(See  JVeiu  Hampshire.) 

Claims  against  the  United  States,  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  organization  of  a  Board  of 

Commissioners  for  the  settlement  of,       -   38, 
139,  144,  159,  172,  178,  188,  198, 
203,  302,  303,  307,  378,  492,  543 remarks  on,  by 

-  379 

168,169,  170,  171,378 -    165,  307,  308 

140,  141,  166,  308,  379 
-   142,  165 

Mr.  Atkinson, 

Mr.  Bowlin,  - Mr.  Cummins, 
Mr.  Duer, 

Mr.  Ficklin,   - Mr.  Milliard, 
Mr.  Houston,  of  Delaware, 
Mr.  Ingersoll,  J.  R., 

Mr.  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  - Mr.  Meade, 
Mr.  Mullin, Mr.  Murphy, 

-  308 
-  308 -  140 

1?8,  308 

166,  169,  378,  379 

-  141 

-  378,  379 

Mr.  Rockwell,  of  Connecticut,        -  139,  141, 170,  198,  304,  379 

Mr.  Schenck,  -        -        -    170,  171,  379 

Mr.  Strong,    -        -"163,165,166,168,169 Claims  of  widows.     (See  Bureaus.) 
Clark,  Franklin,  of  Maine,    1,  152,  252,  323,  357 
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Clark, Thos.B.,  bill  to  provide  for  the  issuing 

of  a  land  patent  to,  ...        -        -  484 

Clark,  Satterlee,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  377 

Clarke,  Beverly  L.vof  Kentucky,  -        -52, 
167,  172,  262,  377 

Clarke,  Captain  M.  M.,  bill  for  the  settlement 
of  the  accounts  of,  -        -        -        -    145,  437 

Clay,  Cassias  M.,  biil  for  the  relief  of,     -  72,  616 
Clerk  of  the  House,  report  from  the,    24,  52,  488 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -        -   31, 
38,  57,  82,  519,  554 

Clerks,  of  Military  Department  of  the  Army, 
bill  to  classify  the,  and  to  regulate  their 
salaries,  -  615 

in  the  departments,  acting  as  heads  of  bu- 
reaus, &c,  proposition  concerning  their 

pay, 336 -  332 

56, 

321 

569 

377 

649 377 

in  tiie  New  York  custom  house,  pay  to,  for 
extra  services,         - 

of  Paymasters  hi  the  army,  bill  giving  them 
mileage  for  traveling  performed  in  dis- 

charging the  duties  of  their  office,  - 
85,  371,  484 

in  the  Chief  Engineer's  office,  the  salaries 
of,  increased,  .--.-  295 

additional,  in  the  Second  Auditor's  office, 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for,  284, 

321 

in  the  General  Land  Office,  proposition  to 
increase  the  salary  of  certain,     .285,  294. 

messengers,  &c,  about  the  Capitol.     (See 
Extra  Compensation.) 

resolution  for  the  appointment  of  additional, 

in  the  Pension  Office,      -.-'..--- Click,  Henry,   of  Cocke  county,  Tennessee, 
bill  for  the  relief  of,         - 

Clinton  and  Kalamazoo  Canal,  bill  for  a  grant 
of  land  to  aid  in  the  completion  of  the,  in 
the  State  of  Michigan,    -        -      14,  K5. 

Claflin,  George  S.,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Clingman,  Thomas  L.,  of  North  Carolina,  I,  115, 

137,  211,  243,  303,  517,  534,  568,  578,  662 

Clusky,  Charles  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  437 
Coast  Survey,  report  of  the  Superintendent  of 

the,         -        -        -        -        -     _   -     52,  172 
remarks,  concerning  the  appropriation  for,  271, 272  322 

Cobb,  Howell,  of  Georgia,  1,  2, "3,  14,  31,  39,  55, 
92,  95,  111,  187,  199,  216,  224,  238,  243,  244, 
559,  260,  261,  262,  270,  271,  284,303,304, 
322,333,  350,  388,  389,  427,  438,  463,  464, 
467,  468,  485,  492,  493,  494,  513,  518,  527, 
529,  531,  541,  542,  548,  558,  559,  568,  569, 
579,  581,  583,  584,  586,  587,  593,  599,  600, 
605,  620,  624,  644,  662,  664,  665,  666,  692, 

693,  696,  697 

resolution,  ------    39 
rem&rks  on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  expendi- 

ture of  the  contingent  fund,     -         -       28,  29 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -       62,  63 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salaries  of  the  district  judges,  -        -426 
remarks  on  *he  bill  to  abolish  the  franking 

privilege,         -----   57<3;  577 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  the  Home  De- 

partment,       -        -        -        -    515,516,517 
Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.,  of  Alabama,  1,  25,  26, 

71,84,91,120,303,320,376 

resolution  by,     ------  320 
Cobb,  Elizabeth,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  437 
Cocke,  William  M.,  of  Tennessee,         -         -    13, 

62,  93,  147,  177,  178,  199,  231,  244,  262,  280, 
377,  439,  481,  518,  519,  530,  583,  694,  696 

resolutions  by,   ------     57 
remarks  concerning  distribution  of  books,     93 

Codfishery.     (See  Vessels.) 

Cogs  well, -Pierson,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Cogswell,  E.  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    - 
Coinage  of  one  dollar  gold  pieces  at  the  mint 

of  the  United  States  and  its  branches,  bill 
to  authorize  the,     -       -    323,  366,  566, 

Cole,  Edward,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Cole,  A.  H.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of, 
Collamer,  Jacob,  of  Vermont,      1,  52,  62,  84,  85, 

116,  150,  187,  188,  213,  239,  242,  244,  262, 
273,  283,  295,  296,  388,  485,  531,  534,  548, 
570,  571,  575,  579,  586, 592,  605,  607,  614,  617 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -    188,367,614 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  expendi- 

ture of  the  contingent  fund,    -        -        - 
remarks  on  the  .JdiII  to  grant  lands  to  the 

States  to  make  railroads  and  canals, 
remarks  on  the  bill  to, indemnify  Antonio 

Pachecb  for  loss  of  a  slave,  126,  245,  246,  247 

616 377 

693 

377- 

616 

31 
367 437 
321 

30 
532 

Collamer,  Jacob,  of  Vermont — 
remarks  on"  the  bill  to  createa  board  of  com- 

missioners to  examine  American  claims 

against  Mexico,      -----  659 
Collection  Districts.     (See  Revenue  Laws.) 

an  act  to  establish  a,  in  the  State  of  New 

York,     -        -        -        ---'.-  159 
an  act  to  establish  the  collection  district  of 

Brazos  de  Santiago  in  Texas,     520,  574,  693 
bill,  to   transfer  the  towns  of  Vinal  Haven 

and  ilesboro'  from  the  collection  district 
of  Penobscot  to  that  of  Belfast,  in   the 

State  of  Maine,       -  570,  575 
Collins,  William,  of  New  York,  -        -        - 136, 

261,  280,  468,  552,  574,  608,  615,  695,  696 
Colonization  Society,  proposition  for  the  use 

of  the  Hall  of  Representatives  to,  -   145, .262 

Colton's  Pocket  Map,  ordered  for  each  mem- 

ber,          
Columbia  Manufacturing  Company  in  the  Dis- 

trict of  Columbia,  bill  to  incorporate  the, 

bill  for  the  relief  of,    -----         - 
Commerce  and  Navigation,  the  report  on, 
Commerce,  the  Committee  on,       -        -      22,  302 

resolutions  of  instructionHo  the,         -        -    25, 
26,57,62,85,261,599 

bills  reported  from,  347,  350,  366,  574,  583,  616 
discharged  from  subjects,  347,  366,  367,  583,  694 
reports  from  the,         -  616,  694 

Commissioner  of  Pensions,  bill  to  continue 

the  office  of,    -         -        -        -        -        -  269 
Commissioner  of  Patents,  annual   report  of 

the,   542,  615,  665 
Commissioner  of  the  General   Land  Office, 

annual  and  other  reports  of  the,     -     52,  117 
Commissioner  of  the   Public   Buildings   and 

Grpunds,  the  report  of  the,     -        -        -  270 
Commissioners  of  the  counties  of  Wood  and 

Sandusky,  an  act  vesting  in  the,  the  right 
to  certain  lots  in  the  towns  of  Perrysburg 
and  Croganville,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  for 

county  purposes,     -         -         ~         ~   '     "  188 Commissioner  j}f  Indian  Affairs,  report  of  the 
select  committee  on  the  charges  against 
the,  on  the  refusal  of  a  certain  witness  to 

respond  to  interrogatories,  &c,  and  re- 

marks thereon,        --..-'-   242,  552 
Committees  to  wait  on  the  President,    -  2, 13,  697 

standing,    -------22 
special,       -        -        -         -     •   -        -        -25 
select,         -        -        -        -26,56,77,112,172 

of  conference,    -   •     -        '-        -        -         -  594 
Compacts   with   the  States   of  Alabama   and 

Mississippi  with  regard   to  the  five  per 
cent,    fund   and    school   reservation,  bill 
entitled  an  act  to  extend   the  provisions 

of  an   act   approved  March  3,  1847,  for 
carrying  into  effect  the  existing,      -         -  575 

Compensation.     (See  Extra  Compensation.) 
Compensation.     (See  Registers  and  Receivers.) 
Conger,  Harmon  S.,  of  New-York,  1,13,  3S,  71, 

82,  83,  92,  136,  138,  139,  160,  203,  252,  376, 
378,  380,  394,  455,  494,  530,  535,  544,  613, 

614,  615,  665,  694,  697 
resolutions  by,   -        -        -         -      25,  203,  615 
remarks  concerning  the  binding  of  the  re- 

ports of  Lieutenant  Emory  and  others,  -     83 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  public  print- 

ing, its  execution,  &c,    -        -        -        -  222 
Congress,  bill  to  prescribe  the  terms  of  the 

sessions  of,     -        -        -        -         -         -     85 
Congress  of  Nations,  resolution  proposing%ne- 

gotiations  concerning,     -  267,  448 
Congressional  Globe  and  Appendix,  appro- 

priation for,    -        -         -        -         -        -  333 
Conkling,  Alfred,  district  judge  of  the  north- 

ern district  of  New  York,  proposed  in- 
quiry into  the  official  conduct  of,  376,  378,  530 

proposition  to  pay  the  witnesses  attending 

the  investigation,     -----  541 
Constitution  of  the  United   States,  resolution 

proposing  to  alter  the,  so  as  to  give  the 
election  of  President  and  Vice  President 

to  the  people  directly,     -        -        -         -    25 
Consuls,  the  duties  of.     (See  Seamen.) 

Contingent  fund,  Congressional,  bill  to*  pre- 
vent either  House  of  Congress  from  dis- 

posing of  the,  except  by  joint  resolution 
of  the  two  Houses,  -        -  26,  28,  31 

remarks  thereon,  by — 
Mr.  Cobb,  of  Georgia,   -        -        -     •  28,  29 
Mr.  Collamer,         -----     30 
Mr.  Evans,  of  Maryland,       •         -       28,29 
Mr.  White,    -  -    30 

Contract  with  the  United  States,  claim  for  in- 
demnity for  losses  under  a,  discussed,     -     41 

claim  for  indemnity  for  a  revocation  of  a, 

discusfsed,       -        -   ,     -         -        -        -     43 
Converse,  John  P.,  bill  foi'  the  relief  of,         -  437 
Conveyance  of  vessels,  bill  to  provide  for  re- 

cording the,  and  for  other  purposes,  366,  694 
Connecticut,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,     31 

bill  making  to  the  State  of  Connecticut  a  do- 
nation of  public  land,  to  aid  in  the  con- struction of  the  New  York  and  Boston 

Air  Line  Railroad,  -        --'■-.-  262 
Cook,  Caspar  B.,  and  others,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of,       92 
Cornwallis,    Lord,    the   surrender   of.     (See 

Monument  to  the  occasion.) 

Courts  of  the  United  States,  circuit  and  dis- 
trict, bill  to  regulate  evidence  in  the,    62,  145 

an  act  to  establish   an   additional    district 
court  of  the  United  States  in  the  State  of 

Texas,   -_  488,  694 
bill  to  amend  an  act  regulating  the  district 

courts  of  the  United  States  for  the  district 

,    of  Alabama,   --'-.--   145,281 
bill  supplementary  to'an  act  approved  March 

19, 1842,  entitled  An  act  to  amend  the  act 

approved  May  13,  1800,  entitled  An  act 
to  amend  an  act  to  establish  the  judicial 

courts  of  the  United  States,     -        -        -  483 
bill  to  change  the  time  of  holding  the  dis- 

trict, in   the  .western  district  of  Virginia, 

and  for  other  purposes,  -        -    426,  436,  463 
bill  to  authorize  the  judge  of  the  courts  of 

the  United  States  of  the  fifth  circuit,  to 
hold  the  circuit  court  for  the  district  of 

Kentucky,   614 
bill  entitled  An  act  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion of  the  district,  within  the  State  of 
Louisiana,      -  474,  483,  697 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Hall,  of  New  York,        .-        -        -475 

Mr.  Kaufman,        .'--'-   475,  476 Mr.  Morse,    -----   474,  475 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Indiana,   -         -         -475,476 
Mr.  Stanton,   477 

Couvillion,  Amelia,  of  Louisiana,  bill  for  the 
relief  of,  .        -        -        -        -        -     62,  437 

Coxe,  Richard  S.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -    92 
Cranston,  Robert  B.,  of  Rhode  Island,  1,  189,  238, 

357,  367,  371,  380,  394,  405,  614,  638* Crawford,  John,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,         -  616 
Cressy,  Benjamin,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 
Crews,  William  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  347 
Crimes  and  offences  committed  within  the  In- 

dian country,  bill  to  provide  for  the  pun- 
ishment of,      -----  615 

Crisfield,  John  W.,  of  Maryland,  1,  214,215,  320, 
451,  480,  552,  609 

Grossman,  Eunice,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  376 

Crown,  Thomas,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -     92 
Crowell,  John,  of  Ohio,     1,  32,  62,  129,  145,  189, 

302,  323,  347,  423,  439,  483,  554,  572,  616 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 

Moors  for  losses  under  a  contract  with 

the  United  States,   -----     42 
Crozier,  John  H.,  of  Tennessee,    -        -        -     13 

resolution  by,     -        -         -----     39 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  ad- 

ditional clerks  in  Second  Auditor's  office,  284 
Cumberland  island.     (See  Dam.) 
Cummins,  John  D.,  of  Ohio,    1,44,  95,  280,  307, 

■  323,  350,  436,  455,  480,  518,  519,  530,  531 

resolutions  by,  ------    56 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salaries  of  certain  clerks-  in   the  General 
Land  Office,    -        -        -         -        -        -  285 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 
claims,   165,  307,  308 

Currents.     (See  Winds.) 
Custom-house,  nt  Portland ,  proposition  to  pu  r- 

chase  a  building  for  the,  -        -  322,  332 
at  St.  Louis,  proposition  to  purchase  a  site 

for  a,       -------  322 
at  Cincinnati,  proposition  to  purchase  a  site 

for  a,      -         -        -        -         -        -        -  322 

at  Chicago,  proposition  to  purchase  a  site 
for  a,      -        -        -        -        -        -        -  322 

at  Eastport,  Maine,  appropriation  for,       -  333 

D. 
Daily,  Lawrence,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -    92 
Dam  at  the  head  of  Cumberland  Island,  in  the 

Ohio' river,  bill  to  provide  for  the  repairs 

and  improvement  of  the,         -,      -        -367 
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Damron,  Polly,  the  widow  of  Charles  Dam- 
ion,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -377 

Dana,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -         -  437 
Daniel,  John  R.  J.,  of  North  Carolina,   1,  44,  45, 

62,  204,  231,  307,  321,  347,  377,  394,  437,439, 
493,  502,  584 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 
Moors  for  losses  under  a  contract  with 

the  United  States,  -        -        -        -        -    42 

Darby.  Salsy,  of  Randolph  county,  Georgia,' bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -         -        -  280 
Darling,  Mason  C,  of  Wisconsin,   1,  38.  62,  146, 

252,  307,  332,  409,  481,  484,  494,  541,  550, 
590,  639,  666,  694 

resolution  by,    -         -        -        -         -        -     26 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriations  for 

books,    -------  337 
Davenport,  James  B.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  159 

Davis,  Solomon,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -         -  6"05 Dawson,  Frederick,  James  Schott,  and  Elisha 
D.  Whitney,  bill  for  the  relief  of — making 
payment  for  certain  vessels  furnished  the 
Republic  of  Texas,  given  to  the  United 
States  on  her  annexation  thereto,   -   145,  437 

Deaf  and  dumb,  bill  to  promote  the  education 
of  the,   -        -     39 

Debate,  propositions  for  the  termination  of,     231, 
367,  408,  504,  592,  599,  624 

propositions  to  limit,  -----  542 
Debates.     (See  Reports  cf) 

and  Proceedings  of  Congress,  from  the  2d 
to  the  4th  Congresses,  joint  resolution 
authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
and  Clerk  of  the  House  to  subscribe  for 

a  thousand  copies  of,      - 
De  Buys,  William,  late  postmaster  at  New 

Oi  leans,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  - 
Decret,  Joseph,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -       31,71 
De  Feirit,  Baron,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  as- 

signees under,         - 
De  Kalb,  Baron,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  grand- 

children of,     -        -        -        -        -       91, 

Department  of  the  Interior.     (See  Home  De- 
partment.) 

Deposition?.     (See  Fees.) 
Des  Moines  river.     (See  loica.) 
Detroit  and  Romeo  and  Port  Huron  Railroad, 

in  the  State  of  Michigan,  bill  granting  a 
quantity  of  land  to  aid  in  the  construction 
of  the,  in  the  State  of  Michigan,     -    145,366 

Dibble,  Orange  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  377 
Dickey,  John,  of  Pennsylvania,  1,  117,  127,  129, 

177,  215,  249,  303,  321,  423,  468,  600,  610 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal     . 

representatives  of  Antonio  Pacheco,  con- 
cerning   the    right  of  property,  &c,    in 

slaves,   95, 96 
Dickinson,  Rudolphus,  of  Ohio,  1,  31,  56,95,  172, 

188, 297, 322,  334,  379,  429,  437,  468,  474,480 
resolutions  by,  -         -        -        -  25, 31,  85 
remarks  on  the  proposition  providing  sala- 

ries for  territorial  officers  in  the  Territo- 
ries of  Iowa  and  Wisconsin,  -        -        - 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  for  the  mail 
steamer  service,      - 

Discriminating  duties  in  certain  cases,  bill  ex- 
empting Spanish  vessels  from,  in  certain 

cases,      ------- 
District  of  Columbia,  the  Committee  on, 

bills  reported  from  the,       -         -     367,  415,  614 
resolution  of  instruction  to,  57,  83,  85,  105,  211 
bill  to  retrocede  to  the  State  of  Maryland 

all  that  portion  of  the,  not  occupied  by 
the  public  buildings  and  public  grounds,  137, 

320 
bill  for  the  repeal  of  all  acts  or  parts  of  acts 

of  Congress  establishing  or  maintaining 
slavery  or  the  slave  trade  in  the,   31,  38,  531 

bill   to  prohibit  the  introduction  of  slaves 
into  the,  as  merchandise,  or  for  sale  or 

hire,   415,' 422,  569 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Pennsylvania,  -        -417 
Mr.  Brown,  of  Mississippi,     -        -   421,  422 
Mr.  Burt,        ------  419 
Mr.  Chapman,   416 
Mr.  Holmes,  of  South  Carolina,     -        -418 
Mr.  Hudson,  ...         -   418,  419 
Mr.  Rhett,   -   418 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Illinois,     -        -        -        -416 
Mr.  Stephens,         -        -        -        -        -  422 
Mr.  Taylor,   4J9 
Mr.  Venable,          ....   417,  418 
Mr.  Wentworth,   416 
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[  District  of  Columbia,  proposition  for  a  bill 
prohibiting  the  slave  trade  in  the,  83,  211,  212 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  McLane,  -        -        -        -   212,  213 

Mr,  Sawyer,   215 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Indiana,    -        -        -  214,215 

petition  of  certain  members  of  the  City  Coun- 
cil of  Washington  for  the  abolition  of  the 

slave  trade  in  the,  ------  323 
bitt  to  authorize  the  people  of  the  District  of 

Columbia  to  express  their  wishes  as  to 
the  continuance  of  slavery  and  the  slave 
trade  within  said  District,       -        38,55,409 

remarks  on,  by  Mr.  Giddings,  -     *  -        -    55 
remarks  on  the  resolution  instructing  the 

commfttee  on,  to  report  a  bill  prohibiting 
•the  slave  trade  in  the,  by  Mr.  Stuart,      -  105 

(See  Lottery  Tickets.) 
Dixon,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -        -377 
Dixon,  James,  of  Connecticut,    1,  105,  204,  261, 

262,  426,  571,  575,  577,  617,  638,  642,  C93 

resolutions  by,    ------  302 
Documentary  History  of  the  American  Revo- 

lution, the  appropriation  for,  -         -         -  333 
joint  resolution  for  the  distribution  of  the,  531, 569,  693 

Documents,  public.      (See  Free  Academy  of Jfew  York.) 

Dod«e,  Joshua,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -376 
Donations  of  lands  to  the  States.     (See  Ptiblic Lands.) 

Donation    rights   in   Oregon.     (See'  Surveyor General.) 

Donnell,  Richard  S.,  of  North  Carolina,        1,  62, 
84,  552,  554 

resolutions  by,     -         -        -        -        -        -  85 
Douglass,  Thomas,  late  United  States  Attor- 

ney for  East  Florida,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  377 
Downs,  Isaac,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -         -  377 
Drawback,  joint  resolution  to  allow  a,  on  all 

merchandise  landed  in  California  from  the 
United  States  until  the  revenue  laws  are 

extended  over  that  country,    -         -         -  491 
Drugs  and  Medicines,  the  salaries  of  the  ex- 

aminers of,  fixed,    -        -        -        -        -  323 
report  of  the  committee  on,  concerning,      -  615 
(See  Medicines.) 

Dry  dock  at  New  York,  appropriation  for  the,  429 

bill  making  appropriation  for  the,-     -        -  485 
Du  Barry,  Edmund  L.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  377 
Duer,  William,  of  New  York,  1,  38,  145, 188, 199, 

216,  242,  243,  244,  260",  294,  336,  350,  394, 
493,  583,  584,  586,  600,  610,  615,  694,  697 

resolutions  by,  ------    25 
remarks  on  the  proposition  appropriating 

salaries  for  territorial  officers  in  the  Terri- 
tories of  Iowa  and  Wisconsin,         -         -296 

remarks  on  the  proposition   to  extend  the 
revenue  laws  of  the  United  States  over 

the  territory  and  waters  of  Upper  Califor- 
nia,        -------  350 

remarks  on  the- bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 
Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,       -        -  302 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 
claims,    -        -        -      140,141,166,308,379 

Duncan,  Daniel,  of  Ohio,  1 
Duncan,  Silas,  late  commandant  in  the  United 

States   navy,    bill   for   the   relief  of  the 
widow  and  heirs-at-law  of,      -        -        -    92 

Duncan,  Garnett,  of  Kentucky,  14,  612,  613,  616, 
694 

Dunn,  George  G.,  of  Indiana,  1,  25,  56,  321,  332, 
548,  552,  586,  616,  696 

Duties  on  certain  goods  destroyed  by  fire  in 
the  city  of  New  York,  bill  to  remit  the,  616 

Duties  in  Mexico,  bill  from  the  select  commit- 

tee on  the  imposition  of,  -'--.-  604 Duties  levied  in  Mexico.  Message  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  showing 
the  authority  and  grounds  upon  which 
duties  were  levied  in  Mexico  during  the 
war,   147,  157,  615 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Ingersoll,  C.  J.,       -        -        -        -  149 
Mr.  Vinton,   -        -        -        -        -        -  149 

select  committee  on,  and  their  report,    172,  643 

bill  to  release  from  duty  plankand  timber  im- 
ported for  the  construction  of  plank  roads,  569 

(See  Bonds — Accounts  of  Officers — Discrim- 
inating  Duties.) 

Dye,  Sarah  Ann,  widow  of  Lieut.  Jonathan 
Dye,  an  officer  in  the  army  of  the  United 
States,  who  was  killed  in   the  battle  of 

Brandy  wine,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -        -377 

E. 

E'ckert,  George  N.,  of  Pennsylvania,  1,26,  62,  83,. 
145,  280,  394,  409,  535 

resolutions  by,  -----       26,  57 
Eddy,  Joshua,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  heirs  of~   ------     92 
Edsall,  Joseph  E.,  of  New  Jersey,        -        -       1 
Education.     (See  Deaf  and  Dumb.) 

Edwards,  Abraham,  register  of  the  land  office 
at  Kalamazoo,.  Michigan,  an  act.to  pro- 

vide  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  ac- 
counts of,        -         -----  616 

Edwards,  Thomas  O.,  of  Ohio,     1,  160,  161,  211, 
320,  323,  336,  415,  437,  464,  503,  543,  590, 

619,  642,  697 
resolutions  by,  ------    25 

Eighth  of  January,  the,  -        -        -        -189 
Elections,  the  Committee  on,         -        -        -    22 

reports  from,   127,259 

Electoral  votes.     (See  Mileage.)  ' 
Elliot,  S.  B.,of  the  United  States  navy,  bill 

for  the  relief  of,  -  -  -  -  -  377 
Ellis,  Giles  N.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  =-  484 
Ellis,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -530 
Ely,  David  A.,  and  others,  bill  for  the  relief 

of,   604 
Embree,  Elisha,  of  Indiana,      1,  92,  94,  129,  200,. 

203,  224,  273,  335,  336,  357,  371,  389,  431, 
535,  643 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -  .      -      26,  388,  454 
remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 

of  members,  -        -     224,  225,  227,  228,  283! 

Emigrants  to  California.    (See«#ruis  and  Jim- munition.  ) 

Emigration  to  California,  concerning,     -        -  403 
Emmons,  Uri,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of,  -        -        -        -   137,  366 
Enrollrgents  and  licenses,  bill  to  apporht  an    ' 

officer  to  grant,  to  reside  at  Chesapeake 

city,  Maryland,       -        -        -        -       25,  38 
Engineers  in  the  naval  service,  proposition  for 

the  increase  of  the  pay  of,       -        -        -  467 

Engraving,  the  Committee  on,    '    -        -        -    22 resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -        -     26,199 
reports  from  the,        -x  38,  665 
resolution  of  the  committee  proposing  con- 

tracts for  the,  -        -        -        -  -  694 
of  maps  to  be  done  by  contract,  -     38,  199 

Enrolled  bills,  Standing  Committee  on,  on  the 

part  of  the  House,  -        ...     22,306 
Entries  of  land  at  Columbus.     (See  Public 

Lands.) 

Estimates  from  the  Treasury  Department,    14,  25 
Expenditures   in    the   Department   of  State, 

Committee  on,        -         -        -        --22 
in  the  Treasury  Department, Committee  on,     22 
in  the  Department  of  War,  Committee  on,      22 
in  the  Navy  Department,  Committee  on,   -    22 
in  the  Post  Office  Department,  Committee 
on,  ------     22,  615 

on  the  Public  Buildings,  Committee  on,     -    22 
Exploring  Expedition,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

forward  officers  of  the,    -  -.        -  377 
remarks  of  Mr.  Stanton,    -        -        -.       -377 
joint  resolution  for  the  distribution  of  the 

Narrative  of  the,  to  Russia,     -        -    531,616 
Expunge,  resolution  to.     (See  Journal.) 
Extradition, bill  giving  full  effect  to  treaties  of,  570 

Extra  pay  to  the  officers  and   soldiers  who 
served  in  Mexico,  joint  resolution  autho- 

rizing, for  each  term  of  enlistment,  -        -  697 
Extra  compensation  to  the  employees  in  and 

about  the  Capitol,  -    .     -     599,  609,  643,  697 
Evans,  Alexander,  of  Maryland,  1,25,38,  39,  83, 

94,  110, 111,116,117,137, 144,225,309,338, 
380,  394,  467,  543,  568, 570,  574,  575, 590,  593, 

600,  604,  605,  608,  661,  662 

resolutions  by,  -         -         -        -        -   2,  25,  39 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  expend- 

iture of  the  contingent  fund,    -        -       28,29 
remarks  concerning  the  binding  of  the  re- 

ports of  Lieut.  Emory,  and  others,  -         -     83 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  a  board  of  com- 

missioners to  examine  American  claims 

against  Mexico,      -        -        -  *-  660 Evans,  Nathan,  of  Ohio,         1,  62,  159,  200,  212, 
244,347,366,504,529,665 

resolutions  by,  -----     85,  592 
Evidence.     (See  Courts.) 

Everglades.     (See  Florida.) 

False  swearing,  bill  providing  for  the  punish- 

ment of,  in  certain  cases,        - 
31 
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Falls  of  St.  Marie,  in  the  State  of  Michigan, 
bill  making  an  appropriation  of  land  for 
the  construction  of  a  canal  around  the,  13,  26 

Faran,  James  J,,  of  Ohio,  1,31,  262,  274,  322,323, 
409,  519,  615,  643 

Farrally,  John  W.,of  Pennsylvania,  1, 85, 172, 180, 
187,  323, 332,  357,  431,  530,  531, 542, 591,  615 

resolutions  by,  ------    25 
remarks  on  the  appropriation  to  complete 

the  Patent  Office,     -        -         -        -        -332 
Farrow,  Nimrod,  and  Richard  Harris,  bill  for 

the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,  43,  377 
Featherston,  Winfield  S.,  of  Mississippi,      1,  31, 

84,  85,  198,  347,  403,  463,  518 
resolutions  by,  -----     26,  145 

Federal  Union,  joint  resolution  proposing  to 
change  the  name  of  the,  to  Columbia,     -  694 

Fees  for  depositions  in  certain  cases.     (See 
Civil  and  Diplomatic  Bill.) 

Fees   in   admiralty  proceedings,  proposition 
limiting  the  fees  for  depositions,      -        -  295 

Ficklin,  Orlando  B  ,  of  Illinois,      13,  25,  83,  138, 
142,146,147,180,211,269,321,322,323,332, 
347,  377, 403,  415,  419,  421,  427,  429,  437,  439, 
455,  464, 466,  467,  468,  474,  493,  514,  542,  552, 

570,  609,  616,  640.  655,  694 

resolutions  by,  --.---        -        -     56 
remarks  concerning  the  purchase  of  books 

for  members,  and  Naval  Registers  for  the 
naval  officers,  -  269 

his  substitute  for  the  bill  creating  a  Board  of 
Claims,  -   493 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

Claims,   -   142,  165 
Finances  of  Government,  remarks  concerning   • 

the  condition  of  the,  by  Mr.  Rockwell, 
of  Connecticut,       -  -  356 

Fisher,  Marvin  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -  484 
Fisher,  David,  of  Ohio,  -         -        -    145,484 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,     67,  71,  73 
Fitch,  Horatio,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -437 
Fitzgerald,  Major  E.  H.,  of  the  United  States 

army,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -  347,  437 
Fletcher,  Slaughter  A.,  bill  for  relief  of,      85,  427 
Fletcher,  Thomas,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief 

of  the  executors,  devisees,  and  heirs  at 

law  of,  late  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  267,  437 
Flogging  in  the  navy.     (See  Navy-) 
Florida.     (See  School  Lands — Iowa.) 

bill  to  cede  the  Everglades  to  the  State  of,  -  123 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -        -415 

Flournoy,  Thomas  S.,  of  Virginia,  -  45,  85,  137, 
320,  347,  352,  377 

resolutions  by,  ------     85 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of  Farrow  and  Harris — 
giving  indemnity  for  losses  by  the  revoca- 

tion of  a  contract  by  the  United  States,  44,  45 
Flower,  Sidney,  of  Louisiana,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of,  and  for  other  purposes,        -     62,437 
Fohl,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -         -        -377 
Ford,  Augustus,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  377 
Foreign  Affairs,  the  Committee  on,        -        -    22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,       -        -     71,267 
discharged  from  subjects,   -        -      85,  280,  615 
bills  reported  from,    -----  518 
reports  from,      ------  394 

Foreign  officers  and  seamen.     (See  Seamen.) 
Fort  Covington,   New  York.     (See  Port  of Delivery.) 

Fortifications,  bill  making  appropriation  for 
certain,  for  the  year  ending  30th  June, 
1850,      -        -        84,  477,  503,  504,  662,  665 

remarks  on,  by  Mr.  Preston,     -  477 
Fox  and  Wisconsin  river  reservations.     (See 

Reservations.) 

France,11  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -   146,  437 Franking  privilege.     (See  Postage.) 

bill  to  abolish  the,       -        -    '    -    261,  575,  617 remarks  on  the,  by — 
Mr.  Ashrhun,     -----  575 
Mr.  Cobb,  -----  576,  577 
Mr.  Goggin,       -        -    575,576,577,578 
Mr.  Venable,       -  577 

Free  Academy  of  the  city  of  N.  York,  join  t  res- 
olution to  distribute  public  documents  to,  347 

Freedley,  John,  of  Pennsylvania,  -        -    21,145, 
'  189,323,552,593 

I*  reeman,  Rebecca,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  437 
Fremont's  report,  proposition  to  print,  &c,  57,  92 concerning  the  binding  of,  -     U6,  136,  138 

map,  concerning  the  engraving  of,      -        -  199 
French,  Richard,  of  Kentucky,    1,  31,  57,  62,  71, 

146,  267,  427,  541,  614 

French,  Richard,  of  Kentucky — 
resolution  by,    ------  483 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

,     Claims,  -------  379 
Fries,  George,  of  Ohio,     1,  64,  84,  110,  115,  120, 

189,  242,  243,  244,  280,  552 
Fry,  John  B.,  extra  pay  to,  proposed,    25,  38,  71 
Fugitive  slaves,  resolution  concerning,  -        -  188 
Fuller,  William,  and  Chides  Savage,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,   -        -        -      •-        -     91,  438 
Fulton,  Andrew  S.,  of  Virginia,  21,  62,  146,  211, 

280,  377,  378,  423,  439,  463,  483,  527,  530, 
571,  615,  664,  697 

resolution  by,    ------  697 
Funds,  the  two  per  cent.     (See  Missouri.) 

the  five  per  cent.     (See  Compact.)  , 

Funeral  expenses  of  members,  resolution  con- 
cerning, -         -        -        -        -        -     31 

Furniture.     (See  President's  House.) 

G- 

Gaines,  John  P.,  of  Kentucky,    1,  142,  204,  321, 
323,  598,  599 

Gammage,  Thomas  T.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  437 
Garr,  Stanton  W.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  377 
Garrison,  Darius,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 
Garrison,  Henry  D.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  160, 

484,  692 

Gardiner,  Henry,  and  others,  directors  of  an 
association  called  the  New  England  Mis- 

sissippi Land  Company,  bill  for  relief  of,  437 

Gawney,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -         -  437 
Gayle,  John,  of  Ala.,     21,  31,  116,  117,  159,  200, 

269,  423,  484,  569,  600,  615,  640,  665,  697 

resolutions  by,  -        -         -        -         -        -    56 
General  Land  Office,  reports  from  the,  -    52,  117, 

321,  367 

Gentry,  Meredith  P.,  of  Tennessee,  14,  108,  211, 
520,  582,  695,  697 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -         -     63 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

to  carry  into  effect  the  twelfth  article  of 

the  treaty  with  Mexico,  ...  556 
Geologist  for  California,  joint  resolution  to  au- 

thorize the  appointment  of  a,  to  accom- 
pany the  army  and  navy  officers  who  have 

been  appointed  to  examine  the  coast  of 

California  and  Oregon,  -         -        -        -  575 
Goggin,  William  L.,  o^Virginia,     13,  22,  31,  39, 

84,  105,  107,  116,144,   145,  163,  188,  189, 
216,  244,  262,  295,  302,  366,  367,  380,  388, 
389,  409,   438,  439,  455,   491,  492,  493,  502, 
503,  504,  530,  541,  549,  550,  566,  575,  583, 

587,  605,  613,  614,  616 

resolutions  by,  -  39,  57,  85,  559,  614 
remarks  on  the   bill  to  abolish  the  franking 

privilege,       -        -        -      575,  576,  577,  578 
Giddings,  Joshua  R.,  of  Ohio,      1,  17,  38,  39,  44, 

45,  56,  96,  107,  108,  123,  145,  172,  177, 187, 
211,  212,  214,  216,  228,  405,  431,  483,  519, 

533,  544,  552,  569,  582,  584,  664,  695 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  people 

of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  express 
their  desires  in  regard  to  slavery  therein,    55 

remarks    concerning    the    distribution   of 

books,    -------93 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave;  127,  129,  172, 
174,  239,  242,  245,  246,  247,  250 

Gillett,  Shadrack,  and  others,  bill  for  relief  of,  484 
Gold,  Mr.,  concerning  the  funeral  of  the  late, 

a  clerk  in  the  House,      -  158 
Gold,  Mrs.,  the  widow  of  the  late  Daniel,  late 

clerk  in   the  office  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, resolution  to  pay,  the  com- 

pensation which  he  would  have  been  en- 
titled to  had  he  lived  till  the  end  of  the 

session,  -------  697 
Goods  destroyed  by  fire.     (See  Duties.) 
Gordon,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -  530 
Gott,  Daniel,  of  N.  York,  1,  83,  455,552,582,590 

resolutions  by,  -  83,  105,  211 

Goulding,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  377 
Graduation.     (See  Public  Lands.) 
Grant,  Peter  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  613 
Grant  of  land.     (See  Illinois — Indiana — Falls 

of  St.  Marie — Atlantic  and  Gulf  Railroad 

'    Company — Clinton  and  Kalamazoo  Canal 
— Missouri — Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad 

Company — Iowa — Olvio — Mississippi — Ala- 
bama— Pennsylvania — JVeto  York  and  Bos- 

ton Railroad  Company — Detroit — Connec- 
ticut— Detroit,  Romeo,  and  Huron  Railroad 

Company —  Wisconsin.) 

Grant  of  land — to  the  several  States  for  improvements  in 
agriculture,  &,c.     (See  Public  Lands.)         . 

to  heads  of  families,  &c.   (See  Public  Lands. 
to  certain  settlers.     (See  Internal  Improve- 

ments.) 

to  the  several  States  and  Territories,  to  be 

by  them  appropriated  to  the  encourage- 
ment«.nd  improvement  of  such  States  and 

Territories,  bills  making,         ...  488 
Gratiot,  J.  P.  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  and  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -         -         -         -  541 
Graves,  Samuel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -         -  377 
Gray,  Captain  Robert,  the  discoverer  of  the 

Columbia  river,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

widow  and  children  of,  -        -        -        -  377 
Greeley,  Horace,  of  New  York,     2,  3,  13,  38,  62, 

95,  108, 110,  115, 145, 160,  172, 189,  200,  204, 
211,  323,  334,  335,  336,  337,  367,  371,  377, 
379,  394,  422,  423,  429,  430,  437,  439,  494, 
520,  548,  550,  559,  579,  590,  499,  600,  608,  623 

resolutions  by,  25,  57,  71,85,  147,534,583,694 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  64,  65,  147 
remarks  concerning  the  purchase  of  Naval 

Registers  and  other  books,      -  269 
remarks  concerning  his  vote  for  books,  336,337 

remarks  on  the  expenses  of  the  army,        -  370 

remarks  on  mileage,  -----  371 
remarks  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill,     -  423 
remarks  on   the  bill  to  discourage  specula- 

tion in  the  public  lands,-  -     .    -  605 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 

rial government  of  California,  -         -  608 
remarks  on   the  bill  to  establish  territorial 

government  in  New  Mexico,  -        -  -      -  610 remarks  on  the  bill  to  fix  the  mileage  of 
members,        -      203,  229,  230,  271,  282,  283 

remarks  concerning  the  article  in  the  Tri- 
bune, on  the  mileage  of  members,  -    108,  111 

Gregory   Dudley  S.,  of  New  Jersey,     -         1,31, 

85,  295,  583 
resolutions  by,  -----       39,  57 

Green,  Wm.,  Jr.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -   530,693 
Green,  James  S.,  of  Missouri,  1,  42,  70,  171,250, 

423,  437,  493,  107,  C65 
resolutions  by,  -----       26,  31 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -        -     65 
remarks  on  the  article  in  the  Tribune  con- 

cerning the  mileage  of  members,     -        -  110 Greer,  William,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,    616,  694 
Grice's   bilge  and   keel  supporters,   proposi- 

tion for  the  purchase  of,  by  the  United 

States,    -------  467 
Grinnell,  Joseph,  of  Massachusetts,  1,31,  95,  172, 

204,  211,  262,  307,  322,  332,  347,  350,  366, 
367,  377,  403,  464,  465,  483,  492,  569,  570, 

575,  583,  640,  664,  692,  693,  694 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -39,56,261,350,367 

Grove,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -377 
Gurley,  the  Rev.  Mr.,  elected  chaplain,         -     14 

H. Hale,  Artemas,  of  Mass.,      1,  394,  437,  504,  599 
Hall,  Nathan  K.,  of  New  York,        1,  31,  56,  95, 

115,  211,  221,  224,  240,  274,  297,  309,  333, 
438,  474,  483,  488,  493,  494,  614^617 

resolutions  by,  -----       57,  85 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  map  of  the 
harbor  of  Buffalo,  the   commerce  of  that 

port,  &c,        -------  221 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion of  the  district  courts  of  the  United 
States  in  Louisiana,   475 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 
Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,  249,  251,  252 

Hall,  Willard  P.,  of  Missouri,     1,  25,  31,  39,  92, 

116,  117,  167,  199,  200,  225,  267,  268,  295» 
308,  322,  323,  371,  377,  379,  394,  431,  437, 
488,  492,  493,  518,  519,  520,  530,  .543,  559, 
583,  584,  586,  591,  604,  607,  617,  618,  640, 

642,  643,  661,  662,  664,  693,  696 
resolutions  by,  -----       26,  31 
remarks  on  the  proposition  for  an  appropri- 

ation for  territorial  officers  in  Minesota,  -  295 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 

tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,      -  348 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -  392 

Hall  of  Representatives,  proposition  for  apian 

for  a  new,       ------  69 7 
Hammons,  David,  of  Maine,     22,  31,  77,  85,  92, 

198, 280,  377,  394,  493, 517,  571,  5S6,  600,  643 

resolutions  by,  -  -.261, -67 
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Hampton,  James  G.,  of  New  Jersey,    1,  25,  145, 
180,  200,  306,  307,  332,  437,  439,  494,  520, 

•      550,  572,  599,  616,  661,  665,  693,  695,  69.8 

resolutions  by,   -----     57,  599 

Hampton,  Moses,  of  Pennsylvania,      -         -      1, 
56,62,211,504,527,554 

Hampton,  Elisha,  and  others,  of  the  State  of 

Iowa,  bill  for  the  relFef  of,      -  437 
Haralson,  Hush  A.,  of  Georgia,  1,  16,  57,  83,84, 

203,224,229,242,  268,  "273,  284,   303,  333, 393,  409,  416,  418,  438,  484,  485,  488,  517, 

518,  531,  582,  584,  620,  623,  643,  662,  665 

resolutions  by,   -        -        -        -        -   518,  697 
remarks   concerning  an   appropriation. for 

additional  clerks  in  the  Second  Auditor's 
office,     -         -        -        -        -        "        " 

remarks  on  "the  bill  making  appropriation 
for  the  Military  Academy,      - 

■remarks  concerning theappointmentof  com- 
missioners, under  the  treaty  with  Mexico, 

to  run  the  boundary  line,         -         -        -  621 

remarks  on  a  p'roposition  to  fix  the  mileage 
of  members,  -        -        -        -         -        -  2tS 

Harbor  improvements,  bill  making  appropri- 
'    ationfor  the  preservation,  repair,  andcom- 

pletionof  certain, on  the  northern  lakes,  13,  26 
on  Lake  Michigan  and  the  St.  Glair  Flats, 

bill  making  appropriation  for  certain,     13,  26 

bill  to   authorize   an   appropriation  for  re- 
moving the  rocks  at  Hurlgate,  and  the 

reefs  in  the  Harbor  of  New  York,  - 
Harbor  of  Buffalo,  remarks  concerning  the 

printing  of  a  map  of,      -         -        -   221 

Hardinn,  Millard,  leave  to  withdraw  his  pa- 

pers,      -_        -        - 
Harmanson,  John  H.,  of  Louisiana,     - 

32,56,62,310,591,592 

resolutions  by,  ------     26 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Lou- 

isiana in  reclaiming  swamp  lands,  -        -  592 

Harmony,  Manuel  X.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  617 

62 
292 

57 1, 

HafleyVJam.es,  bill  for  the  relief  of 85,  437 

Harris,' Samson  W.,  of  Alabama,    1,  62,  145,  320 
resolutions  by,  ------     18 
his  remarks  on  announcing  the  death  of  the 

Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis,  -         -         -         -     17 

Harris,  Oliver  C,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -   377,  697 
Haskell,  William  T.,  of  Tennessee,       1,  13,  695 

Healy,  Bethia,  the  widow  of  George  Heaiy, 

deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -      62,437 
Henley,  Thomas  J.,  of  Indiana,     1,  13,  105,  119, 

120,  136,  147,  203,  226,  231,  260,  297,  332, 

336,  391,  404,  409,  422,  487,  488,  529,  554, 
586,  624,  697,  698 

resolutions  by,       '     -        -        7        -         2,31 
remarks  concerning  the  article  in   the  Tri- 

bune on  the  mileage  of  members,    -    108,  109 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  public  print- 
ing, its  cost,  manner  of  execution,  &c, 

under  the  contract  system,      -    223,  293,  294 
remarks   concerning   an   appropriation  for 

additional  clerks  in  the  Second  Auditor's 
office,      -  ---        -   284,285 

Henrie,  Captain  Dan  Drake,  bill  for  the  relief 
of,  -        -   92, 321 

Henry,  William,  of  Vermont,  1,  439,  488,  528,  550 

Herring,  Gardner,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 

Hickey's  Analysis  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
United    States,  proposition    to  purchase 

copies  of,         -         -        -        -     _   - 
Hickey,  William,  pay  for  services  in  com- 

puting proposals  for  printing, 
Hill,  Hugh  L.  W.,  of  Tennessee, 
Hilliard,  Henry  W.,  of  Alabama,      1,  18,  25,  38, 

145,  178,  187,  224,  231,  238,  259,  261,  280, 
302,  309,  310,  320,  332,  464,  469,  480,  503, 

504,  554,  570,  570,  608 

resolution  by,     ------  566 
remarks  on   the  proposition   to  appoint  a 

standing  committee  on  the  Smithsonian 
Institution,     -  22,23,24 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend   the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 

tory and  waters  of  Upper  California, 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave, 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,    ------- 
Hinds,  Lieut.  Bartlett,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

heirs  of,  -        -        -        - 
Hogebroom,  Abraham,  deceased,  bill  for  the 

'  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of, 
Holden,Joshua,  bill  granting  the  right  of  pre- 

emption to,   146, 

145 
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Holmes,  Elisha  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -    92 

Holly,  John  M.,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  di- 
rected to  pay  to  the  widow  of,  the  amount 

of  the  funeral  expenses  of,      -        -         -     §7 
Holmes,  Isaac  E.,  of  South  Carolina,      1,  38,  62, 

84, 118, 160,  204,  244,  323,  431, 466,  468,  481, 
544,  663 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  -  62,  63. 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriations 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -        -        -  392 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  introduc- 

tion of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Colum- 

bia,          418 
remarks  concerning  the  pay  of  a  naval  agent 

at  California,  ------  465 
remarks  en  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,       -        -244, 
245,  246 

Holmes,  Elias  B.,  of  New  York,   1,  62,  123,  262, 

377 resolutions  by,        -----     56 
Home  Department,  bill  to  establish  a,      504,  513, 

514,  542,  543 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Brodhead,        -        -        -  516, 517 
Mr.  Cobb,  of  Georgia,    -        -    515,516,517 
Mr.  Stanton,  -        -     ...-         -         -        -  517 
Mr.  Vinton,    -        -        -     514,  515,  516,  517 

Hopkins,  Colonel  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  heirs  of,    -        -         -        -         -         -     92 

Horses  and  other  property  lost  in  the  military 
service  of  the  United  States,  bill  to  fur- 

ther continue  in  force  the  acts  for  the  pay- 
ment of,  -        -        -        25,31,117,662,665 

lost  in  the  Mexican  war,  bill  to  pay  for  the,  665 
Hornbeck,  Mrs.,  widow  of  the  hue  Hon.  J. 

W.,  the  Clerk  directed  to  pay  to,  two 
hundred  dollars,  the  amount  of  funeral 

expenses,        ------  697 
Horton,  Ira  T.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -        -377 
Hospitals.     (See  Marine  Hospitals.) 

Hospital  fund,  appropriation  to  gather  infor- 
mation concerning,  -         -        -        -  334 

Hotchkiss,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  693 
House  of  Representatives,  the  hour  of  meeting 

fixed,    "-        -        -        -         2,332,  552,586 
the  contingent  fund  of  the,  resolution  con- 

cerning the  expenditure  of,      -        -        -  541 
•recess  of  the,      --*----  616 
(See  Calls.) 

Houston,  John  W.,  of  Delaware,   119,  163,  260, 
274,  297,  322,  323,  335,  336,371,  437,438,  527, 

531,  615,  695 

resolutions  by,  ------     38 
remarks  on  the  article  in  the  Tribune,  con- 

cerning the  mileage  of  members,     -         -  111 
remarks  on  the  appropriation  for  furniture 

for  the  President's  House,      -        -    119,120 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  have  the  Pres- 

ident's House  embellished  with  the  por- 
traits of  all  the  Presidents,      ...  335 

remarks  on  the  bill  making- appropriation 
for  the  Military  Academy,      -        -   392,  393 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

Claims,  -        -        -  _  .    -        -         -         -  308 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  fix  the  mile- 

age of  members,      -        -        -        -        -  200 
Houston,  George  S.,  of  Alabama,  39,  52,  82,  84, 
.      147, 152, 159, 187, 188,  261,  389,  426,  438,  448, 

474,483,  485,492,  494,  518,  527,  530,  531,  599, 
612,  615,  624,  643 

remarks  on  the  resolution  of  inquiry  con- 
cerning the  protocol  accompanying  the 

treaty  with  Mexico,        -        -    450,  451,  452 
Howe,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -377 
Howe,  Thomas  W.,  late  pension  agent  at 

Pittsburg,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the 
settlement  of  the  accounts  of,  upon  equi- 

table principles,      -----  530 
Plubbard,  Samuel  D.,  of  Connecticut,  1,  123,  189, 

262 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -         56,  71,  116,  236 
Hudson,  Charles,  of  Massachusetts,    1,  14,  200, 

238,239,280,  295,  422,  520,  542,  599,  612,  616, 
664,  693,  694,  695 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -      62,  262,  620 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  for 

books  for.  members,        -        -        -        -  337 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  introduc- 

tion of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia, -        -        -        -        -        -   418,  419 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  coinage  of  one 

dollar  gold  pieces,  -  567,  568 
Hughes,  Cornelius,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  530 

Hunt,  Washington,  of  New  York,  22,  32,  38,  62, 
93, 142, 144, 145, 147,  159,  231,  280,  322,  323, 
332,  333,  334,  338,  347,  350,  366,  367, 371, 409, 
474,  491, 504,  542,  548,  549,  612,  615, 616,  662, 

663,  694,  696 

resolutions  by,  -  -  -  -  25,  159,  366 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,  -  -     75 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  marine  hospitals,  334 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 

laws  of  the'  United  States  over  the  terri- 
tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,  347,348, 

Planter,  Alexander,  joint  resolution  for  the 
relief  of,  -  92,146,614 

Huntington,  Jeanette  C,  widow  and  sole  ex- 
ecutrix of  William  D.  Cheever,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,   "92 Hu-r-lgate.     (See  Harbor  Improvements.) 

I. 

Illinois,  bills  granting  to  the  State  of,  the  right 
of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for 
making  a  railroad  connecting  the  Upper, 

and  Lower  Mississippi  with  the  chain  of 
the  northern  lakes  at  Chicago,  and  also 

'  for  the  northern  cross  railroad,  with  a 
branch  to  Alton,  and  for  other  purposes,     3, 

25,  26,  39,  367 

right  of  way  and  donation  of  land  to.    (See 

Indiana.) 

an  act  to  grant  to  the  State  of,  a  right  of 

way  through  the  public  lands  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  and  for  other  purposes,  -        -  488, 605,  616 

(See  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad  Company.) 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of, 

302, 

347,  483,  559 

Imprisonment  for  debt,  bill  to  abolish,  in  cer- 
tain cases,.     -        -        -        -  _     -  366,665 

Ingersoll,  Charles  J.,  of  Pennsylvania,  -        1,  17, 
84,  138,  145,  152,  187, _621,  695 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,     63,  64,  65 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  duties  levied 
in  Mexico,     -        -        -        -        -   149,  150 

proposition  to  pay  per  diem  and  mileage  to, 

as  a  contestant,        -----  697 
Ingersoll,  Joseph  R.,  of  Pennsylvania,  -      1,  117, 

145,  243,  280,  306,  376,  391,  415,  426,  427, 
464,  483,  530,  531,  541,  566,  568,  570,  581, 

586,  614 

resolutions  by,  145, 172, 376,  378,  483,  541,  698 
remarks  on  the  bill- making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -        -        -  392 remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,   -        -        -         -        -         -        -  140 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  coinage  of  one 

dollar  gold  pieces,  -----  567 
remarks  on    the    bill   creating  a  board    of 

commissioners  to  examine  the  claims  of 
American  citizens  against  Mexico,     660,  661 

Indemnity.     (See    Contracts  with   the    United 

States.) 

Index  to  the  documents,  proposition  to  em- 

ploy C.  V.  Gray  to»compile  an,      -        -  697 
■  proposition  toemploy  C.Upton  to  compilean,  698 
Indian  Affairs,  Committee  on,        -        -        -    22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,       -  448 

reports  from 'the,         -        -    484,530,614,698 
bills  reported  from  the,       -        -        -   484,  615 
discharged  from  subjects,  -        -        -   614,  615 

Indian  affairs.     (See  Commissioner  of.) 

Indian  Department,  bill  making  appropriation 
for  the  current  and  contingent  expenses 

of  the,  and  for  fulfilling  the  treaty  stipu- 
lations with  the  various  Indian  tribes  for 

the  year  ending  30th  June,  1850,     -  116,  199, 
422,  615,  616,  640,  642,  643 

Indian  country.     (See  Crimes.) 

Indian  reservation,  an  act  to  relinquish   the 
reversionary  interest  of  the  United  States 
in  a  certain,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,      -  484 

Indians.     (See  Chippewa  Indians.) 

Indiana,  bill  granting  the  right  of  way  to -the 
States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois  and  a  do- 

nation of  each  alternate  section  of  public 
lands  for  six  miles  on  each  side  of  said 

road,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  rail- 
road from  New  Albany,  in  Indiana,  to 

Alton,  in  Illinois,    -----  356 
(See  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad  Company.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -  322,352 
Inge,  Samuel  W.,  of  Alabama,      -        1,  198,  320 
Insane  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  appro- 

priation for  the,      -----  323 
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Interest  on  advances.     (See  Alabama.) 
Internal  improvements,  bill  granting  lands  to 

certain  States  therein  named,  to  aid  them 
in  ihc  construction  of  roads  and  canalsand 

the  improvement  of  their  rivers,     25,  3i,  116 
Invalid  Pensions,  an  act  to  authorize  the  pay- 

ment of,  in"  certain  cases,         -  571 
the 'Committee  on,      -----     22 
reports  from,      -        -        -      62,  146,  281,  530 
bills  reported  from,     -        -       62,  146,  281,  530 
discharged  from  subjects,  -     146,  281,  530,  615 

Inventions,  appropriation  for  the  trial  of  useful, 

in  the  naval  service,        -'.'--'■;-  428 
Iowa,  .bill  to  grant  to  the  State  of,  certain  alter- 

nate sections  of  the  public  lands  to  aid 
said  State  in  the  construction  of  a  railroad 

from  Dubuque  via  Iowa  city,  to  Keokuck, 
in  said  State,  -        -        -        -         -       25,  26 

bill  granting  certain  lands  to  the  Territory 
of  Iowa,  to  aid  in  the  improvement  of  the 
navigation  of  the  Des  Moines  river,  in 

said  Territory,        -        -        -        -     62,  614 
an  act  declaratory  of  the  act  for  the  admis- 

sion of  the.  State  of,  into  the  Union,   423,  484 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -  366,  480 
and  Florida,  bill  to  amend  the  act  supple- 

mental to  the  act  for  the  admission  of, 

into  the  Union,       -  -    146,  531,  614 
and  Wisconsin, bill  supplementary  to  the  acts 

for  the  admission  of,       -        -        -        -  665 
{See  Boundary  line.) 

Irvin,  Alexander,  of  Pennsylvania,        -        -     13 
Isthmus  of  Panama,  bill  making  compensation 

for  the  transportation  of  troops  and  sup- 
plies for  a  limited  time  over  the,  and  to 

promote  the  interests  of  American  com- 
merce,   -------  268 

Iverson,  Alfred,  of  Georgia,  -        -        -     70,  142 

J. 

Jackson,  John,  bill  for  relief  of  heirs  of,         -  437 

u  James  Mitchell,"  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
legal  owners  of  the  ship,  -        -        -376 

Jameson,  John,  of  Missouri,  ],  199,  295,  694,  695 
Jenkins,  Timothy,  of  New  York,  1,  38,  145,  285, 

431,355,  542,552,575,  657 
resolutions  by,  -----     56,  697 
remarks  concerning  the  rule  on  a  call  for  the 

previous  question,  -----  543 

Jenks's  Carbine,  concerning,  -    -    -  695 
Johnson,  R.  W.,  of  Arkansas,  21,  145,  200,  333, 

389,  427, 483,  484,  485, 487,  488,502, 513,  517, 
528,  542,543,  570,  583,  584,  593,616,  641,  642, 

666,  697 

resolutions  by,   389,  697 
remarks  on  the  proposition  for  the  appoint- 

ment  of  a   standing   committee   on   the 

'Smithsonian  Institution,  -  -    24 
remarks  on  the  proposition  providing  sala- 

ries for  territorial. officers  in  Iowa  and 

Wisconsin,     -        -        -        -    •     -         -  297 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  Marine  Hospital 

at  St.  Louis,  -        -        -        -         -  333,  334 
remarks  on  the  bill  concerning  the  duties  of 

consuls  and  protection  of  American  sea- 
men,      -------  569 

Johnson,  Israel,  of  Cass  county,  Indiana,  bill 

•for  the  relief  of,       -        -     .    -     '    -  377 
Johnson,  James  H.,  of  New  Hampshire,      -       1 
Johnsori,  Col.  R.  M.,  appropriation  to  satisfy 

the  claim  of,  for  erecting  Choctaw  Acad- 
emy,      ------  662,  664 

Johnson,  Eliza,  bill  to  authorize  the  issue  of 
treasury  scrip    for   one  hundred  dollars 
to,  the  widow  of  Francis  Johnson,  late  a 
soldier  in  the  army  of  the  United  States, 
in  Mexico,      -----   389,  437 

Johnson,  Andrew,  of  Tennessee,  1,  25,  31,  77, 142, 
178, 189,  274,280, 309, 335, 409,  493,  612, 640, 

695 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  embellish  the 

President's  House  with  the  portraits  of  all 
the  Presidents,        -  335,  336 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

Claims,  -        -    '     -        .        -        .   178,308 Jones,  George  W.,  of  Tennessee,  1, 16,  17,  22,  31, 
38, 39,  71,  85,  92,  93,  145,  161,  163,  171,  240, 
262, 280, 284,  285, 294, 295,  350,  389,  391,  427, 
468,  483,  493,  503,  504, 517,519,  529,  534,  548, 
558,  567,  568,  571,  575,583,  608,  614,  623,  643, 

659,  662,  664,  665,  692,  693,  697 
remarks   on   the   proposition  to  appoint  a 

standing  committee  on  the  Smithsonian 

Institution,      -        -        -        -        -       22,  23 

Jones,  G.  W.,  of  Tennessee — 
remarks  concerning  the  proposition  to  pub- 

lish the  debates,      -        -         -        -        -     32 
remarks   on   the    proposition    to    purchase 

A       copies  of  Dickey's  analysis  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States,-        -         -146 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  renew  tho  charter  of 

the  Washington,  Alexander  and  George- 
town Steampacket  Company,  -        -  161 

remarks  concerning  an  appropriation  for  ad- 
ditional clerks  in  the  2d  Auditor's  office,    284 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salaries  of  the  district  judges,  -         -         -427 
Jones,  John  W.,  of  Georgia,          -        -         -       1 
Jones,  R.ichard  D.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  530 
Jones,  Captain  Samuel,  deceased,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,         -     91 
Jones,  Andrew  A.,  an  inspector  of  the  cus- 

toms of  the  port  of  New  York,  bill  for  the 
relief  of,   92 

Jones,  Thomas  Ap  Catesby,  bill  for  relief    . 
of,   -        -        -     92 

Journals  of  Proceedings  of  the  House.     (See 
Reports.) 

proposition  to  correct  the,  -         -        -        -  527 
Journals  of  the    House,  proposition   to  ex- 

punge therefrom,  the  following  words  in  a 
resolution  of  thanks  to  the  army  in  Mex- 

ico,  viz:  "in   a   war    unnecessarily   and 
unconstitutionally  begun  by  the  President 

of  the  United  States,"     -        -        -        -  520 
correction  of  the,         -----  566 

Judge,  Thomas  L.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  377 
Judges,  district,  proposition   to   increase  the 

salaries  of,      -        -        -        -     426,  436,  463 
Judicial  districts,  bill  to  amend  an  act  to  divide 

the  State  of  Alabama  into  two,        -         -    24 

Judiciary,  Committee  on  the,-       -        -        -     22 
to  employ  a  clerk,      -----  464 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,    25,  31,  56,  85, 

188,  378,  483,  534 
bills  and  resolutions  reported  from  the,  117,  145, 

146,  267,  376,  415,  426,  427,  464,  474,  483,  614 
discharged  from  subjects,   -   117,  145,  415,  483, 

530,  614 

reports  from  the,         -  145,  530,  614 
Jurors,  bill  concerning  the  selection  of,  in  cer- 

tain courts  of  the  United  States,      -         -  614 
Jury,  bill  to  extend  to  the  personal  liberty  of 

American  freemen  the  protection  of  trial, 

by,  -------    56 

K. Kaufman,  David  S.,  of  Texas,  1,  18,  26,  38,  105, 
146,  163,  200,  211,  212,  249,  260,  262,  268, 
269,  307,  309,  322,  357,  366,  367,  371,  377, 
374,  380,  388,  394,  408,  427,  430,  437,  439, 
448,  454,  466,  467,  481,  483,  492,  493,  502, 
504,  513,  519,  520,  527,  531,  542,  544,  550, 
552,  553,  554,  559,  569,  571,  574,  575,  577, 
581,  582,  583,  586,  593,  608,  612,  617,  619, 

624,  640,  661,  662,  694,  697,  698 

resolutions  by,  ------  438 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salaries  of  the  district  judges,       -  -        -  426 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion of  the  district  courts  of  the  United 

States  in  Louisiana,         -  475,  476 
remarks  on  the  post  office  appropriation  bill, 

concerning  the  territorial  and  slavery  ques- 

tions,      ------         .  588 
remarks  concerning  the  appointmentof  com- 

missioners, under  the  treaty  with  Mexico, 

to  run  the  boundary  line,         -  623 
Kellett,  Charles  A.,  bill  to  refund  to,  the  ton- 

nage duties  and  light  money  paid  on  the 

Chinese  junk,  Keying?   -        -        -        -    92 
Kellos-g,  Orlando,  of  New  York,  1,  145,  152,  204, 

298,  437,  439,  552,  559,  579 

Kennedy,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of, .       -  437 
Kennon,  Wm.  G.,  of  Ohio,  1, 92, 95,  439,  483, 552 
Kentucky.     (See  Courts.) 

Kerbaugh,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -         -  530 
King,  Thomas  Butler,  of  Georgia,  1,  85,  111,  146, 

211, 221, 244,  259, 268, 273, 332,  378, 423, 427r 
428,  430,  465,.466,  467,  483,  543,  662 

remarks  on  the  appropriation  for  the  coast 

survey,  -------  273 
.     remarks  on  the  proposed  appropriation  for 

the  mail  steamers,   -        -        -         -  428,  429 
remarks   concerning   the  pay  for  a  naval 

agent  at  California,  -  465 
King,  Daniel  P.,  of  Massachusetts,  1,  62,  85,  231, 

334,  347,  520,  614 

King,  Daniel  P.,  of  Massachusetts — 
resolutions  by,  -     31,  262,  614 
remarks  concerning  the  binding  of  the  re- 

ports of  Lieutenant  Emory  and  others,  -     83 
remarks  concerning  the  hospital  fund,        -  334 

Kinney,  Hannah,  widow  of  Amos  Kinney, 
late  of  the  State  of  New  York,  bill  for  the 

relief  of,  -        -        -         -        -        -  437 
Kinney,  Elizabeth,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  .  •  377 
Kingsbury,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  477 
Kosciusko,  concerning   the  memorial  of  the 

heirs  of,  for  change  of  venue,  -        -   117,  132 
Kuykendall,  Nathaniel,  bill  for  relief  of,  377,  694 

Lachance,  Nicholas,  and  others,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  heirs  of,  -     -        -         -        -     92 
Lacon,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -         -377 
Ladies,  proposition  for  their  admission  into 

the  Hall,         -        -        -        -    .     -        -  534 

Lafayette,   General,  bill  to  provide"  for  the payment  of  the  passage  of,  from  France 
to  the  United  States  in  1824,  -        -   145,  437 

Lahm,  Samuel,  of  Ohio,    1,  56,  85,  109,  165,  213, 

285,  552 
resolution  by,     ------     26 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 

Moors  for  losses  under  a  certain  contract 

with  the  United  States,   -        -         -         -     43 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,   -       73,74 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  fix  the  mile- 

age of  members,      -----  282 
Land  titles.     (See  White,  Jos.M. — Arkansas.) 
Land  claims,  bill  to  extend  the  provisions  of 

an  act  of  the  3d  March,  1845,  entitled  An 
act  to  confirm  the  survey  and  location  of 
claims  for  lands  in  the  State  of  Missis- 

sippi, east  of  Pearl  river,  and  south  of  the 
31st  degree  of  north  latitude,  -         -        -269 

Land  office,  bill  to  establish  an  additional,  in 
the  State  of  Missouri,     -  569 

an  act  for  changing  the  location  of  the,  in 

the  Chippewa  land  district,  and  establish- 
ing an  additional  land  district  in  the  State 

of  Wisconsin,  ...         -   616,693 
(See  Registers  and  Receivers.) 

Land  warrants,  bill  to  legalize  the  location  of 
certain,  at   the   land  office   at  Defiance, 

Ohio,  and  for  other  purposes,  -         -         -     13 
military,  bill  in  addition   to  an  act  entitled 

an  act  in  relation  to,        -         -         -     31,  116 
Lands,  an  act  to  amend  an  act  for  authentica- 

ting certain,  approved  February  22,  1849,  616 

Lands.     (See  School  Lands — Swamp  Lands — 
Saginaw  Lands — Reserved  Lands.) 

Lapham,  Hamilton,  bill  to  renew  the  patent 

heretofore  granted  to,      -         -         -         -     92 
Larabee,   Major  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief 

of,   530,  569 
La  Sere,  Emile,  of  Louisiana,        -         -  1,56,62 

resolution  by,     ------    85 
Lawrence,  Sidney,  of  New  York,    1,  32,  38,  2S0, 

■      323,  367,  520,;530,  663 

Lawrence,  Zachariah,  of  Ohio,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of,     -------    91 
Lawrence,  William  T.,  of  New  York,     1,  62,  67, 

189,  229,  231,  280,  332,  530,  610 

resolution  by,     ------    25 
Laws  of  the  United  States,  statutory,  bill  to 

provide  for  the   revision,  consolidation, 
and  methodical  arrangement  of  the,         -    38 

(See  Little  &  Brown.) 
joint  resolution  authorizing  the  Secretary  of 

State  to  increase  the  number  of  copies  of 
the,  annually  distributed   to  the  several 
States  and  Territories,    -  483 

Leffler,  Shepherd,  of  Iowa,     13,  25,  56,  366,  484, 
485,  533,  579,  590 

resolution  by,     ------    31 
Lee,  John,  the  ostler,  extra  pay  to,        -        -  697 
Lee,  Oliver,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -        -„  -  377 
Levin,  Lewis  C,  of  Pennsylvania,  1,32,203,211, 

475,  582,  609,  624,  665,  694,  698 

resolutions  by,  -----       26,  38 
Leverett,  Mary  G.,  bill  for  the  relief,  of,         -  377 
Lewis,  Hon.  Dixon  H.,  late  Senator  from  Al- 

abama, his  death  announced,  and  funeral 

honors,  -        r        -----    17 
Library,  the  Standing  Committee  on  the,  on 

the  part  of  the  House,    -        -        -        -    22 
resolutions   reported  from  the  Joint  Com- 

mittee on  the,  -----  531 
Ligon,  Thomas  W.,  of  Maryland,        -       1,  163 
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Light-houses,    light-boats,    buoys,    beacons,    ■ 
&c,  bill  making  appropriation  for,  and 

providing  for  the  erection  of  an  establish- 
ment  of  the  same,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,    ------   583,  665 

Light-houses,  appropriations  for,  -        -    333,  664 

an  act  to  continue  the  light  at  Sand's  Point, 
on  Long'Island,      -  616,  693 

Lincoln,  Abraham,  of  Illinois,      13,  16,  111,  177, 
188,  212,  244,  416,  559,  614 

remarks  on  the  bill  granting  lands  to  the 
States  to  make  railroads  and  canals,         -  533 

Little  &  Brown's  edition  of  the  Laws  and 
Treaties  of  the  United  States,  resolution 

directing  the  Clerk  to  purchase  more  cop- 
ies of,      -         -       •-.       -        -        -        -  483 

Loan  bill.     (See  Treasury  Note  Bill.) 
London,  Giles,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -  377 
Lottery  tickets,  bill  to  prohibit  the  vending 

of,  in  the  District  of  Columbia,       -        -  332 
Lord,  Frederick  W.,  of  New  York,      1,  14,  146, 

238,  274,  615 
resolutions  by,   -----     25,  376 

Louisiana.  <  (See  Swamp  Lands — Courts.) 
bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  inhabitants  of. 

(See  School  Lands.) 
Luff,  Henry,  and  John  McKee,  of  the  city  of 

Baltimore,  bill  to  provide  for  the  settle- 
ment of  the  claim  of,       -        -        -   366*  437 

Lumpkin,  John  H.,  of  Georgia,    -        -        -       1 
resolutions  by,  ------    -85 

Lynch,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  437 
Lynde,  William  Pitt,  of  Wisconsin,      1,  84,  252, 

309,  377,  437,  463,  544,  600,  693 
resolution  by,    -   614 
remarks  on  the  proposition  providing  sal- 

aries for  territorial  officers  in  the  Territo- 
ries of  Iowa  and  Wisconsin,  -  -  -  297 

Lytle,  Robert  T.,  late  surveyor  general  of  the 
district  of  Ohio,  joint  resolution  to  autho- 

rize the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
make  an  equitable  settlement  with  the 
sureties  of,  531,  613 

Lyon  &  Howard,  bill  for  relief  of,  41,  92,  95,  438 
M. 

Maclay,  William  B.,  of  New  York,      -        -       1 
Magnetic  clock,  proposition  for  the  construc- 

tion at  the  National  Observatory  of  a,     -  428 
Mail  service,  foreign.     (See  Mail  Steamers.) 
Mail  steamers,  the  appropriation  for  the  ser- 

vice by  the,     ------  428 
remarks  concerning,  by  Mr.  Strong,  -        -  406 

Mails,  United  States,  bill  to  regulate  and  equal- 
ize the  pay,  and  to  provide  against  future 

interruptions  in  the  transportation  of  the, 
on  the  railroads  in  the  United  States  and 

Territories  thereof,  -         -         -         -     31 
Mail  contracts,  an  act  to  define  the  period  of 

disability  imposed  upon  certain   bidders 

for,         -        -        -       _-        -        -  488,  614 
joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  renewal  of 

a  certain  contract  for  oarrying,         -        -  697 
Mandeville,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal, 

representatives  of,  -         -         -         -         -  377 
Mann,  Horace,  of  Massachusetts,  -         -     1, 

52,  214,  274,  377,  394,  439,  455, 559,  572,  590 
remarks   on   the  Post  Office  appropriation 

bill,  concerning  the  territorial  and  slavery 
questions,        ------  590 

Mann,  Job,  of  Pennsylvania,        -  67, 
152,  161,  214,  231,  307,  566,  624,  665 

Manufactures,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -    22 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the  Commit- 

tee on,     --..----  426 
Map  of  the  United  States,  concerning  the  pur- 

chase of  copies  of  Colton's  new,     -        -  210 
of  the  surveys   by  the  Exploring  Expedi- 

tion  of  the  Bay  of  San    Francisco,  the  . 
printing  authorized,        -  261 

Map  of  the  harbor  of  Buffalo,  proposition 
and  remarks  concerning,  -  221 

Marine  Corps,  proposition  for  the  increase  of 
the,  and  remarks  thereon,        ...  429 

proposition  to  reinstate  certain  officers  of  the,  693 
Marine  hospital  at  Napoleon,  Arkansas,  ap- 

propriation for,        -----  333 
at  St.  Louis,  Missouri,  appropriation  for,  -  333 
at  or  near  Cairo,  proposed  appropriation  for,  334 
resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  sites  for,  -  366 

Matsh,  George  P.,  of  Vermont,      1,  24,  335,  694 
resolutions  by,  -        -         -        -         -        -  262 

Marshall,  Chief  Justice,  his  opinions,    -        -     53 
M    tin,  Jacob  L.     (See  Parker,  Peter.) 

Marvin,  Dudley,  of  New  York,    -        -       1,697 
remarks^on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,   -        -     66 

Massachusetts,    resolutions   of  the    Legisla- 
ture of,   693 

Mathews,  Wood,  and  Hull,  bill  for  relief  of,     92* 
Maury,  Lieutenant.     (See  Ocean  Charts.) 
Mayfield,  Sutherland,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -  530 

Mayo's  work  on  the  United  States  fiscal  de- % 
partment,  proposition  to  purchase  copies 

of,   _  -  698 
McAfee,  Joseph,  deceased,  an  act  for  the  relief 

of  the  heirs  and  legal  representatives  of,  616 
McClelland,  Robert,  of  Michigan,         -         -    13, 

26,  32,  85,  116,  180,  274,  357,  367,  422,  429, 
439,  542,  552,  586,  617,  638,  694 

resolutions  by,  -         -        -•       -  31,  574 
remarks  on    the   proposition  to  appoint  a 

standing  committee  on  the  Smithsonian 
Institution,   ,      -;    22 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 
Moors  for  losses  under  a  certain  con- 

tract,        41, 42 

remarks  concerning  the  pay  offthe  messen- 
gers who  bring  the  electoral  votes  to  the 

seat  of  Government,       -  160 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 

tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,      -  348 
remarks  on  the  proposition  for  the  increase 

of  the. Marine  Corps,      -        -        -        -430 
McClernand,  John  A.,  of  Illinois,    38,  70,  85,  95, 

107,  159,  259,  260,  261,  310,  529,  530,  584, 
587,  604,  605,  612,  613,  615,  616,  640,  657, 

662,  695,  696 

resolution  by,    ------     85 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  territorial 

government  in  California,        ...  605 
McCormick,  Cyrus  H.,  bill  to  authorize  the 

Commissioner  of  Patents  to  renew  the 

patent  of,  for  his  horizontal  plough,        -    92 
McDonald,  James,  reappropriation  of  prize 

money,  -------  333 
McDowell,  James,  of  Virginia,     -        -         1,  38 

resolution  by,    -        -        -        -        -        -  695 
remarks  on  the  Post  Office  appropriation 

bill,  concerning  the  territorial  and  slavery 

questions,       ------  590 
McEwen,  Capt.  Alexander,  bill  for  relief  of,  437 
McFarland,  William,   deceased,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,        -     91 
Mcllvaine,  Abraham  R.,ofPenn.,  1,  24,71,380, 

439,  484,  488,  494,  520,  552,  554,  584,  698 
Mclrrtosh,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  62,  437,  617 
McKay,  James  J.,  of  North  Carolina,  1,  25,  231, 

323,  366,  367,  371,  468,566,  568,  569,571, 
574,  642,  693,  694,  695 

remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  the  coin- 
age of  one-dollar  gold  pieces,  -         -         -566 

remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 
of  members,  ------  230 

McKee,  Col.  William  R.,  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  widow  and  orphan  children  of,       92,  586 

McLane,  Charles,  of  Mo.,  bill  for  relief  of,  -  484 
McLane,  Robert  M.,  of  Maryland,    ],  17,  93,  96, 

107,  109,   147,  152,  178,  212,  273,  421,  431, 
464,  466,  467,468,476,  485,  491,  517,518, 

520,  529,  531,  558,  593,  608 

resolutions  by,  -----       32,  38 
remarks  concerning  the  publication  of  the 

Congressional  debates,  &c,    -        -         -    32 
remarks  concerning  the  binding  of  the  re- 

ports of  Abert  and  others,       -         -         -    82 
remarks  concerning  distribution  of  books,     93 
remarks  concerning  the  binding  of  certain 

reports,  -------  138 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Aeademy,      -        -   392,  393 
remarks  on   the   proposition   for  a  bill  to 

prohibit  the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,   212,  213 

McGlueen,   ,  of  South  Carolina,      -         -513 
McRea,  widow  of  Lieut.  Col.  William,  late  of 

the  U.  States  army,  bill  for  relief  of,  92,  694 
Meade,  Richard  K.,  of  Virginia,  -  1,  44,  56,  96, 

151,  180,  188,  199,  216,  245,  280,  283,  368, 
379,  426,  427,  431,  453,  454,  468,  493,  534, 
554,  584,  586,  589,  608,  609,  639,  640,  664, 692   694 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -  31,  57,  96,  454,'  614. remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 
Moors  for  losses  under  a  contract  with 

the  United  States,  -        -  _    -        -        -     43 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,  247,  249,  252 

Meade,  Richard  K.,  of  Virginia — 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 
Claims,  -        -        -     166,  169,  378,  379 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  territo- 
rial government  of  Upper  California,  606,  607 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  fix  the  mile- 
age of  members,     -----  283 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  settlement  of  the 

accounts  of  officers  in  Mexico,        -        -639 
Medals  and  other  testimonials  to  foreigners 

assisting  American  seamen,  joint  resolu- 
tion to  authorize,    -----  586 Medical  staff.     (See  Army.) 

Medicines,  bill  to  prevent  patenting  of,  -   464,  697 
Merchant  vessels.     (See  Passengers.) 

Messengers  to  bring  on  the  Electoral  votes. 
(See  Mileage.) 

Messengers  in  Pension  Office,  salary  of,    117,  137 
Meteorological  observations,  appropriation  for,  464 
Mexican  claims.     (See  Treaty.) 

Mexico.     (See  Treaty  with — Duties  ) 
Michigan,  grantsof  land  to.     (See  Falls  of  St. 

Marie.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,        -        -  438 
Milam,  George  W.,  deceased,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of  the  legal  representatives  of,  -        -    92 
Milford,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  377 
Mileage,  the  Committee  on,  -        -        -        -    22 

.    reports  from,  -.-...-  238 
bill  to  regulate  the,  of  members  and  del- 

egates in  Congress,  and  for  other  purpo- 
ses, -----  366,,  568,  574 

petition  from  the  messengers  who  brought 
to  Washington  the  votes  of  the  Electoral 

College,  upon  the  subject  of,  -  -  -  83 
bill  providing  for  the  paymeVit  of,  to  mes- 

sengers bringing  the  electoral  vote  for 
President  and  Vice  President  to  the  seat 
of  Government,       -  159,  160 

(See  Clerks  of  Paymasters.) 

joint  resolution  and  bill,  &.&.,  concerning,  -  105, 231,  335,  338,  371 

of  members,  remarks  concerning  the  article 
in  the  Tribune  on  the  subject  of, — by 

Mr.  Gayle,  -        -        -        -        -  116 
Mr.  Greeley,       -  108,111 
Mr.  Green,   110 
Mr.  Henley,        -  108,  109 
Mr.  Houston,  of  Delaware,  -  -  111 
Mr.  Sawyer,        -  108,  111 
Mr.  Turner,        -  109,  110 

proposition  to  fix  the,  of  members,     -   200,224 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Mississippi,  201,  203,  229, 
230,  281,  282 

Mr.  Embree,  -  224,  225,  227,  228,  283 
Mr.  Greeley,  203,  229,  230,  271,  282,  283 

Mr.  Haralson,  -----  273 
Mr.  Hotfston,  ofDelaware,  -         -  200 
Mr.  Lahm,  -----  282 

Mr.  McKay,  -  •  -  -  -  -  230 
Mr.  Meade,         -     .   -        -        .        -283 
Mr.  Morse,   274 
Mr.  Murphy,   271 
Mr.  Root,   -        -        -    202,  203,  225,  282 

■     Mr.  Schenck,       -        -    230,  231,  282, 283 
Mr.  Tuck,  -        -        -        -    200,  201,  202 
Mr.  Venable,       -        -        -    226, 227,.282 
Mr.  Wentworth,         -        -        -        -  201 

Miller,  John  K.,  of  Ohio,  1,  56,  92,  111,309,  408, 
439,559,572,  579,  643 

Miller,  Henry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -  377 
Miller,  Philip,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -  377 
Military  Affairs,  the  Committee  on,       -        -    22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to,  56,  57,  85,261,262, 
697 

reports  from,      -----   268,  484 
bills  reported  from,    -        -        -    484,  615,  693 
discharged  from  subjects,  -        -    484,  615,  643 

Military  Academy,  bill  making  appropriation 
for  the  support  of  the,  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1850,     -        -        -    123,  389,  394 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Beale,  -        -        -        -        -        -  389 
Mr.  Brown,  of  Pennsylvania,      -        ̂   392 
Mr.  Haralson,     -        -        -        -        -  393 
Mr.  Hall,  of  Missouri,        -        -        -392 
Mr.  Houston,  of  Delaware,        -   392,  393 
Mr.  Holmes,  of  South  Carolina,       .  -  392 

Mr.  Ingersoll,  J.  R.,  -        -        -        -  392 
Mr.  McLane,      -        -        -        -  392, 393 

Mr.  Sawyer,  -  -  -  ■  -  -  393 
Mr.  Stanton,  ...  -  391,  392 
Mr.  Venable,      -        -        -    .    -        -  392 
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Military  contributions  in  Mexico,  proposition 

to  print  extra  copies  of  the  report  on,     -  697 
(See  Jlccounts  of  officers.) 

reports  on  the,   ------  422 
Military  force,  additional.  (See  Bounty  Land.) 
Military  road  from  Lansing,  the  capital  of  the 

State  of  Michigan,  to  Mackina^-k,  in  said 
State,  bill  for  the  construction  of  a,         -     14 

Militia,  the  Committee  on,     -        -        -        -     22 
Mineral  Lands,  bill  to  reduce  the  minimum 

price  of  the,  in  the  Lake  Superior  district, 
in  Michigan,  and  in  the  Chippewa  dis- 

trict, in  Wisconsin,        -        -    367,  638,  694 
Mines,  the  gold,  in  California,  plan  for  their 

preservation,  ------  238 
Minesota,  proposed  appropriation  for  territo- 

rial officers  in,         -        -         -        -        -  295 
bill  entitled  An  act  to  establish  the  territorial 

government  of,  485, 513, 481, 617, 666, 693, 698 

Mining,  remarks  on  a  proposition  for  a  pro- 
*     feasor  of,  at  West  Point,         -    391,392,393 

Ministers,  foreign,  concerning  the  salaries  of,  334 
Mint,  branch  of  the  United  States,  in  the  city 

of  New  York,  bill  to  establish  a,  25, 187,  389, 
692,  694 

the  operations  of  the,  -  321 
in  California,  proposition  for  a  branch,  586,  609 
bill  to  establish  a  branch  in  the  harbor  of 

San  Francisco,        -----  640 
Missouri,  bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  the  right 

of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for 
the    purpose  of  making  a  railroad  from 
Hannibal  to  St.  Joseph,  in  said  State,    25,  31 

bill  to  pay  to  the  State  of,  the  two  per  cent, 

upon  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  pub- 
lic lands  which  have  been  sold  within  the 

limits  of  the  said  State,  and  which  have 

been   reserved  for   the   purpose  of  con- 
structing a  road  leading  to  said  State,  31,38,56 

bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  the  right  of  way 
for  making  a  railroad  from  Lexington, on 
the  Missouri  river,  to  Ohio  city,  at  the 
mouth  of  Ohio  river,  in  said  State,  -   137,  145 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -        -  534 
Missouri.     (See  Land  Office — Sicamp  Lands.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,        -        -  604 
Mississippi,  bill  granting  a  portion  of  the  pub- 

lic lands  lying  within  the  State  of,  to  said 
State,  for  the  construction  of  a  levee  on 
the  east  bank  of  the  Mississippi  river,  31,  38 

bill  to  grant  a  quantity  of  land  to  the  State 

of,  for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  navi- 
gation of  certain  rivers  in  said  State,       -    38 

bill  granting  to  the  State  of,   the  right  of 
way  and  a  donation   of  public  lands,  for 
the  purpose  of  locating  and  constructing 
a  railroad  from  Brandon  to   the  eastern 

boundary  of  said  State,  in  the  direction 
of  Montgomery,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  145 

(See  Sivamp  Lands — School  Lands-- Compact.) 
Mitchell,  Robert  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -  377 
Mobile   and    Ohio   Railroad    Company,    bill 

granting  the  right  of  way  to  the,   -        -423, 
569,  640,  665 

Moore,  John  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 
Moors,  Jeremiah,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  by  in- 

demnifying him  for  losses  in  consequence 
of  a  revocation  by  the  United  States  of  a 
certain  contract,      -  41,  92 

Morehead,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  377 
Morehead,  Charles  S.,  of  Kentucky,  16,  160,321, 

492,  557,  590,  592,  693,  695,  696 
Moreno,  Francis,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -    415,  437 
Morgan,  Peter  W.,  administrator  of  John  Ar- 

nold, and  George  G.  Bishop,  bill  for  the 
relief  of,  -         -        -        -        -        -  530 

Morris,  Jonathan  D.,  of  Ohio,       -  1,  83,  644 
resolution  by,   85 

Morse,- Isaac  E.,  of  Louisiana,  1,  31,  38,  83, 110, 
161, 211,  274,  285, 351,  423,  494, 534, 690,  697 

resolution  by,     ------  697 
remarks  on  the  proposed  appointment  of  a 

select  committee  on  the  Smithsonian  In- 
stitution, --___.  28 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 

tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,  -  349 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion of  the  district  courts  of  the  United 

States  in  Louisiana,        -  -474, 475 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,        -   241,  242 
remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 

of  members,  -----.  274 

Moneys,  public,  arising   from  customs  and 
all  other  sources,  to  be  paid  into  the  pub- 

lic treasury  without  abatement,       -        -  693 
Monroe,  James,  proposition  to  purchase  the 
*      manuscripts  of,  662 
Monument  at  Yorktown,  commemorative  of 

the  surrender  of  Lord  Corn  wall  is  to  Wash- 

ington, resolution  for  the  appointment  of 
a  committee  concerning  a  proposed,      85,  105 

the  committee,  ------  \\2 
Montgomery,  J.  P.,  and  other  soldiers  in  the 

late  war  with  Mexico,  bill  for  relief  of,  85,  198 
Monuments,  ancient,   of  the  United  States, 

proposition  to  subscribe  for  copies  of,     -  554 
Montgomery,  Alexander,  captain  and  assist- 

tant  quartermaster  of  the  army,  bill  for 
the  relief  of,   697 

Mountjoy,  Captain  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of 
the  legal  representatives  and  heirs  of,      -  437 

Mowry,  George,  of  Pennsylvania,  bill  for  the 
relief  of,  -         -        -        -        -        -  574 

Mullin,  Joseph,  of  New  York,     1,  295,  296,  307, 572,  600 

remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major 
Scantland,       -        -         -        -        -        -  269 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,    -------  141 
Murphy,  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -377 
Murphy,  Henry  C,  of  New  York,      1,  2,  17,  31, 

38,  139,  152,  189,  203,  204,  231,  262, 271,  294, 
302,  303,  306,  335,  377,  380,  423,  429,  439, 
454,  519,  554,  559,  592,  615,  662,  664,  665,  692 

resolutions  by,  -----     25,  302 
remarks  concerning  the  pay  of  a  naval  agent 

at  California,  ------  466 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 

claims,    ------   378,379 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  the  terri- 

torial government  of  California,      -        -  606 
remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 

of  members,  ------  271 
Myerle,  David,  bill  for  the  relief  of  -  492,  502 
Myers,  Edward,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  377 
Myers,  Peter,  bili  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  437 

N. 530 Naif,  Jonathan,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Naval  Affairs,  Committee  on,         -        -        -    22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  26,  56,  57 

bills  reported  from  the,       -    268,  269,  484,  534 
discharged  from  subjects,  -        -        -        -  280 

Naval  agency  in  California,  proposition  for 

fixing  pay  of,  &c,  -         -         -         -        -  465 
Naval  School  at  Annapolis,  bill  providing  that 

the  pay  of  the  midshipmen  shall  be  equal 
to  the  pay  of  the  cadets  at  West  Point,  -  467 

Naval  service,  bill  making  appropriations  for 
the,  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1050,  136, 

403,  408,  423,  427,  464,  474,  665,  693,  694 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Pennsylvania,         -        -  403 
Mr.  Strong,    -        -        -        -        -        -  406 

Navy  Department,  calls  upon  the,  for  informa- 
tion,      ...        .        25,71,350,574 

communications  from  the,  -  24,  172,  270,  488 
Navy.     (See  Jlccounts — Ocean  Tracks.) 

proposition  to  abolish  flogging  in  the,         -  295 
proposed  retired  list  in  the,        -  431 
proposition  to  increase  the  lieutenants  in  the,  468 

Navy  pensions.     (See  Pensions.) 
Navy  Register  and  Laws,  general,  joint  reso- 

lution for  the  purchase  of  copies  of,   268,  543" 
Napoleon,  Arkansas.    (See  Marine  Hospital.) 
Narrative.     (See  Exploring  Expedition.) 
Nautical  Almanac.     (See  Jlmerican  JVautical Mmanac.) 

Nelson,  William,  of  New  York,         -        1,  298, 
347,  357,  394,  439 

Nes,  Henry,  of  Pennsylvania,       -        -         1,57 
Nevitt,  John  B.,  of  Adams  county,  Missis- 

sippi, bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -        -484 
New  Hampshire,  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- 

ture of,   320 
bill  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of,  -  485 

New  Jersey,  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,  599 
New  Mexico,  bill  to  establish  the  territorial 

government  of,      146,  267,  310,  609,  624,  697 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Bayly,   610 
Mr.  Greeley,   610 

Mr.  Schenck,  -  '      -        -        -  611,  612 
Mr.  Toombs,  -        -        -        -        -  611 
Mr.  Vinton,   610 

(See  Revenue  Laws.) 

New  Mexico — proposed  appropriation  for  a  mineralogical 
survey  of  a  portion  of,    -         -         -         -  334 

bill  authorizing  the  people  to  establish  gov- 
ernment in,     ----..  477 

proposition  to  retrocede,  to  Mexico,  -   557,  559 
New  York  and  Boston   Railroad  Company, 

bill  making  a  grant  of  land  to  aid  the,  in  the 
construction  of  the  air  line  railroad,         -  123 

(See  Collection  Districts.) 
resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,    280,  574,  697 

Newell,  William  A.,  of  New  Jersey,     -       1,  210 
394,  454,  483,  552,  693,  697,  698 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -         -25,57,85,439 
Nicoll,  Henry,  of  New  York,       1,  16,  26,  33,  43, 

62,  95,  161,  187,  203,  204,  211,  216,  239, 
252,  262,  285,  295,  307,  321,  335,  370,  464, 
465,  480,  483,  491,  552,  567,  568,  579,  583, 

616,  618,  643,  661,  662,  665,  694 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -      62,  187,  347 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  to  the 

coast  survey,  ------  272 
remarks  concerning  an  appropriation   for 

additional  clerks  in  the  Second  Auditor's 
office,   284 

Nicoll,  Solomon  T.,  and  James  Clinch,  of  the 
city  of  New  York,  bill  for  relief  of,    347,  437 

Nichols,  Wm.  R.,  resolution  to  pay  him  for 
attending  the  remains  of  James  A.  Black 

to  South  Carolina,  -----  697 
Noble,  Thomas  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  377 
Norris,  James,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  530,  694,  697 
North  Carolina,  joint  resolutions  of  the  Legis- 

lature of,  484,  534,  568 
Noyes,  Wadleigh,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief 

of  the  heirs  of,  ,     -  146,437 
Nye,  J.  W.,  assignee  of  P.  Bargy  and   H. 

Stewart,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377,437 
resolution  for  the  relief  of,  -        -        -        -483 

O. 

Obituary,       -       .-        -        -        -        17,  41,  159 
Ocean  tracks,  joint  resolution  to  authorize  the 

employment  of  two  or  more  vessels  of 
the  navy  in  testing  the,  recommended  by 

Lieutenant  Maury,  -  583" 
Officers,  certain.     (See  Jlccounts.) 

Officers  of  Government,  concerning  the  pro- 
posed election  of,  by  the  people,     -        -  117 

Officers  in  the  navy,  proposal  to  repeal  the 
limitation  to  any  increase  of,  -         -         -  430 

Odd  Fellows,  Grand  Lodge  of  the  Independ- 
ent Order  of,  of  the  District  of  Columbia, 

bill  to  incorporate  the,    -  614 
Ohio,  bill  granting  lands  to  the  State  of,  for 

the  construction  of  a  road  from  Lower 

Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  the  Greenville  treaty 
line,  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of  the 
treaty  of  Brownstown,  of  1806,  -  31,56 

bill  to  cede  to  the  State  of,  all  the  public 
lands  remaining  unsold  in  the  Chilicothe 
land  district,  in  that  State,  for  certain 

purposes  therein  named,  -        -   172,  614 
Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad  Company,  bill 

granting  the  right  of  way  over  the  public 
lands  lying  in  the  States  of  Indiana  and 
Illinois  to  the,  and  a  portion  of  the  public 
lands  within  said  States  of  Indiana  and 
Illinois  to  said  States  respectively,  to  be 

by  them  appropriated  in  the  construction 
and  completion  of  a  railroad  to  be  con- 

structed by  said  company,      -        -'        25, 56 
Order  of  proceedings,  concerning  the,    -        -    22 
Oregon.     (See,  Surveyor  General.) 
Outlaw,  David,  of  North  Carolina,        -        -       1 

P. 

Pacheco,  Antonio,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
legal  representatives  of,  proposing  to  pay 
for  the  loss  of  a  slave,      -    92,  123,  172,  180, 

_  187,  238,  242,  244,  302,  303 
remarks  on,  in  which  the  question  of  prop- 

erty in  slaves  and  slavery,  as  recognized 
in  the  Constitution,  is  discussed,  by — 

Mr.  Ashmun,  -        -        -        -    '     -  ]28 Mr.  Brown,  of  Mississippi,    -        -        -  125 
Mr.  Burt,     124, 126,  127,  128,  129,  174,  245, 246   251 

Mr.  Cabell,   126^  239 
Mr.  Collamer,         -        -     126,  245,  246,  247 

Mr.  Dickey,  ------    95 
Mr.  Duer,   302 
Mr.  Giddings,     127,  129,  172,  174,  239,  242, 

245,  246,  247,  250 
Mr.  Hall,  of  New  York,        -    249,  251,  252 
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Pacheco,  Antonio — 
remarks  on,  in  which  the  question  of  prop- 

erty in  slaves  and  slavery,  as  recognized  •  - 
in  the  Constitution,  is  discussed,  by — 

Mr.  Milliard,   -  177 
Mr.  Holmes,  -  -  -  -  244,245,246 
Mr.  Meade,  -  -  -  -  247,  249,  252 
Mr.  Morse,  -----  241,  242 
Mr.  Palfrey,  -----  240,  245 
.Mr.  Sawyer,  -----   238,  239 
Mr.  Turner,   239,  240 
Mr.  Van  Dyke,      -        -    ■     -         -        -  129 
Mr.  Wilson,   123 

Palfrey,  John  G.,  of  Massachusetts,  1,  31,38,  56, 
85,  177,  178,  215, 231,  239,  285, 298,  307,  309, 
323,  357,371,380, 394,  431*480,  488,  520, 529, 
531,  535,  544,  552,  559,  572,  577,  579,  600, 

638,  639 

resolution  by,     ------  262 
remarks  concerning  the  distribution  of  the 

American  Archives,         ...         -  531 
remarks  on  the  bill   to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,        -  240,  245 
remarks  on  the  census  bill,         ".       "        "  638 

Panama.     (See  Isthmus.) 
Parker,  Peter,  proposed   pay  for  services  in 

China,   -  335 
•      bill  for  the  relief  of,  Secretary  of  Legation 

and  Chinese   interpreter  at  Canton,  and 

Jacob  L.  Martin,  late  Secretary  of  Lega- 
tion in  France,         -----  376 

Parker,  Commodore  Foxhall  A.,  of  the  United 

States  Navy,  bill  for  the  relief  of,   -         -  377 
Passengers  in  merchant  vessels,  bill  to  extend 

the   provisions  of  all   laws  now. in  force 

relating  to  the  carriage  of,  and  the  regula- 
tion thereof,    -        -       .-        -        -   366,694 

Patents,  Committee  on,  -        -        -        -     22 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,         -     85,  530 
bills  reported  from  the,       -        -         -     85,  530 
reports,      ------  531,  615 

Patent  Office  building,  appropriation  towards 

the  completion  of  the,     -        -        -        -  332 
appropriations  for  the,        -         -        .-         -  332 

Patents.     (See  Secretary.) 
Patterson,  A.  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  437 
Pay  for   carrying   the   mails.     (See  Mails- 

Troops.) 

Pay  of  Members  of  Congress,  proposition  to 
fix  the,   -         -        -         -        -         -         -  335 

Pay  of  Midshipmen.     (See  Naval  School.) 

Pay  Department  of  the  Army,  bill   to  reor- 
ganize the,      -  -    519,586,599,617 

Payne,  B.  O.,  bill'  for  the  relief  of,         -   281,  437 
Peaslee,  Charles  H.,  of  New  Hampshire,     -  307 
Peck,  Lucius  B.,  of  Vermont,        1,  38,  199,  262, 

307,  308,  357,  378,  380,  423,  517,  615 
Pelteir,  Antoine,  bill  for  the  payment  of  a  debt    . 

due  to  the  heirs  of,  -     92 
Pendleton,  John  S.,  of  Virginia,   -        44,  67,  469 

resolutions  by,   ------  697 
Penitentiary  in  the  District  of  Columbia ,  select 

committee  to  revise  the  laws  of  the,  and 

their  report,     -----    112,665 
Pennsylvania  avenue,  Washington,  appropri- 

ation proposed  to  complete,     -  323 
Pennsylvania,  bill  granting  to  the  State  of,  a 

portion  of  the  public  lands  for  the  purpose 
of  aiding  in  the  construction  of  the  Penn- 

sylvania railroad,  the  Pittsburg  antl  Con- 
nellsville  railroad,  and  the  Pennsylvania 
and  Ohio  railroad,  -        -        -        -         -     56 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of,         -        -  491 
Pensions.     (See  Revolutionary  Soldiers.) 

bill  for  the  payment  of  revolutionary  and 
other  pensions  of  the  United  States  for 
the  year  ending  June  30,  1850,        -   136,  394 

bill  making  appropriations  for  the  payment 
of  Navy  pensions  for   the   year  ending 
June  30,  1850,        -        -        -        .   136,  394 

Pension  Office,  appropriation  for,  -         -    119,  137 
Pension  Laws,  proposition  to  print,       -         -  295 
Pensions,  bill  granting  to  the  surviving  petty 

officers,  seamen,  and  marines,  who,  under 
the  command  of  Captain  Stephen  Deca- 
ter,  jr.,  captured  and  destroyed  the  frigate 
Philadelphia  in  the  harbor  of  Tripoli,  on 

the  night  of  February  16,  1804,      -        -  377 
bill  to  extend  to  all  widows  of  the  officers 

and  soldiers  of  the  revolution   the  same 

rights  and  privileges  as  are  now  enjoyed 
by  those  married  previous  to  the    year 
1800,   491 

(See  Revolutionary  Soldiers.) 

697 1 

437 

92 

415 

71 

437 
437 

28, 

Pensions — bill  granting  five  years'  half  pay  to  certain 
widows  and  orphans  of  officers,  non-com- 

missioned   officers,    musicians,  and   pri- 
vales,  both  regulars  and  volunteers,    518,  531 

Pensions    to  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 

Mexican  War,  joint  resolution  defining 
the  duties  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 

sions on  applications  for,  in  certain  cases,  518 
Per  diem  of  members  unavoidably  absent,  re- 

solutions authorizing  the  speaker  to  pay,  614 

Perkins,  Hector,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  437 
Perry,  Samuel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -    145,  437 
Perry,  Jean   F.,  Josiah   Blakeley,  Nicholas 

Jarrot,  and  Robert  Morrison,  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  heirs  of,    .    -        -        -        -     62 

Pettit,  John,  of  Indiana,  1,  95,  108,  144,  161,  178, 
180,  187,  188,  199,  216,  247,  260,  261,  280, 
307_310,  320,  323,  348,  350,  378,  483,  485, 

"568,  575,  611,  612,  663,  664,  665,  695,  696 

resolutions  by,  ------ 

Petrie,  George,  of  New  York,        -   '     - Pettibone,   Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

heirs  of,  .:._--- 
Petty,  Elijah,  and  Hannah,  his  wife,  heirs  of 

John  Beardon,  deceased,  bill  for  the  re- 

lief of,     ------- Peyton,  Samuel  O.,  of  Kentucky,  1, 152,  423,  544 

Phelps,  Noah  A.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -    "92,  145 
Phelps,  John  S.,  of  Missouri,     1,  31,  38,  56,  137, 

152,297,572,  642,  697 
Philadelphia,  frigate.     (See  Captors.) 
Piatt,  John  H.,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of,  -        -        -        -        -  437 
Pilcher,  Josiah  F.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         •-  377 
Pillsbury,  Timothy,  of  Texas,   21,  146,  323,  338, 

357,  494 
Plants.     (See  Tropical  Plants.) 

Plummer,  Wm.,  executor  of  Starkey  Armis- 
tead,  deceased,  bill  for  relief  of,      -    159 

Poe,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      - 
Poe,  John,  of  Louisville,  Kentucky,  bill  for 

the  relief  of,    ------ 
Pollard,  Mary  Ann,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Pollock,  James,  of  Pennsylvania,  -    1,  13,  14 

31,  38,  52,  62,  115,  116,  117,  231,  243,  244, 
295,  309,  333,  357,  380,  391,  423,  430,  437, 
439,  455,  464,  468,  504,  591,  609,  610,  642, 

643,  662,  692,  693,  694 
resolutions  by,     -        -         -       25,  39,  388,  593 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -    117,  118 

Port  of  delivery,  bill  making  Fort  Covington, 
a,  and  for  other  purposes,         -  367,  583,  665 

Portland.     (See  Custom- House.) 
Portraits  of  all  the  Presidents,  proposed  ap- 

propriation for,       -  322,  335 
Postage,  bill  to  reduce  the  rates  of,  on  letters 

and    newspapers,    to   establish    uniform 
postage  charges,  and  to  correct  abuses  of 
the  franking  privilege,    13,  25,,  189,  244,  302, 

378,  388,  502,  530, 549,  586,  592 
Postmaster  General,  First  Assistant,  proposi- 

tion to  increase  the  salary  of,  -        -         -  295 
Post  Office   Department,  calls  upon  the,  for 

information,   -        -        -        -       84, 559,  614 
communications  from  the,        95,  303,  488,  531, 

569,  616 
bill  making  appropriation  for  the,  for  the 

year  ending  June  30,  1850,     -        -  409,  438, 
549,  553,  587,  693 

Post  Office  and  Post  Roads,  Committee  on,  -    22 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -     57,  474 
bills  and  resolutions  reported  from  the,       -   84, 

367,  614 
reports  from  the,         ...    145,  367,  614 
discharged  from  subjects,  -        -         -  367,  614 

Post  Routes,  bill  to  repeal  a  certain  provision 
of  an   act  to  establish  certain,  approved 

August  14,  1844,    -     .   -        -        -        -  367 
Potomac  bridge,  proposition  for  four  assistant 

draw-keepers,  -         -         -         -  295 
Preemption  rights,  bill   to  grant,  for  certain 

lands  in  the  Great  Miami  river,  -  570,  575 
Prentiss,  William  H.,  an  act  for  relief  of,  31,  437 

Prentiss,  Susannah,  bill  for  relief  of,  -  -  437 
President  of  the  United  States,   his   annual 

message,  and  propositions  to  print  it,     3,  13, 
56,  62,  71,224,259,  260,261 

calls  upon  the,  for  information,  -         -      14,  26, 
57,  71,96,  376,566,  614 

communications  from  the,         -         -   117,  137, 
144,  270,  321,  389,  422 

his  reasons   for  approving  the   bill  estab- 
lishing territorial  government  in  Oregon,     14 

President  of  the  United  States — 
message   showing   the   grounds   of  public 

policy,  &c,  upon  which  duties  were  lev- ied in  Mexico  during  the  war,     148,  159,  615 

message  on  the  subject  of  the  protocol  ac- 
companying the  treaty  with  Mexico,      -485, 502,  514 

President  and  Vice  President,  joint  resolution 

for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  committee 
to  ascertain  and  report  a  mode  for  exam- 

ining the  votes  for,  and  of  notifying  the 

.    persons  elected  of  their  election,      -        -  422 
resolution  for  the  appointment  of  tellers  to 

declare  the  result  of  the  election  for,  464,  474, 

491,  534 
the  result  of  the"  vote  for,  declared,  &c,       534, 

541,  543 
report  of  the  committee  appointed  to  wait 

on  the  President  and  Vice  President  elect,  615 

resolutions  proposing  so  to  alter  the  Consti-     ̂  
tution  as  to  give  the  election  of,  directly 

to  the  people,  ...        -    25,  117 
President's  House,  appropriation  for  furniture 

for  the,  and  remarks  thereon,  -    119,297 
Preston,  William  B.,  of  Virginia,   1,  120, 145,  403, 

531,  534,  593,  607,  608 

resolution  by,     ------  -$$Q remarks  on  the  territorial  and  slavery  ques- 
-     tions,      -        -        -        -        -        -        -  477 
Previous  question,  concerning  call  for  the,  543,  548 

Price,  William  J.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -        -  437 
Printing  of  Congress,  joint  resolution  to  repeal 

the  joint  resolution  entitled  A  Joint  Res- 
olution directing  the  manner  of  procuring 

the,  approved  August  3,  1846,         -    137,  145 
Printing,  Committee  on,        -         -         -        -    22 resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,        26,  57,  566, 

574,  606 

resolutions  reported  from  the,    82,  92,  136,  203, 221    697 

reports  from  the,         -        -        -    136,  402',  615 discharged  from  subjects,  -  402,  615 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  quantity,  qual- 

ity, and  expense  of,  under  the  contract 
system,-        ...        -    203,222,292 

proposition  to  extend  the  time  for  opening 
the  bids  for,    -        -        -     427,  431,  438,  488 

power  of  the  Committee  to  audit  accounts 
for,  conferred  in  recess  on  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  and  Secretary  of  the  Senate,         -  665 

the  contracts  for,        -        -        -        -        -  694 
Prisoners  of  war  in  Mexico,  bill  to  allow  sub- 

sistence to  certain   Arkansas  and    other 

volunteers  who  had  been,        ...  599 

Prize  agents,  proposition  regulating  their  du- 
ties,        -------  467 

Private  Land  Claims,  Committee  on,     -        -    22 
instructions  to  the,      -         -         -         -         -     26 
bills  reported  from  the,       -      62,  146,  269,  484 

discharged,  ------  484 
reports  from,      ------  484 

Privilege,  questions  of,  -         2,  108,  242,  378 
Promotions  in  the  naval  service,  concernins;,  428, 430,  464 

Protocol.     (See  Treaty  with  Mexico.) 
Public  Buildings  and  Grounds,  Committee  on,     22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  -        -     25 
reports  from  the,         -  531,615 

Public  Expenditures,  Committee  on,     -   •     -    22 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,         -        -  454 

Public  Lands,  Committee  on  the,  -        -         -     22 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,    26,  31,  56,  57, 

438,  454 

bills  and  resolutions  from  the,     -     62,  116,  367, 604,  605,  613,  614 

reports  from  the,         -  117,  605 
discharged  from  subjects,   -        -     367,  604,  614 
the  right  of  way  through  the — (See  Illinois 
— Indiana — Missouri — Ohio  and  Mississippi 

Railroad   Company   Alabama   Iowa   
Railroads.) 

bill  to  discourage  speculation  in  the,  and  to 
secure  homes  thereon  to  actual  settlers 

and  cultivators,       -         -        -        13,  38,  605 

bill  to  make  the  "  soil  free,"  or  provide  an 
inalienable  home  of  one  hundred  and  six- 

ty acres  of  the  public  domain  for  every 
poor  man  who  is  the  head  of  a  family  and 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  a  widow 

who  is  the  mother  of  a  minor  child  or  chil- 
dren, without  money  or  without  price,  25,  548 

bill  to  graduate  and  reduce  the  price  of  the, 

belonging  to  the  United  States,  and  for 

other  purposes,  '  -        -        -        25,38,605 
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Public  lands.     (See  Mineral  Lands.) 
bill  providing  for  the  sale  of  certain  lands  in 

Ohio,      -        -  -        -        -        -  604 
bill  making  a  donation  of  lands  to  the  sev- 

eral States  and  Territories,  to  be  by  them 
appropriated  to  the  encouragement  and 
improvement  of  the  agriculture  of  the 
States  and  Territories,     -  56,  438 

(See  Grants — School  Lands — Swamp  Lands — 
Saginaw  Lands —  Ohio —  Connecticut. ) 

resolution  proposing  to  confine  the  sales  of 
the,  to  actual  cultivators,  85 

bill  granting  lands  to  certain  States  therein 

named,  to  aid  them  in  the  construction  of" 
roadsand  canals  and  improvement  of  their 
rivers,   25,  31, 116 

bill  to  cancel  certain  illegal  entries  of  the  pub- 
lic lands  at  Columbus,  Mississippi,         -  145 

resolution  declaring  it  inexpedient  for  the 
United  States  to  grant  her,  to  States  or 

corporations  for  purposes  of  internal  im- 
provement,    ------  614 

the  section  of  the  treasury  note  act  setting 
apart  the  proceeds  of  the,  to  purchase  the 
loan  after  paying  interest,  repealed,         -  335 

in  California,  appropriation  for  the  survey  of,  336 
Pursers  in  the  navy,*  joint  resolution  for  the 

relief  of,  as  to  expenditures  made  in  pur- 
suance of  orders  during  the  war   with 

Mexico,  -        -  ...  484 
Pursons,  J.  G.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -        -.  693 
Putnam,  Harvey,  of  New  York,    1,  57,  238,  307, 

309,  338,  437,  530,  593,  614,  697 

a. duackenboss,  Mangel  M.,  bill  entitled  an  act 
to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
to  make  an  arrangement  or  compromise 
with,  and  his  coobligors,  or  any  of  them, 

for  claims  on  bondsgiveh  by  them  assure- 
ties  to  the  United  States,         ...  614 

R. 

Railroads,  grants  of  land  for  making.  (See 
Illinois — Missouri — Grants — Iowa — Ala- 

bama— Pennsylvania — New  York  and  Bos- 
Ion  Railroad  Company  —  Mississippi — De- 

troit— Connecticut—Detroit ,  Romeo  and  Port 
Huron  Railroad  Company — Atlantic  and 
Gulf  Railroad  Company — Mobile  and  Ohio 
Railroad  Company.) 

bill  to  set  apart  and  to  sell  to  Asa  Whitney, 
of  New  York,  a  portion  of  the  public 
lands,  to  enable  him  to  construct  a  rail- 

road from  Lake  Michigan  to  the  Pacific 
Ocean,   -        -     25,  388 

across  the  Isthmus  at  Panama,  select  com- 
mittee on  a  proposition  concerning,  &c, 

&c,        -        -        -        -        -    112,402,566 
(See  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad  Company —Mails. ) 

to  the  Pacific.     (See  Surveys.)  ■ 
bill  to  grant  ihe  right  of  way  across  the  pub- 

lic lands,  and  to  dispose  of  said  lands  in 
aid  of  the  several  States  in  the  construc- 

tion of  railroads  and  canals,     -     116,  532,  542 
remarks  by — 

Mr.  Collamer,         -        -        -  .      -        -  532 
Mr.  Lincoln,   533 
Mr.  Tompkins,   532 
Mr.  Vinton,   532 

Randall,  Mrs.  Susan  C,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      92 
Ransom,  Capt.  Samuel,  an  officer  of  the  revo- 

lutionary war,  killed  at  the  battle  of  Wy- 
oming, bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of,      437 

Raymond,  Warren,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  377 
Registers  and  receivers  of  the   several  land 

offices  of  the  United  States,  an  act  to  au- 
thorize the  allowance  of  compensation  to 

the,  for  locating  military  land  warrants, 
Choctaw  land  scrip,  and  for  other  pur- 

poses,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -  617 
Registers  to  vessels.     (See  Jinne  Tift.) 
Registry  of  vessels.     (See  Conveyance.) 
Reports  of  the  debates  and  proceedings,  prop- 

osition for  making«and  publishing,  16,  26,  71 
remarks  thereon,  by — 

Mr.  Ashmun,         -        -        -        -  -     -     \Q 

Mr.  Root,      =        -        -  '      .        ...     17 
Mr.  Wentworth,    -        -        .        .         _     yj 

resolution  of  inquiry  upon  the  subject,  -  38 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Jones,  of  Tennessee,       -         -  -  32 
Mr.  McLane,  -        -        -        -  -  32 

the  committee  on,      -        -        -        -  -  77 

Resolutions  by — Mr.  Ashmun, 
Mr.  Atkinson, 
Mr.  Barringer, 
Mr.  Barrow, 
Mr.  Bedinger, 

Mr.  Belcher, 

Mr.  Botts,      ... 
Mr.  Bowlin,  - 
Mr.  Bridges,  - Mr.  Brodhead, 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Penn.,   - 
Mr.  Brown,  of  Mississippi, 

Mr.  Butler,     - 
Mr.  Cabell,    - Mr.  Cathcart, 
Mr.  Chapman, 

Mr.  Clapp,     - 
Mr.  Cobb,  of  Alabama,  - 
Mr.  Cocke,    - Mr.  Collamer, 

Mr.  Conger,  - 
Mr.  Crozier,  - Mr.  Cummins, 

Mr.  Darling,  -. 
Mr.  Dickinson, 

Mr.  Dixon,    - 
Mr.  Donnell,- Mr.  Duer, 

Mr.  Eckert,    - Mr.  Edwards, 

Mr.  Embree,  - 

16,  71,  483,  692 

-  57 

-  .      -         -     71 -  -        -  533 

-  57 

-  39, 238 

41,  57,  85 

-  -     56 
-  332 
-  13 

57,  92,  116,  697 

-  697 

25,  57 

-  697 -  26 -  57 

-  -        -  261 

-  320 

-  ■. '  -    57 

-  188,  262,  367,  614 
25,  82.  136,  203,  615 

-  39 

-  -        -    56 

-  26 

25,31,85 
-  302,  426 

-  85 

-  ■    -        -        -    25 

-  57 

-  25 

26,  388,  454 
Mr.  Evans,  of  Maryland,     2,  25,  39,  85,  592 
Mr.  Farrelly 
Mr.  Featherston, 

Mr.  Picklin,  - Mr.  Flournoy, 

Mr.  French,  - 
Mr.  Fulton,   - 
Mr.  Gayle,     - 
Mr.  Goggin,  - 
Mr,  Gott, 

Mr.  Green,     - Mr.  Gregory, 

Mr.  Grinnell, 
Mr.  Greeley, 

Mr.  Hall,  of  Missouri, 
.Mr.  Hall,  of  New  York, 

Mr.  Hammons,      -         -         - 
Mr.  Hampton,  of  New  Jersey, 
Mr.  Hampton,  of  Pennsylvania, 

Mr.  Haralson,    •    -         -         - 
Mr.  Harmanson,    - 

Mr.  Harris,'  -         -         -         - 
Mr.  Henley,  -         -         -         - 

Mr.  Billiard,  - 
Mr.  Holmes,  of  New  York,  - 
Mr.  Houston,  of  Delaware,    - 

25 

-  26,  145 

-  56 

-*       -        -        -     85 

-  487 
-  697 

-  31,  56 

39,  57,  559,  614 

83,  85,  105,  211 

-  26,31 

39,  57,  583 
39,  52,  56,  261,  350,  367 

25,  57,  71,  85,  147,  534,  694 26,  31 

57,  85 

-  261 -  599 
-  57 

242,  518,  697 

26,  267,  310 

-  18 

-  2,  13,  31 

-  566 -  56 
-  38 

Mr.  Hubbard,         -        -        56,71,116,238. 
Mr.  Hudson,-        -        -         -      62,262,520 
Mr.  Hunt,  ...      25,  159,  366 

Mr.  Ingersoll,  J.  R.,  145,  172,  376,  378,  464', 483,  541,  698 
Mr.  Jenkins,  ------     56 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  -        -        -     31 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Arkansas,     -        -  389,  697 
Mr.  Kaufman,        -        -         -        -   438,  481 
Mr.  King,  of  Massachusetts,  31,  85,  262,  614 
Mr.  Lahm, 

Mr.  La  Sere,  - Mr.  Lawrence,  W.  T., 

Mr.  Leffler,    -        -     . 

Mr.  Levin,     - 
Mr.  Lord,      - Mr.  Lumpkin, 

Mr.  Lynde,    - 
Mr.  McClelland,    - 
Mr.  McClernand,  - 
Mr.  McDowell,      - Mr.  McLane, 

Mr.  Marsh,    - 
Mr.  Meade,    - 
Mr.  Morris,    - 
Mr.  Morse,    - Mr.  Murphy, 

Mr.  Newell,  - 
Mr.  Nicoll,     - 
Mr.  Palfrey,  - Mr.  Pendleton, 

Mr.  Pettit,      - 
Mr.  Pollock,  - 
Mr.  Preston    - 
Mr.  Richardson,     - 
Mr.  Rockwell,  of  Massachusetts,  85, 261,  604 

-  26 
-  85 
-  25 -  31 

26,  38,  694 
-  25, 376 

-  85 

-  614 

-  .  -  31,  574 

-  85 

-  695 

-  32,  38 

-  262 

31,  57,  96,  454,  614 

-  85 

-  697 

-  25,  302 

25,  57,  85,  210,  439 -  62,  187,  344 --.-■-  -  262 -'■..-   -  697 
-  697 

25,  39,  388,  593 

-  310 -  56 

Resolutions  by — 
Mr.  Rockwell,  of  Ct.,  38,  123,  172,  262,  698 Mr.  Root, 

Mr.  St.  John, 
Mr.  Schenck, 

Mr.  Slingerland,     - 
Mr.  Sibley,    - 
Mi*.  Smart,     - 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Indiana, 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Illinois, 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Connecticut, 

Mr.  Stanton,  -        -        - Mr.  Starkweather, 
Mr.  Stephens, 

Mr.  Stuart,  of  Michigan, 

39 

-  367 

-  519 
-  25 

-  448 

-  25,  71 

71,107,216,553,599 

-  56,  85 

22,  85,  542 

-  25 
-  57 

85,  261,  438 
Mr.  Strong, 26,31 

-  492 

Mr.  Tallmadge,      -  25,  57,  71,  389,  574,  599 
Mr.  Taylor,  -       26,  123,  487,  554 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Pennsylvania,  -  13,  520 
.Mr.  Thompson,  of  Mississippi,  -  -  56 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Indiana,  -  -  -  26 
Mr.  Thompson,  of  Iowa,        -        -        -    26 
Mr.  Tuck,   267,  448 
Mr.  Turner,  -  -  -  -  110,  550,  554 

Mr.  Van  Dyke,      -----     57 
Mr.  Venable,   25 
Mr.  Vinton,   25,  31,  38,  62,  71, 123,  367,  408, 

504,  552,  592 

Mr.  Wallace,   41 
Mr.  Wentworth,    -         -  2,  14,  26,  31,  56,  85 
Mr.  White,    -        -     25,  57,  71,  85,  591,  697 

Mr.  Wiley,    ------  474 
Mr.  Wilson,  ------  261 

Retiring  list  of  the  army.     (See  Army.) 
Retrocession.     (See  District  of  Columbia.) 

Reynes,  Joseph,  bill  to  satisfy  the  claim  of 
the  legal  representatives  of     -        -   146,  437 

Reynolds,  Gideon,  of  New  York,  -        -        -       I 
Revenues,  public.     (See  Moneys.) 
Revenue  laws  of  the  United  States,  bill  and 

joint  resolution  to  extend  the,  over  the 
territory  and  waters  of  Upper  California, 
and  to  create  a  collection  district  therein,  280, 

347,  583 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Mississippi,    -        -        -348 
Mr.  Duer,       -         -         -  -         -  350 
Mr.  Hall,  of  Missouri,  -         -        -        -348 
Mr.  Hilliard,-         -        -        -        -   349,  350 
Mr.  Hunt,      -  -    347, 348, 349 
Mr.  McClelland;     - 

Mr.  Morse,    - 

Mr.  Root,       ...        . Mr.  Stephens, 

Revolutionary  Claims,  Committee  on,- 
reports  from  the, 
bills  reported  from  the, 

discharged  from  subjects,  - 

148 -  349 

349,  350 
348,  349 

-  22 

85,  697 -     146,483,614 

146,  483,  614 

Rhode  Island,  resolutions  of  Legislature  of,  -  614 
Rhodes,  Thomas,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,   56,  367 
Rhett,R.  Barnwell,  of  S.  C,  13,24,187,216,247 

remarks  on  the  bill   prohibiting  the  intro- 
duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 

lumbia, -        -        -  .  "  -       "-        -        -  418 Richardson,  William  A.,  of  Illinois,      1,  83,  115, 
123,  199,  202,  271,  559,  572,  608 

resolution  by,    -        -         -         -        -       .-     56 
Richey,  Thomas,  of  Ohio,     -        -1,67,437,535 
Ridgely,  Charles  G.,an  act  directing  the  mode 

of  settling  the  claim  of    -  -270 
Riddick,  Willis,  bill  for  relief  of  the  heirs  of,  437 

Right  of  way  through   the   public  lands,  to. 

(See    Illinois — Indiana — Missouri —  Ohio 
and  Mississippi   Railroad  Company — Ala- 

bama-— Railroads — Mississippi — Atlantic 

and  Gulf  Railroad  Company — Mobile  and Ohio  Railroad  Company.) 

Road  from  New  Albany  to  Alton.     (See  In- 

diana.) 

military,  from  Lansing  to  Mackinack.   (See Military  Road.) 

from  Lower  Sandusky  to  Greenville.   (See 

Ohio.) 

bill  to   provide  for  opening  a,  from  Lake 

Superior,  by  the  way  of  the  falls  of  St. 
Croix,  Marine  Mills,  Stillwater,  and  St. 

Paul's,  to  Point  Douglass,  on  the  Missis- 
sippi river,  "-        -        -        -        -  599,  615 

Roads  and  Canals,  Committee  on,         -        -    22 
bills  reported  from  the,       ...   599,  615 

Roberts,  Robert,  bill  for  relief  of,  281,  332, 347,  437 

Roberts,  Levi  M.,bill  for  the  relief  of,  -      62,  4.37 
Robinson,  John  L.,  of  Indiana,      1,  39,  161,  274, 

307,  338,  357,  371 
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Robinson,  John  L.,  of  Indiana — 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  slavery  and  of  ter- 

ritorial governments  for  New  Mexico  and 
California,      ------    52 

Rockhill,  William,  of  Indiana,       -        1,455,481 
Rockwell,  Julius,  of  Massachusetts,    1,  161,  198, 

261,  274,  371,  488,  582,  609 
resolutions  by,  -----    .85,  261 

Rockwell,  John  A.,  of  Connecticut,  1,  14,  25,  26, 
31,  38,  41,  43,  52,  56,  71,  83,  91,  95,  123, 
144,  145,  146,  147,  152,  159,  161,  163,  172, 
188,  199,  244,  249,  260,  269,  280,  302,  303, 
304,  307,  309,  310,  347,  367,  370,  376,  377, 
378,  380,  423,  431,  436,  437,  438,  439,  483, 
484,  485,  492,  493,  494,  517,  531,  543,  548, 
549,  550,  552,  566,  568,  574,  578,  581,  586, 

593,  612,  642,  643,  663,  665,  694,  698 
resolutions  by,  -       38,  123,  172,  262,  604,  698 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives   of  Farrow  and   Harris, 

giving  indemnity  for  losses  by  the  revo- 
cation of  a  contract  by  the  United  States,     45 

remarks   concerning   an  appropriation    for 

additional  clerks  in  the  Second  Auditor's 
office,      -.       -   284 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  repeal  the 
19th  section  of  the  loan  act,     -  335 

remarks  on    the   army  appropriation    bill, 

concerning  the  finances  of  the  Govern- 
ment,     -         -        -        -        -        -         -  355 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of 
claims,   -        -      139,  141,  170,  198,  304,  379 

Roman,  J.  Dixon,  of  Maryland,    -        1,600,605 
Rose,  Robert  L.,  of  New  York,     -      82,  130,  357 
Root,  Joseph  M.,  of  Ohio,    1,  119,  137,  138,  180, 

216,  268,  274,  280,  285,  320,  338,  367,  378, 
406,  550,  552,  554,  557,  574,  575,  599,  600. 

608,  662,  663,  664 

resolutions  by,  -         -        -        -        -       39,52 
remarks  concerning  the  proposition  for  re- 

porting and  publishing  the  debates,  -  17 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  extend  the  revenue 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 
tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,  349,  350 

remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriations 
to  carry  into  effect  the  12th  article  of  the 
treaty  with  Mexico,        -  558 

remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 
of  members,    -        -        -    202,  303,  225,  282 

Reservations,  the  Fox  and  Wisconsin  river, 
in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  bill  in  relation 

to  the,     -   605 
Reservations.     (See  Indian  Reservations.) 
Reserved  Lands,  an  act  to  authorize  the  sale 

of,  and  for  other  purposes,      -         -         -  613 
Revisal  and  Unfinished   Business,  the  Com- 

mittee on,       ------     22 
Revolutionary  Pensions,  the  Committee  on,  -    22 

instructions  to  the  Committee  on,       -        -     57 
reports  from  the,         -  281,  530,  615 
bills  and  resolutions  reported  from  the,  62,  281, 

518,  530 

discharged  from  subjects,  -        -     85,  281,  530 
(See  Revolutionary  Soldiers.) 

Revolutionary  soldiers,  joint  resolution  to  con- 
strue the  several  acts  of  Congress  here- 
tofore passed  for  the  relief  of,  so  as  to 

embrace  teamsters  and  other  persons  em- 
ployed in  transporting  baggage  and  sup- 

plies for  the  revolutionary  army,  85,  145,  530 
Rules  of  the  House,  propositions  to  amend 

the,    39,  58,  262,  531,  541,  543,  548,  592,  604 
the  Committee  on,      -----     77 
resolutions  of  instruction  to  the  Committee 

on,   57 
discharged  from  propositions,    -        -        -  542 
the  joint,  proposition  to  suspend,  642,  662,  666, 

693,  694 
Rumsey,  David,  jr.,  of  New  York,    1,  31,  33,  55, 

62,  63,  127,  261,  283,  303,  322,  437,  455,  484, 
599,  610,  644,  697 

S. 

Saginaw  lands,  an  act  to  provide  for  the  sale 
of  lands  purchased  by  the  United  States 
from  the  Saginaw  tribe  of  Chippewa  In- 

dians in  the  State  of  Michigan,       -    160,  484 
Salaries  of  district  judges,  proposition  for  the 

increase  of  the,  and  remarks  thereon,      -426, 
436,  463 

Salaries,  proposed  increase  of.    (See  Clerks — 
Postmaster  General.) 

Salomon,  H.  M.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  377 
Sampson,  Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -   268,  437 

Sand's  Point,     (See  Light-House.) 

Sargeant-at-arms,'  pay  of  the   clerk   to  the, 
&c,        ------   H9,  137 

to  employ  a  police  officer,  -         -        -   552,  554 
Saunders,  Thomas  R.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -  437 
Savage,  Joseph,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,     -         -         -    91 
Sawyer,  William,  of  Ohio,   13,  38,  187,  189,  201, 

211,  216,  238,  273,  284,  295,  307,  321,  322, 
323,  332,  333,  371,  377,  416,  428,  437,  494, 

534,  550,  578,  590,  605,  606 

resolution  by,    ------    31 
remarks  concerning  an  article  in  the  Tri- 

bune on   the   subject  of  the  mileage  of 
members,        -----    108,  111 

remarks  on  the  civil  and  diplomatic  bill,     -  271 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriations 

for  the  Military  Academy,  concerning  the 
service  of  the  volunteers  in  Mexico,        -  393 

remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 
Pacheco  for  a  loss  of  a  slave,  -        -   238,239 

remarks  on  the  proposition  for  a  bill  to  pro- 
hibit the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, -------  215 

Scantland,  James  M.,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  -  269 
Schenck,  Robert  C,  of  Ohio,       1,  108,  138,  139, 

145,  150,  223,-268,  274,  320,  334,  335,  422, 
423,  427,  428,  465,  466,  467,  468,  474,  493, 
519,  533,  542,  543,  558,  559,  568,  582,  608, 

612,  615,  617,  623,  644,  663,  699 

resolution  by,   519 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  a  Board  of  Com- 

missioners to  examine  the  claims  of  Amer- 
ican citizens  against  Mexico,  -  660 

remarks  on   tb.e  President's  message  con- 
cerning the  duties  levied  in  Mexico,  150,  151 

remarks  concerning  the  purchase  of  copies 
of  the  General  "Naval  Register  and  laws,  268 

remarks  on   the  proposition  for  an  appro- 
priation for  territorial  officers  in  the  Ter- 

ritories of  Wisconsin  and  Iowa,      -        -296 
remarks   concerning   the    protocol   accom- 

panying the  treaty  with  Mexico,     -   452,  453 
remarks  concerning  the  pay  of  a  naval  agent 

at  California,  ------  465 
remarks  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  469,  474 

remarks  concerning  the  rule  restricting  de- 
bate,        542 

his  proposition  to  recede  to  Mexico  the  Ter- 
ritories of  California  and  New  Mexico,    557, 

559 

remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation  to 
carry  into  effect  the   12th  article  of  the 

treaty  with  Mexico,        ...   556,  557 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

Claims,-  '      -        -        -        -     170,  171,379 remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  territorial 

government  in  New  Mexico,  -        -   611,  612 
remarks  concerning  appointment  of  com- 

missioners under  the  treaty  with  Mexico 
to  run  the  boundary  line,         -    617,  618,  619 

remarks  on  a  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 
of  members,   -        -        -    230,  231,  282,  283 

School  lands,  bill  concerning,  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  -------  H7 

bill  in  relation  to,  which  have  been  or  may 

be  relinquished,       -----  188 
bill  authorizing  new  selections  of  lands,  in 

lieu  of  worthless  school  sections,  or  sec- 
tions of  inferior  quality,  and  for  other 

purposes,        -  56,85 
bill  for  the  relief  of  certain  settlers  on  the 

16th  section,  township  21    north,  range 
11  east,  Ouachita  land  district,  La.,      58,  605 

bill  to  confirm  the  title  to  section  16,  and  the 
west  half  of  section  12,  of  township  3, 

range  16  east,  in  Seneca  county,  Ohio,    -  377 
in  Mississippi,  bill  granting  a  half  section  of 

land   for  the  use  of  schools  within  the 

fractional  township  19,  south  of  range  18 
west,  county  of  Lowndes,  in  Mississippi,  570 

Scrip,  treasury.     (See  Johnson,  Eliza.) 

Seamen,  American,  bill  to  repeal  the  5th  sec- 
tion and  7th  clause  of  an  act  in  addition 

to  the  several  acts  regulating  the  shipment 
and  discharge  of  seamen,  and  the  duties 
of  consuls,  approved  July  20,  1840,  also 
to  amend  the  act  supplementary  to  the 
act  concerning  consuls  and  vice  consuls, 
and  for  the  further  protection  of,  approved 

February  28,  1803,  -        -        -        -  569 
foreign  officers  and,  joint  resolution  in  rela- 

tion to,  who  shall  render  relief  to  Ameri- 
can vessels  in  distress,     -        -        -   583,  586 

Seats  of  members,  the  choice  of,    -        -        -      2 

Secretary  to  sign  patents,  the  salary  of,     119,  137 
Semoice,  a  friendly  Creek  Indian,  bill  for  the 

relief  of  the  heirs  of,        -'     -        -269,437 Settlers.     (See  School  Lands.) 

Sexton,  James  P.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  270,  484 
Sheldon,  Thomas  C,  late  receiver  of  public 

moneys  at  Kalamazoo,  Michigan,  an  act 
to  provide  for  the  final  settlement  of  the 
accounts  of,     -----        -  616 

Sherrill,  Eliakim,  of  New  York,   -        -       1,394 
Shepperd,  Augustine  H.,  of  North  Carolina,  1,  298 
Sibley,  Henry  H.,  delegate  from  Wisconsin, 

report  on  his  right  to  a  seat,  and  action 
thereon,  137, 259,  357,  513,  544,  550,  581,  589, 

666 

resolutions  by,  ------  448 
propositions  by,  -        -        -        -        -  617 Silvester,  Peter  H.,  of  New  York,  22,  38, 338,  454, 

520,  533 

Simpson,  Richard  F.,  of  South  Carolina,  -  70 
Sims,  Alexander  D.,  of  South  Carolina,  his 

death  announced,    -         -         .-         -         -     41 
Skinner,  John  P.,  and  the  legal  representatives 

of  Isaac  Green,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  92,  95,  96 

Slacum,  William  A.,  deceased,   bill    for  the 
relief  of  the  personal  representatives  of,  437, 

.     502,  503,  552,  694 

Slaughter,  Capt.  John,  to  withdraw  his  papers,     85 
Slave,  the  question  of  property  in  a,  discussed.       * 

(See  Pacheco,  Jlntonio.) 

Slavery  question,  resolutions  of  the  Legisla- ture of  South  Carolina  concerning,  519,  527 

remarks  on,  by  Mr.  Wallace,     -        -   519,  528 

discussed  by — 
Mr.  Beale,   389 

Mr.  Brown,  of  Pennsylvania,  -        -403 
Mr.  Kaufman,   588 
Mr.  Mann,   590 
Mr.  McDowell,   590 
Mr.  Meade,    -----   606,  607 

Mr.  Preston,  -    "    -        -        -        -        -  477 
Mr.  Smart,   350,  390 

Mr.  Thompson,  of  Indiana,    -        -        -367 
Mr.  Turner,  -        -  v      -        -  .  587,  588,  589 

further  discussed.     (See  Pacheco,  Jintonio.) 
Slavery  and  the  slave  trade.     (See  District  of Columbia.) 

the  New  York  resolutions  concerning,       -  280 
propositions  to  exclude  from  the  territories 

of  California  and  New  Mexico,  and  re- 
marks thereon,        -        -        -  .     39, 52,  663 

bill  to  authorize  the  people  of  the   District 
of  Columbia  to  express  their  desires  as 
to  the  existence  of.     (See  District  of  Co- lumbia.) 

Slingerland,  John  J.,  of  New  York,  1, 57, 323, 380, 
455 

resolutions  by,  ------     25 
Smart,  Ephraim  K.,  of  Maine,     1,  142,  216,  307, 

350,  357,  370,  535,  570,  575 

resolutions  by,  -----       25,  71 
remarks  on   the  army  bill,  concerning  the 

slavery    question    and    the   troops   who 
fought  in  Mexico,  -----  350 

remarks  on  the  slavery  question,        -        -  390 
Smith,  Truman,  of  Connecticut,     1,  84,  85,  261, 

280,  334,  518,  542,  581,  586,  656,  657,  662 
resolutions  by,  -        -  -  22,  23,  24 
remarks  concerning  the  Mexican  war,  the 

appointment  of  commissioners  under  the 
treaty  with  Mexico  to  run  the  boundary 

line,  -  -  -  .  -  -  619,  620,621 
remarkson  the  bill  creating  a  Board  of  Com- 

missioners to  examine  the  claims  of  Amer- 
ican citizens  against  Mexico,  -  660,  661 

Smith,  Elliott,  and  Nathan  Farnsworth,  bill 
for  the  relief  of,   437 

Smith,  Caleb  B.,  of  Indiana,  1,  13,  107,  137,  146, 
147, 188,  422,  484,485, 543, 549, 553, 554,  582, 

609,  610,  616,  660,  663,  693,  694 

resolutions  by,  -        -       71,107,216,533,599 
remarks  concerning  the  appointment  of  a 

clerk  to  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  -        -  137 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion of  the  district  courts  of  the  United 

States  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,      -   475,476 
remarks  on   the   bill  to  prohibit  the  slave 

trade  in  the  District  of  Columbia,   -   214,  215 
Smith,  Captain  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,  -  -  -  437 
Smith,  Benjamin  T.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  530 
Smith,  Larkin,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs 

of,   377 
Smith ,  James  Y. ,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  377 
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Smith,  John  B.,  and  Simeon  Darden,  bill  for 
the  relief  of,   159 

Smith,  Robert,  of  Illinois,       1,  2,  26,  56,  71,  146, 

"  302, 323,  334, 367,  416, 483,  494, 504,  533, 579, 599,  606,  615 

resolutions  by,  -----       56,  85 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  prohibit  the  intro- 

duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, -------  416 

Smithsonian   Institution,  proposition   for  the 
appointment  of  a  standing  committee  on,  22,28 

remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  McClelland,  •'-        -        -'       -        -    22 
Mr.  Hilliard,   22,23 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  -        -22,23,24 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Connecticut,     -         -         -     23 
Mr.  Johnson,  of  Arkansas,     -        -        -    .24 
Mr.  Morse,    -        -         -  _     -        -        -    28 

joint  resolution  for  the  appointment  of  Re- 
gents in  the,  -         -        -        -  -      -        -    26 

report  of  the  Board  of  Regents  of  the,  -  554 
Snavely,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  -  377 
Sothoron,  James  F. ,  an  act  for  the  relief  of,  377, 694 
South  Carolina,  resolution  of  the  Legislature 

of,   -   519,  527 
Spanish  vessels.     (See  Discriminating  duties.) 

Speaker,  resolution  of  thanks  to  the,      -        -695 
the  valedictory  of  the,         -  698 

Speculation.     (See  Public  Lands.) 

Spirit  ration  in  the  navy,  proposition  to  abol- 
ish the,   427,  468,  615 

Stafford,  Aaron,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -  437 
Stafford,  Abigail,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  377 
Stanton,  Frederick  P.,  of  Tennessee,  1,  67,96, 120, 

123,  129,  144,  145,  147,  149,  280,  321,  350, 
376,  391,  428,  430,  467,  484,  487,  488,  502, 
514,  518,  527,  528,  529,  553,  554,  577,  584, 

615,  616,  640,  659,  665,  697 

resolution  by,     ------     25 
remarks  concerning  order  of  business,  &c,   144 

.remarks  on  the  President's  message  con- 
cerning the  duties  levied  in  Mexico,     -     149, 

150,151,152 

remarks  concerning  the  purchase  of  Naval 

Registers,       -  -  269 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  for- 

ward officers  in  the  Exploring  Expedition,  377 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -        -   391,  392 
remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  for  the 

American  Nautical  Almanac,  -        -        -  428 
remarks  on  the  naval  appropriation  bill,  430,431 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  better  organiza- 

tion  of  the  district  court  of  the  United 

States  in  Louisiana,  -  477 
remarks  concerning  the  appointment  of 
commissioners  under  the  treaty  with 
Mexico,  to  run  the  boundary  line,    618,  619, 

620,  621 

remarks   on    the   bill   creating   the   Home 

Department,   517 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  the  Board  of 

Commissioners    to    examine    American 

claims  against  Mexico,  -        -        -  659,  660 

State  Department,  calls  upon  the,  for  informa-' 
tion,        -------57 

communications  from  the,  -        -        52,94,  270 
Statue  of  Washington  for  the  Rotundo,  reso- 

lution concerning,  -----  454 
Starkweather,  George  A.,  of  New  York,  1,  41,  62, 

307,  309,  409,  436,  532,  550,  554,  557,  559, 
586,  589,  665,  695 

resolutions  by,  ------    57 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Jeremiah 

Moors  for  a  revocation  of  a  certain  con- 
tract,      -------    41 

Statistics,  army,    -----   351,  352 
Steenrod,  Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -         -     92 
Stephens,  Alexander  H.,  of  Georgia,    -  1,  13,  45, 

95,  139,  180/189,  200,  224, 231, 244,  259, 260, 
261,  273,  309,  323,  350,  380,  394   409,  422, 
423,  437,  438,  448,  454,  488,  492,  514,  520, 
542,  552,  554,  572,  578,  600,  641,  542,  643, 

664,  695 
resolutions  by*-        -----    85 
remarks  on  the  oill  to  extend  the  revenue 

laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  terri- 
tory and  waters  of  Upper  California,  348,349 

remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  intro- 
duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 

lumbia, -        -        -        -        -        -        -  422 
remarks  on  the  resolution  of  inquiry  con- 

cerning the  protocol  accompanying  the 

treaty  with  Mexico,       -    448,  450,  451,  452 

Stewart,  Andrew,  of  Pennsylvania, 

Stewart,  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
Stewart,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 
St.  John,  Daniel  B.,  of  New  York, •esolution  by, 

13,  285,  409, 

423,  494 

-  574 

-  530 

1,  323,  579 

-  367 

(See  Custom-House — Marine  IIos- 

bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
377 

-  437 

St.  Louis. 

vital.) 

Stokely,  Nehemiah 
heirs  of  -        -        -        -        - 

Stone,  Col.  John  H.,  an  officer  of  the  revolu- 
tionary war,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal 

representatives  of,  - 
Strohm,  John,  of  Pennsylvania,    -  1,  62,  77,  180, 

282,  439,  520,  550,  644 
Strong,  William,  of  Pennsylvania,         1,  94,  142, 

146,  163,  309,  377,  489,  394,  469,  474,  475, 

491,  530,  607,  615 
resolutions  by,  ------  492 
remarks  on  the  appropriation  for  the  mail 

steamer  service,      -----  429 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  a  Board  of 

Claims,  -        -        -     163,  165,  166,  168,  169 
remarks  concerning  steam  navigation  and 

the  appropriation  for  foreign  mail  service,  406 
Stuart,  Charles  E.,  of  Michigan,  1,  38,  71,  84,  85, 

115,  123,  172,  188,  211,  212,  216,  238,  239, 
261,  323,  350,  394,  436,  439,  466,  483,  488, 

552,  558,  559,  587,  593,  600,  644,  665,  697 
resolutions  by,  -----       26,  31 
remarks  concerning  the  slave  trade  in  the 

District  of  Columbia 

Subsistence.    (See  Prisoners  of  war  in  Mexico.) 

Surveys,  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  sur- 
vey of  a  route  for  a  canal  or  railroad  be- 

tween the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans,  25 

(See  Land  Claims.) 
of  public  lands  in  California.     (See  Public 

Lands.) 

Surveyor  general  of  public  lands  in  the  terri- 
tory of  Oregon,  bill  to  create  the  office  of, 

and  to  grant  donation  lights  to  settlers 

thereon,  ------ Sutton,  Jesse,  bill  for  the  relief  of, 

Swamp  lands,  proposition   for  a  select  com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  ceding  the,  to  the 

States,    ------- 
the  committee,  ------ bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Louisiana  in  reclaim- 

ing the,  therein,     -      267,  280",  310,  586,  591 bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Mississippi  in  reclaim 

-  105 

56 

367 

377 

56 
112 

ing  the,  therein, 

518 

11  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Missouri  and 
Arkansas  certain  swamp  lands  for  the  pur- 

pose of  reclaiming  them  and  increasing 

the  value  of  the  public  lands  in  the  vicin- 
ity thereof,      ------  615 T. 

Talbot,  Thomas,  and  others,  bill  for  the  re- 
lief of     -        -        -        -        -        -     92   695 ' 

Tallmadge,  Frederick  A.,  of  N.  York,    1,  95,  96, 
120,  242,  243,  285,  307,  332,  338,  357,  389, 

423,  431,  520,  587,  614,  692,  697 
resolutions  by,  -        -  25,  57,  71,  389,  574,  599 

Tariff,  bill  to  repeal  the  tariff  act  of  1846,  and 
to  restore  the  tariff  of  1842,    -        25,  26,  616 

the  Mexican.     (See  Duties.) 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the,    -       63,  118,  147 
resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the,  tibc,  -  147 

Taylor,  Creed,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -  377 
Taylor,  Edward,  bill  for  the  relief  of,    -        -  377 
Taylor,  David,  proposition  for  the  Sergeant- 

at-arms  to  take  into  custody,  for  a  refu- 
sal to  answer  before  the  select  committee 

on  the  charges  against  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs,   -       --        -         -  242,244 

Taylor,  John  L.,  of  Ohio,       1,  32,  123,  146,  161, 
172,  297,  357,  427,  439,  483,  544,  614,  697 

resolutions  by,  -----     26,  554 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 

salary  of  certain  clerks  in  the  General 
Land  Office,   -        -        -        -        -        -  294 

remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  introduc- 
tion of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Colum- 

bia,        -------  419 
Taylor,  General.     (See  Thanks  of  Congress.) 

Taylor, Zachary,  resolution  declaring  his  elec- 
tion as  President,  and  appointing  a  com- 

mittee to  make  it  known  to  him,  &c,  535, 541 
his  inaugural  address.     (See  Appendix.) 

Telfair,  Mary  M.,  heir  and  legal  representa- 
tive of  Israel  Pearce,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  437 

Territovial  Governments.     (See  JVeiu  Mexico 
and  California.) 

Territorial  Governments — 
resolution    instructing   the   Committee   on 

Territories  to  report  a  bill  providing,  for 

New  Mexico  and  California,  and  exclu- 
ding slavery,  -----       39,  52 

remarks  on,  by  Mr.  Robinson,  -         -         -     52 
Territories,  Committee  on,     -         -         -         -     22 

resolutions  of  instruction  to  the,  26,  31,  39 

bills  reported  from  the,       -         -    146,  484,  485 

reports  from  the,         -----  \4Q 
Testimony,  an  act  concerning,       ...  415 
Texas.   Bill  transferring  to  the  State  of  Texas, 

in  pursuance  of  the  terms  of  her  annexa- 
tion,  all   that  portion   of  New  Mexico 

which  lies  east  of  the  Rio  Grande,  -     31 
(See  Courts — Collection  Districts.) 

.  'bill  respecting  the  limits  of  the  State  of,  and 
that  portion  of  the  Territory  of  the  Uni- 

ted States  which  was  acquired  by  the  late 

treaty  with  Mexico,  known  as  New  Mex- 
ico,              238,310 

remarks  concerning  the  boundary  of,  -  610 
Thanks  to  the  Speaker,  resolution  of,    -         -  695 
Thanks  of  Congress,  joint  resolution  of,  to 

Major  General  Taylor,  -         -        -        -  569 
joint  resolution  expressive  of  the,  to  Gen- 

erals Twiggs,  Worth,    Pillow,    Shields, 
duitman,  Patterson,  Pearce,  Smith,  and 

Cadwalader,  ------  569 
Thibodaux,  Bamion  G.,  of  Louisiana,  -        -    16, 

574,  575,  693 

his  card  correcting  certain  remarks,    -         -  600 
Thomas,  James  H.,  of  Tennessee,  1,  45,  117,  347 

remarks   on   the   bill  in   favor  of  the  legal 
representatives  of  Farrow  and  Harris  to 
indemnify  for  losses  by  revocation  of  a 
contract  with  the  United  States,      -         -     43 

Thompson,  Jacob,  of  Mississippi,    1,  55,  56,  161, 
211,  243,  244,  280,  284,  306,  308,  309,  605, 

608,  616,  642,  643,  661,  662,  663,  697 
resolution  by,   56 

Thompson,  William,  of  Iowa,        1,  62,  120,  145, 
252,  274,  323,  357,  394,  480,  485,  535,  550, 

559,  572 

resolutions  by,   ------    26 
remarks  concerning  the  internal  improve- 

ment lands  in  Iowa,         _        -        -        -  485 
Thompson,  Richard  W.,  of  Indiana,     1,  85,  137, 

259,  260,  321,  403,  431,  464,  696 
resolutions  by,  -        -        -         -        -        -    26 
remarks  on   the  proposition  providing  sal- aries for  clerks  in  the  Territories  of  Iowa 

and  Wisconsin,      -        -        -         -   296,297 
remarks  on  the  army  bill,  upon  the  subject 

of  slavery,      -         -        -  -         -  367 
Thompson,  John  B.,  of  Kentucky,        1,  38,  211, 402,  552,  697 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  public  print- 
ing, its  cost,  execution,  &c.     -         -   222,  223 

Thompson,  Robert  A.,  of  Virginia,       -         1,83 
Thompson,  James,  of  Pennsylvania,      1,  16,  110, 

115,  116,  118,  138,  145,  188,  189,297,308, 
309,  347,  367,  378,  419,  427,  437,  439,  559, 

587,  592,  610,  641,  "666,  693 
resolutions  by,  -----      13,  520 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -       63,64 
remarks   on    the   deficiency   appropriation 

bill,   117,  118,  119 

Thornton,  Presley,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -  377 
Thurston,  Benjamin  B.,  of  Rhode  Island,     1,  285 
Tillard,  Captain  William  Smallwood,  bill  for 

the    relief  of  the    legal    representatives 

of,   92 
Timber.     (See  Duties.) 

Ticonie,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of  the 

schooner,        ...        -    270,  574,  694* 
Title.     (See  School  Lands.) 
Todd,  Barnard,  deceased,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  legal  representatives  of,     -         -         -     91 
Tompkins,  Patrick  W.,  of  Mississippi,  1,  55, 145, 146,  429,  439,  464 

remarks  on  the  bill  granting  lands  to  the 
States  to  make  railroads  and  canals,         -  532 

Toombs,  Robert,  of  Georgia,  52, 109, 149, 152, 187, 
189,  203,  242,  244^247,  252,  262,  285,  302, 
303,  403,  427,  431,  437,  450,  464,  466,  467, 
468,  469.  549,  550,  552,  557,  569,  579,  604, 

608,  609,  610,  612,  615,  639,  664,  696 
remarks  concerning  the  costand  manner  of 

executing  the  public  printing,     292,  293,  294 
remarks  on  the  bill  providing  for  a  retiring 

list  in  the  army,      -  570,  571 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  territorial 

government  in  New  Mexico,  -        -  611 
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660, 661 

-  623 

Topographical   Bureau,   reports   of    Emory, 
Cook,   Abert,  and   Johnson;   to  be  fur- 

nished to,       -----        - 
Treasury  Building,  proposed  appropriation  to 

complete  the,  -,--.-- 
Treasury  Department,  estimates  from  ihe,     - 

communications  from  the,     14,  24,  52,  94,  117, 
172,  270,  321, 347,  376,  541,  616,  693 

calls  upon  the,  for  information,     25,  ih,  57,  71, 
85,  147,  262,  366 

proposition  to  extend  further  time  to  obtain 
report  from,  concerning  lands  in  Cincin- 

nati,       ...----- 
Treasury  Note  bill,  the  section  of  the,  setting 

apart  the  proceeds  of  the  public   land, 
after  paying  interest,  to  purchase  stock, 
repealed,  .        -        -  335, 

Treaty  with  Mexico,  bill  to  provide  for  car- 
rying into  execution,  in   part,  the   12th 

article  of  the,  concluded   at   Guadalupe 

Hidalgo,         -        71, 188,  549,  552,  553,  554 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Ashmun,      -m       -        -        -        T 

Mr.  Boyden,       -"       -        - Mr.  Brown,  of  Pennsylvania, 

Mr.  Gentry,         -         -        -     ,   - 

Mr.  Root,"  - Mr.  Schenck,       -        -        -        -   556 

Mr.  Vinton,         -        -     _  -        -   555,557 
an  act  to  provide  for  carrying  into  effect  the 

fifth  article  of  the,  between   the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  for  establishing  the 

boundary  line-between  them,  -         -   280,617 
an  act  to  carry  into  effect  certain  stipulations 

of  the,  between  the  United  States  and  the 
Republic  of  Mexico,  of  the  2d  February, 
1848,  by  establishing  a  Board  of  Claims,  280, 

518,  586,  609,  643,  656 

remarks  on,  by — 
Mr.  Burt,  - 
Mr.  Collamer,     - 
Mr.  Evans,  of  Maryland 
Mr.  Haralson,    - 
Mr.  Ingersoll,  J.  R.,  - 
Mr.  Kaufman,     - 
Mr.  Schepck, 
Mr.  Smith,  ofCt., 
Mr.  Stanton,     618 
Mr.  Woodward, 

resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the  protocol 

accompanying  the,  '-  438,_448 
remarks  on,  by — 

Mr.  Houston,  of  Alabama,      450,  451,  452 

Mr.  Schenck,  .    -  452,  453 
Mr.  Stephens,     -        -     448,  450,  451,  452 

the  President's  message  concerning  the  pro- 
tocol accompanying  the,  -    485,  502,  514 

Treaties.     (See  Expedition.) 
Trial  by  jury.     (See  Jury.) 
Tribon,  Francis,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -        -377 
Troops.     Joint  resolution    to  authorize  and 

require  the  Secretary  of  War  to  pay  cer- 
tain troops  dismounted  by  order  of  Gen- 
eral Wool,      -----    132,307 

Troops,  United  States,  transportation  of.  (See 
Isthmus  of  Panama.) 

Trophies  of  war  with  Mexico.     Joint  resolu- 
tion requesting  the  President  of  the  United 

States  to  deposit  in  the  National  Institute, 
Washington,  the  flags  and  other  trophies 
taken  by  the  American  armies  in  Mexico, 
there  to  remain  for  inspection  of  all,  to 
commemorate   the  gallant  deeds  of  our 

army  and  navy,      - 
Tropical  plants,  bill  supplementary  to  an  act 

entitled  An  act  to  encourage  the  introduc- 
tion and  promote  the  cultivation  of,  ap- 

proved 7th  July,  1838,    -        -        -        - 
Trist,  Nicholas  P.,  certain  papers  from, 
Tuck,  Eady,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  - 

Tuck,  Amos-,  of  New  Hampshire,  1,  57,  ]  J5,  120, 
180, 238,  262,  371,  380,  409,  423,  431,  437,  448 

resolutions  by,  -         -        -         -        -    267,448 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  fix  the  mileage 

of  members,    -  -         -     200,201,202 
Turner,  Thomas  J.,  of  Illinois,    1,75,  92,  93,  111, 

229,  231,  260,  371,  409,  415,  431,  438,  448, 
493,  528,  554,  559,  574,  579,  583,  584,  5S7, 

693,  694 

resolutions  by,  -                               110,  552,  554 
remarks  on  the  article  in  the  Tribune  con- 

cerning the  mileage  of  members,  108, 109,  110 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major 

Scantland,   270 

-  617,  618,  619, 
619,  620,  621,  660, 
619,  620,  621,  659, 

660 
661 
660 623 

534 

614 14 530 

Turner,  Thomas  J.,  of  Illinois — 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,        -    239,  240 
remarks  on   the   post  office   appropriation         < 

bill,  concerning  the  territorial  and  slavery 
questions,       -  587,  588, 589 

Turner,  William  J.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  377 

U. United  States  of  America,  joint  resolution  pro- 
posing to  change  the  name  of  the,  to 

Columbia,       -   694 
Union  Bank  of  Florida,  bill  for  the  relief  of 

the  president  and  directors  of  the,  -        -  377 

V. 

Van  Dyke,  John,  of  New  Jersey,  1,249,307,617 

resolution  by,  -    57 
remarks  on  the  proposition  making  appro- 

priation for  salaries  of  certain  territorial 
officers  in  theTerritoriesoflowaand  Wis- 

consin,   -------  296 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,       -        -  129 
Van  Campen,  Moses,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     ;  437 

Van  Ness,  Eugene,  and  John  M.  Brush,  exe- 
cutors of  Nehemiah  Brush,  an  act  for 

relief  of,  ------  616 
Van  Rensselaer,  Nancy  G.,  leave  to  withdraw 

papers  from  files,    -----    56 
Vattel,  his  opinions,      -        -        -        -     53,  251 
Venable,  Abraham  W.,  of  North  Carolina,  1,  84, 

94,  119, 129, 144, 145, 187,  199,  226,  309,  323, 
423,  502,  530 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -        -        -        -     25 
remarks  concerning  distribution  of  books,  -    94 
remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriation 

for  the  Military  Academy,      -        -        -  392 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  intro- 

duction of  slaves  into  the  District  of  Co- 

lumbia, -        -      •  -     .   -        -        -  417,  418 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  fix  the  mile- 

age of  members,     -        -'     -    226,227,282 Vigo,  Colonel  Francis,  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of,  -  -  -  92,  548 
Vinton,  Samuel  F.,  of  Ohio,  1,  13,  22,  25,  32,  39, 

'52,  56,  62,  71,84, 107, 108, 110, 116, 117, 118, 
123,  136,  137,  138,  152,  160,  188,  189,  199, 
280,  216,  224,  231,  244,  269,  270,  271,  280, 
283,  285,  295,  297,  304,  306,  307,  308,  310, 
320,  321,  322,  323,  332,  333,  334,  335,  336, 
337,  338,  348,  367,  368,  371,  388,  389,  393, 
394,  398,  403,  409,  423,  427,  428,  429,  430, 

.  438,  464,  46o,  466,  468,  477,  485,  492,  504, 
513,  518,  533,  542,  543,  544,  549,  550,  553, 
554,  559,  567,  568,  569,  570,  586,  587,  591, 
592,  593,  610,  615,  616,  624,  638,  639,  640, 
641,  642,  643,  661,  662,  663,  664,  665,  666, 

693,  695,  696 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -        -     65 
remarks  concerning  the  appointment  of  a 

clerk  to  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  -        -  137 

remarks  on  the  President's  message  con- 
cerning duties  levied  in  Mexico,  149,.  150,  151 

remarks  on  the  proposition  appropriating 
salaries  for  territorial  officers  in  the  Terri- 

tories of  Wisconsin  and  Iowa,         -        -  296 
remarks  on  the  bill  for  the  settlement  of  the 

accounts  of  officers  in  Mexico,        -   639,641 
remarks  on  the  subject  of  marine  hospitals,  333 

remarks  on  the  proposition  for  the  settle- 
ment of  Cherokee  claims,        -         .        .  640 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  repeal  the 
19th  section  of  the  loan  act,     -  335 

remarks  concerning  the  appropriation  for 
books,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -  337 

remarks  on  the  proposition  to  increase  the 
salaries  of  the  district  judges,  -        -  426,  427 

remarks  concerning  the  pay  of  naval  agent 
at  California,  -        -  -        -   465,  466 

remarks  on  the  bill  granting  lands  to  the 
States  to  make  railroads  and  canals,       -  532 

remarks  on  the  bill  making  appropriations 
to  carry  into  effect  the  12th  article  of  the 

treaty  with  Mexico,        -.'-_-   555,  557 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Lou- 

isiana in  reclaiming  swamp  lands,  -        -  591 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  establish  territorial 

government  in  New  Mexico,  -        -  610 
remarks  on  the  bill  creating  the  Home  De- 

partment,       -        -        -     514,  515,  516,  517 
Vessels,  American,  in  distress.   (See  Seamen.) 

bill  providing  for  the  recording  and  convey- 
ancing of,  &c,        ...        .  306,  694 

Vessels  employed  in  the  codfishery,  bill  for 
relief  of  the  owners  and  crews  of  certain,     92 

Vessels  of  war,  the  transfer  of  certain,  from 

the  war  to  the  navy  department,      -        -  466 
Virginia.     (See  Courts.) 

resolutions  of  the  Legislature  bf,         -        -  599 
Volunteers.     (See  Prisoners  in  Mexico.y 

who  served  in  the  Florida  war.    (See  Bounty 

Lands.) 

Vote   for   President   and  Vice  President  de- 

clared,            -        -  534 

W. 

Wall,  John,  deceased,  an  act  for  the  relief  of 
the  heirs  of,    -         -        -        -      62,  437,  694 

Walker,  William  O.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -     62 
Walker,  Patrick,  bill  continuing  the  pension 

of,  -        -        -        -        -        -       ..-  270,530 
Walker,  Martin  O.,  bill  for  the  relief  6f,         -     71 
Wallace,  Daniel,  of  South  Carolina,  513,  519,  520 

resolution  by,    -----       39   4^ 
announces  the  death  of  Alexander  D.  Sims, 

late  a  representative  from  South  Carolina,     41 
remarks  on  presenting  the  resolutions  of  the 

Legislature  of  South  Carolina  on  the  sla- 
very question,         -  520,  528 

Wallace,  Cadwalader,  bill  for  relief  of,  -   303,'  604 
Ward,  Mary,  widow  of  Charles  Ward,  bill 

for  the  relief  of,           -----  530 
Ward,  George  R.,  of  the  city  of  New  York, 

bill  for  the  relief  of,        -        -       92,  541,  697 

Ward,  Joseph  D.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 
War  Department,  communications  from  the,    14, 

52, 94, 172, 270, 303, 347, 488, 531, 542, 568, 693 
calls  upon  the,  for  information,    25,  56,  57,  71, 

85,  261,  697 
instructions  to  the,     -----  593 
the   Secretary   authorized    to    pay   certain 

troops.     (See  Troops.)  • 
Warehousing  system,  report  on  the,      -  *      -  616 
Warner,  Ebenezer,  appropriation  to  satisfy 

claim  of,   -  333 

Warren,  Cornelius,  of  New  York,         -       1,  544 
Warrington,  Captain  Lewis,  and  others,  bill 

for  the  relief  of,       -        -        -        -        -  377 
Ways  and  Means,  Committee  of,  -        -        -    22 

to  employ  a  clerk,      -        -         -        -        -     30 instructions  to  the,      25,  26,  31,  56,  57,  62,  71, 
85,  616 

bills  and  resolutions  reported  from  the,    31,  52,   ' 
62,71,84,116,123,136,438,513,566,588,693. 

discharged  from  subjects,  -        -      38,  136,  281 

report  from,        ------  694 
extra  copies  of  the  report  of  the,  concerning 

duties  on  imports,  to  be  printed,      -        -  697 
Washington,  Henry,  late  deputy  surveyor  of 

the  public  lands  in  Florida,  an  act  to  pro- 
vide for  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of,    -  377 

Washington,  General,  resolution    proposing 
the  purchase  of  certain  other  papers  of,  302, 

662,  664 
(See  Statue.) 

Washington,    Georgetown,    and   Alexandria 
Steampacket  Company,  an  act  to  incor- 

'  porate  the,      -  160,  503,  543 
Washington   city,   proposition  to   reimburse 

the  corporation  of,  one-half  the  expense 
of  constructing  the  City  Hall  in,  322,  662,  664 

Washington  city  canal,  proposed  appropria- 
tion to  clean  out,    -----  gQ2 

Watson,  James  C,  of  Georgia,  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of,  -         377 

Wentworth,  John,  of  Illinois,  1,  2,  13,  16,  39,  55, 
62,  71,  83^93,95,  107,  116,  117,  130,  152, 
177, 180,  211,  212,  216,  221,  261,  262,  274, 
294,  303,  307,  320,  323,  334,  33S,  357,  371, 

380,  409,  415,  431,  436,  438,  448,  454,  463,    - 
464,  481,  483,  485,  488,  494,  5144  517,  518, 
520,  527,  529,  534,  535,  542,  543,  544,  548, 
549,  550,  552,  553,  554,  559,  566,  568,  569, 
570,  571,  574,  576,  583,  584,  586,  587,  589, 
593,  599,  604,  605,  608,  609,  616,  617,  623, 
624,  640,  661,  662,  663,  666,  693,  694,  695, 

696,  697,  698 

resolutions  by,  -        -        -  2, 14,  26,  31,  56,  85 
remarks  concerning  the  proposition  for  re- 

porting and  publishing  the  debates,         -     17* remarks  on  the  distribution  of  books,       92,  94 

remarks  on  the  subject  of  the  tariff,    -        -  147 
remarks  on  the  bill  prohibiting  the  intro- 

duction   of    slaves   into    the   District   of 

Columbia,       ------  4ig 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  amend  the 

rule  regarding  the  previous  question,      -  549 
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Wentworth,  John,  of  Illinois — 
remark's  on  the  bill  to  fix  the  mileage  of 

members,        ------  201 
Wick,  William  W.,  of  Indiana,    -  1,  31,  85,  145, 

268,  427,  484,  502 

Wiley,  James  S.,  of  Maine,  1,  280,  431,  437,  530 

resolutions  by,  ------  474 
Williams,  Lowry,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  377 
Williams,  Ezra,  clerk  in  the  General  Land 

Office,  extra  pay  to,        -        -■  -  321 

Williams,  Hezekiah,  of  Maine,    1',  204,  323,  380, 
575 

Williamson,  Elizabeth,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -  377 
Wilmot,  David,  of  Pennsylvania,  -      13,  406,  552 
Wilmot  proviso,  resolutions  of  South  Caro- 

lina  Legislature   concerning   the.      (See 
Slavery  Question.) 

Wilson,  Daniel,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -   530,  694 
Wilson,  John,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -         -  376 
Wilson,  Charles,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -   281,  376 
Wilson,  James,  of  New  Hampshire,  1,2,  261,  320, 

409,  455,  484,  550,  615,  694 

resolution  by,     ------  261 
remarks  on  the  proposition  to  admit  an  ad- 

ditional delegate  from  Wisconsin,  -        -       2 
remarks  on  ,the  bill  to  indemnify  Antonio 

Pacheco  for  the  loss  of  a  slave,        -         -  123 
Winans,  Ross,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -         -437 
Winds  and  currents  of  the  Ocean,  proposition 

to  detail  vessels  of  the  navy  to  ascertain, 

&c,  the,         -        -        -        -        -        -  464 
Wisconsin.     (See  Reservation — Land  Districts 

— Boundary  Line.) 
action  concerning  the  proposition  to  admit 

Henry  H.  Sibley  as  a  Delegate  from,  in 
addition  to  the  regular  members  from,     -       2 

bill  to  modify  the  4th  clause  of  the  7th  sec- 
tion of  the  act  to  enable  the  people  of,  to 

form  a  constitution  and  State  government, 
and  for  the  admission  of  such  State  into 

the  Union,  approved  August  6,  1846,      -     62 
an  act  to  grant  to  the  State  of,  the  military 

reservation  at  Fort  Winebago,         -  484,  694 
the  Territory  of.     (See  Minesota.) 

Wiseman,  Begbie,  of  Glasgow,  Scotland,  Uill 
-  for  the  relief  of,     -----     281 

Whicher,  William,  bill  for  the  relief  of,       -     377 
White,  Hugh,  of  New  York,  1,  18,24,31,38,39, 

62.  96/105,  123,  146,  244,  261,  267,268,284, 
322,  427,  431,  466,  504,  514,  517,  518,  531, 
541,  571,  572,  584,  591,  615,  617,  624,  641, 

642,  643,  665,  697 

resolutions  by,      .  -     -    -       25,57,71,85,591 
remarks  on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  expend- 

iture of  the  contingent  fund,    -         -         -     30 
White,  Joseph  M.,  joint  resolution  authoriz- 

ing the  purchase  of  copies  of  his  work  on 
land  titles,       -   614 

White,  John  Moore,  bill  for  the  relief  of,      -  483 
White,  Sarah,  bill  for  the  relief  of,         -         -377 
White,  Robert  B.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  -         -  307 
Whitehall,  New  York.     (See  Collection  Dis- 

tricts.) 

Whitney,  Asa.     (See  Railroad.) 
Whittel,  Robert,  bill  for  the  relief  of,     -   376,  378 

Wood,  Jethro,  leave  to  withdraw  papers  of,  -  146  ' Wood  and  Sandusky  counties,  Ohio.  (See 
Commissioners.) 

Woodbridge,  William,  and  Henry  Chapman, 

an  act  to  provide  compensation  to,  for  ser- 
vices in  adjusting  titles  to  land  in  Michi- 
gan, and  for  other  purposes,   -         -  123,  437 

Woodward,  Joseph  A.,  of  South  Carolina,  1,242, 
308,  493,  583,  612 

remarks  concerning  the  appointment  of  com- 
missioners under  the  treaty  with  Mexico 

to  run  the  boundary  line,        -  623 Y. 

Yeas  and  nays  on  the  propositions  touching 
the  tariff  of  1846,     -         -        -        -        -     26 

on  the  bill  regulating  the  disposition  of  the 

Congressional  contingent  fund,        -         -    26 
on  the  proposition  for  a  committee  on  the 

Smithsonian  Institution,  -         -         -     28 
on  the  bill  to  regulate  the  expenditure  of  the 

contingent  fund,     -         -         -        -       30,  31 
on  the  subject  of  reporting  the  debates,       -    38 
on  the  bill  to  abolish  slavery  in  the  District 

ofColumbia,  ------     38 
on  the  resolution  of  instruction  for  providing 

territorial  governments  for  New  Mexico 
and  California,  and  excluding  slavery 
therefrom,       -        -         -        -        -       39,  55 

on  the  bill  to  authorize'  the  people  of  the 
District  ofColumbia  to  express  their  de- 

sire in  regard  to  slavery,         -         -         -     56 
on  the  subject  of  introducing  a  bill  prohibit- 

ing the  slave  trade  in  the  District  of  Co- 
lumbia, 83,  84,  107,  212 

on  the  proposition  to  confine  the  sales  of 
public  lands  to  actual  settlers,  -         -     85 

on  the  subject  of  mileage  of  members,  109, 110, 
111,338,574 

on  the  bill  granting  lands  to  certain  Slates 

for  purposes  of  internal  improvement,     -   116 

on  the  bill  to  pay  Antonio  Pacheco  the  value' of  a  slave,       -        -        -     123,129,177,303 
on  propositions  in  the  deficiency  appropria- 

tion bill,  -        -        -        -        -        -  138 
on  the  proposition  to  purchase  copies  of 

Hickey's  Analysis  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States,  -----  146 

on  a  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the 

tariff,   -  147 
on  the  President's  message  concerning  the 

duties  levied  in  Mexico,  &c,  -        -        -  159 
on  the  joint  resolution  to  regulate  the  mile- 

age of  the  messengers  who  bring  the  elec- 

toral votes  to  Washington,      -         -    '     -  160 
on  the  bill  to  recharter  the  Washington,  Al- 

exandria, and  Georgetown  Steampacket 
Company,       -         -         -         -     „  -    161,  543 

on  the  bill  to  establish  a  branch  mint  at  New 

York,     -        -        -        -        -   >     -         -  187 
on  proposition  to  suspend  rules  to  admit  bill 
.    on  the  subject  of  fugitive  slaves,      -         -  188 
on  proposition  to  adjourn,  -        -        -        -  189 
on  the  bill  to  establish  a  board  of  claims,      198, 

199,  543 

Yeas  and  nays — 
on  the  admission  of  the  delegate  from  Wis- 

consin,   --_-'■-  _260 on  the  joint  resolution  for  the  distribution  of 
the  general  Navy  Register  and  laws,      -  268 

on  the  bill  providing  for  a  territorial  gov- 
ernment in  New  Mexico,        ...  320 

on  the  bill  to  pay  to  Alabama  interest  due 
on  advances  to  the  United  States,    -         -  320 

on  proposition  to  suspend  rules  and  to  con- 

sider the  postage'  bill,      ...   288,  389 
on  the  proposition  to  suspend  the  rules,     -  389 
on  proposition  concerning  the  proposed  rail- 

road across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,        -  402 
on  the  bill  to  prohibit  the  introduction  of 

slaves  into  the  District  ofColumbia,        -  416 
on  the  bill  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the  dis- 

trict judges,    ------  427 
on  the  resolution  of  inquiry  concerning  the 

protocol  accompanying  the  treaty  with 

Mexico,  -------  454 
on  the  joint  resolution  for  extending  the  time 

for  receiving  proposals  to  execute  the 

printing  of  Congress,      -        -        -  488 
on  the  bill  creating  a  Home  Department,      517, 

518,  543 

on  proposition  to  amend  the  Journal,  -  530 
on  the  proposition  of  Mr.  Schenck  for  the 

surrender  of  California  and  New  Mexico 

to  Mexico,  &c,  -        -        -        -  558 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill  making  appropria- 

tion to  carry  into  effect  the  12th  article  of 

the  treaty  with  Mexico,  -  .      -        -        -  558 
on  the  bill  for  the  coinage  of  $1  gold  pieces,  568 
on  the  bill  to  abolish  the  franking  privilege,  -575 

on  the  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of  Min- 
esota,     -         -        -         -        -        -   582,  583 

on  the  bill  exempting  Spanish  vessels  from 
discriminating  duties,      -  583 

on  the  bill  to  aid  the  State  of  Louisiana  in 

reclaiming  swamp  lands,  -         -         -  592 
on  the  bill  to  establish  territorial  govern- 

ment in  California,,  -        -         -         -  609 
on  the  bill  providing  for  the  survey  of  the 

boundary  between  Mexico  and  the  Uni- 
ted States,  under  the  5th  article  of  the 

treaty,   623 
1     on  the  bill  for  the  settlement  of  the  accounts 

of  officers  in  Mexico,      -  640 
on  the  appropriation  for  Cherokee  claims,    642, 

643 
on  the  proposition  to  extend  the  laws  of  the 

United  States  over  California,  -        -  664 
on  propositions  connected  with  the  civil  and 

diplomatic  bill,        -  695,696 
Yonge,  William  P.,  bill  for  the  relief  of,        -  377 
Young,  John  J.,  a  commander  in   the   navy 

of  the  United  States,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  91 

Z. 

Zantzinger,  William  P.,  bill  supplementary  to 
the  joint  resolution  authorizing  the  ac- 

counting officers  of  the  treasury  to  audit 
and  settle  the  accounts  of,  approved  15lh 

June,  1844,     -        -        -  -         -     92 
Zimmerman,  Jacob,  bill  for  the  relief  of,  530,  569 
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STATEMENTS 
SHOWINQ 

First.  Appropriations  made  during  the  second  ses- 
sion of  the  Thirtieth  Congress. 

Second.  Offices  created,  and  the  salaries  thereof. 
Third.  The  offices  the  salaries  of  which  have  been 

increased,  with  the  amount  of  such  increase, 
during  the  same  period. 

April  16,  1849. — Prepared  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Senate  and  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
in  pursuance  of  the  6th  section  of  the  act  of  July  4, 

1836,  "  to  authorize  the  appointment  of  additional 

paymasters,  and  for  other  purposes." 

I.  appr6priations  MADE  DURING  THE  SECOND 
SESSION  OF  THE  THIRTIETH  CONGRESS. 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and  dip- 
lomatic expenses  of  Government  for  the  year  ending 

the  thirtieth  of  June;  eighteen  hundred  and  fifty,  and 
for  other  purposes. 

For  compensation  and  mileage  of  Senators,  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  Del- 

egates,      -------        $768,200  00 
For  compensation  and  mileage  of  Senators  and 

members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  and 
Delegates,  for  the  current  fiscal  year,        -         100,000  00 

For  compensation  of  the  officers  and  clerks  of 

both  Houses  of  Congress,  -        .'._-•-  39,55750 
For  stationary,  fuel,  printing,  and  all  other  con- 

tingent expenses  of  the  Senate,        -        -        -   75,000  00 
For  stationery,  fuel,  printing,  and  all  other  con- 

tingent expenses  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, -------        -182,749  00 

Library  of  Congress. 

For  compensation  of  librarian,  two  assistant  libra- 
rians, and  messengef,        -----     4,500  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  said  library,       -        -        800  00 
For  purchase  of  books  for  said  library,        -        -     5,000  00 
For  purchase  of  law  books  for  said  library,  -        -  ,1,000  00 
For  printing  and  binding  a  complete  catalogue  of 

the  library  of  Congress,    -----     2,000  00 
Executive. 

For  compensation  of  the  President  of  the  United 

States,       -        -        -      '   25,000  00 For  compensation  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,   -        -        -        -        -        -        -     5,000  00 

Department  of  State. 
For  compensation  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 

the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger 
in  his  office,      -------   28,300  00 
For  the  incidental  and  contingent  expenses  of 

said  Department,  namely: 
For  publishing  the  laws  in  pamphlet  form,  and  in 

the  newspapers  of  the  States  and  Territories, 
and  of  the  city  of  Washington,         -  10,880  00 

For  proof-reading,  packing,  and  distributing  laws 
and  documents,  including   boxes,  labor,   and 
transportation,  -------     9,000  00 

For  stationery,  blank  books,  binding,  labor,  and 
attendance,  furniture,  repairs,  pain  ting,  and  gla- 

zing, -        -        -        -        -        -  .  '   -        -        -     4,400  00 For  printing  (letter-press  and  copperplate)  books 
and  maps,-        -------     2,00000 

For  newspapers,  -------        200  00 

For  extra  clerk  hire,     --.---'-     2,000  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -----     1,000  00 
For  compiling,  printing,  and  binding  the  Biennial 

Register,    --------     1,800  00 
For  compensation  of  superintendent  and   four 
watchmen  of  the  northeast  executive  building,     1,710  00 
For  contingent  expenses  of  said  building,  viz  : 

For  labor,  fuel,  and  light,     -----     2,200  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -----     ijloo  00 

Treasury  Department. 
For  compensation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

ury, and  the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant 
messenger  in  his  office,     -----  27,850  00 

For  compensation  of  the  First  Comptroller,  and 
the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messen- 

gers in  his  office,       ------   28,550  00 
For  compensation  of  the  Second  Comptroller,  and 

the  clerks  and  messenger  in  his  ttfhce,     -        -23,650  00 
For  compensation  of  the  First  Auditor,  and  the 

clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger  in 
his  office,  --------  22,800  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Second  Auditor,  and  the 
clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger  in 
his  office,  --------  51  057  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Third  Auditor,  and  the 
clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger  in 
his  office,  -        -        -        -        -        -        -        -38,350  00 

For  compensation  of  the  six  additional  clerks  in 
said  office,  authorized  by  the  act  of  the  twelfth 
of  August,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,    -     6,400  00 For  compensation  of  six  additional  clerks  in  the 
Third  Auditor's  office,  for  services  during  the 
current  fiscal  year,    ------     1  jrjo  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Fourth  Auditor,  and  the 
clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger  in 
his  office,  --------  20,400  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Fifth  Auditor,  and  the 
clerks  and  messenger  in  his  office,  -  15,600  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
Slates,  and  the  clerks  and  messenger  in  his 

„  oln(,(;>         "        "   -   13,750  00 Fore  impensation  of  the  Rcgisterof  the  Treasury, 
and  the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  mes- 

sengers in  hid  office,   30,!:03  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  and  the  recorder,draugrtts- 
man,  assistant  draughtsman,  clerks,  messen- 

gers, asssistant  messengers,  and  packers  in  his 

office,         -------- 
For  compensation  of  tke  Solicitor  of  the  Treas- 

ury, and  the  clerks  and  messenger  in  his  office, 

Contingent  expenses  of  the  Treasury  Depart- 
ment. In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  labor,  seal- 
ing ships'  registers,  carrying   the  department 

mails,  translations,  printing, including  the  pub- 
lic accounts,  and  for  collecting  and  preparing 

information  to  be  laid  before  Congress,    - 
For  miscellaneous  expenses,        - 

In  the  office  of  the  First  Comptroller  : 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  printing,  and 

labor,         -------- For  cases  to  preserve  books  and  papers ;  also  for 
desks  and  writing  tables,  -        -        -    ,   - 

For  carpets,  oilcloths,  and  chairs,  in  eight  rooms, 

For  miscellaneous  items,  -  -  -  -  - 
In  the  office  of  the  Second  Comptroller: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  and  print- 
ing blanks,  including  pay  for  the  National  In- 

telligencer and  Union,  to  be  filed,  bound,  and 
preserved  for  the  use  of  the  office,    - 

For  labor,  office  furniture,  and   miscellaneous 

items,    -        -        -        -        -'--- In  the  office  of  the  First  Auditor: 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  printing, 

books,  and  labor,       ------ For  miscellaneous  items,  -  -  -  -  - 
In  the  office  of  the  Second  Auditor: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  labor,  and 

printing  blanks,         ------ In  the  office-of  the  Third  Auditor: 
For  blank  books,  binding,  printing,  stationery, 

and  labor,  -------- For  miscellaneous  items,     -   .     - 
In  the  office  of  the  Fourth  Auditor: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  printing, 

and  labor,  ------- For  miscellaneous  items,     -        «■ 
In  the  office  of  the  Fifth  Auditor: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  and  labor,  - 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -        - 

In  the  office  of  the  Treasurer: 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  labor,  and 

printing,     -        -         -        -         -        -  -      - 
For  miscellaneous  items,      - 

In  the  office  of  the  Register: 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  and  labor, 

including  the  printing  of  blank  certificates  of 
registers,  enrollments,  and  licenses  of  vessels, 
and  other  blanks  for  the  use.  of  the  collectors 

of  the  customs,  -        ------ 
For  miscellaneous  items,  -  -  -  -  - 

In  the  office  of  the  Solicitor: 

For  blank  books,  binding, stationery,  printing  cir- 
culars and  blank  forms  tor  reports  of  district 

attorneys,  marshals,  clerks  of  courts,  and  labor, 

For  miscellaneous  items,     ----- 
For  statutes  and  reports,  including  those  of  the 

several  States,        ------ In  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  Gen- 
eral Land  Office  : 

For  tract  books,    ------- For  stationery,  including  blank  books  and  blank 
forms  for  the  district  land  offices,  pieces  of 
parchment,  and  printing  patents,  advertising 
land  sales  in  newspapers  and  handbill  form, 

public  notices,  printing  circulars,  office  furni- 
ture, and  repairs  of  the  same,  and  pay  of  labor- 

ers employed -in  office,      -        -        -        -        _ 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -        -        -        -        - 
For  compensation  of  the  superintendentand  eight 
watchmen  of  the  southeast  executive  building, 
For  contingent  expenses  of  said  building,  viz: 

For  labor,  fuel,  and  light,      -'.-_-■-- For  rent,  fuel,  watching,  and  miscellaneous  ex- 
penses of  additional  buildings  lor  accommoda- 

tion of  officers  of  the  Treasury  Department, 

War  Department. 

For  compensation  "of  the  Secretary  of  War,  and 
the  cleiks,  messenger,  and  assistant  messenger 

in  his  office,      ------- For  arrearage  for  cleiks  and  messengers  in  said 

office,         -------- For  compensation  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs,  and  the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assist- 

ant messenger  in  bis  office,      -        -        -        - 
For  compensation  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pen- 

sions, and  the  clerks  and  messengers  in  his 

office,         -------- 
For  compensation  of  the  clerk  and  messenger  in 

the  office  of  the  Commanding  General,    - 
For  compensation  of  the  clerks  and  messenger  in 

the  office  of  the  Adjutant  General,  - 
For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in 

the  office  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  - 
For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 

office  of  clothing  and  equipage,  at  Philadelphia, 
For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 

'  office  of  the  Paymaster  General,  -        - 
For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 

office  of  the  Commissary  GeneraUof  Subsist- 

ence,       ..------- For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 
office  of  the  Chief  Engineer,     - 

For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 
office  of  the  Surgeon  General,  including  the 
sum  of  one  thousand  dollars  for  additional  clerk 

hire,  --------- 
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For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 

office  of  the  Colonel  of  Ordnance,    -        -       ■-     9,589  00 
For  compensation  of  clerks  and  messenger  in  the 

Bureau  of  Topographical  Engineers,        -        -     4,900  00 

Contingencies  of  the  War  Department. 
For  the  incidental  and  contingent  expenses  of 

said  department,  and  the  various  ofiices  and 
bureaus  connected  therewith,  viz: 
In  the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  War: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  labor,  and 
printing,  and  newspapers  and  periodicals, 

For  books,  maps,  and  plans,         - 
For  extra  clerks  in  the  War  Department,    - 
For  miscellaneous  items,     - 

In  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Indian 
Affairs: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  and  stationery,   - 

For  labor,     -------- 

For  miscellaneous  items,     __-'_,- -  In  the  office  of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  : 

For  stationery,  blank   books',  binding,   printing blank  forms  and  regulations,  advertising,  fuel, 

and  furniture,    ------- Por  miscellaneous  items,  - 
For  the  purpose  of  printing,  under  the  direction 

ofthe  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  an  additional 
number  of  House  document  number  ninety-five, 
of  the  first  session  of  the  twenty-ninth  Con- 

gress, and  all  laws  relating  to  pensions  which 
have  beejj  passed  since  the  twenty-seventh  day 
of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,  and 
are  still  in  force,  together  with  the  constructions 
placed  upon  such  laws  by  the  War  Department 
or  Attorney  General,  and  the  forms  necessary 
to  be  followed  by  applicants  for  pensions  under 
the  several  laws,  and  the  bounty  land  laws, 
together  with  the  necessary  forms  for  applica- 

tion therefor,  for  the  use  ofthe  Pension  Office,        800  00 

In  the  office  ofthe  Commanding  General: 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -----       300  00 

In  the  office  ofthe  Adjutant  General  : 
For  priming   army  register   and    orders,   blank 

books,  binding,  and  stationery,         -  1,200  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -----        300  00 

In  the  office  of  the  Quartermaster  General,  in- 
cluding the  office  at  Philadelphia  : 

For  blank   books,  binding,  stationery,  printing, 

advertising,  labor,  and  fuel,      -        -        -        -  ..  1,800  00 
For  extra  clerk  hire,     ------     5,000  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -----        150  00 

In  the  office  ofthe  Paymaster  General : . 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  and  fuel,  -     1,000  00 
For  miscellaneous,       ------        400  00 

In   the  office  of  the  Commissary  General  of  — 
Subsistence : 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  printing, 

advertising,  labor,  and  fuel,      - 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -  - 

In  the  office  of  the  Chief  Engineer : 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  fuel,  and 

printing,    -------- For  miscellaneous  items,     -        -        -        -        - 
In  the  office  ofthe  Surgeon  General: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery, printing,  and 

fuel,  --------- For  miscellaneous  items,     -        -        -        -        - 
In  the  office  of  the  Colonel  of  Ordnance: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  and  printing, 

For  miscellaneous  items,     - 
In  the  Bureau  of  Topographical  Engineers: 

For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  labor,  and 

fuel,  ---.-!---'-- For  miscellaneous  items,     - 
For  compensation   of  superintendent  and  four 
watchmen  of  the  northwest  executive  building,     1,710  OO 
For  contingent  expenses  of  said  building,  viz: 

For  labor,  fuel,  and  light,     -----     2,400  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -----     1,(500  00 
For  rent  of  sixty  additional  rooms  for  offices, 

(properly  warmed,)  ------     8,500  00 
To  enable  the  Secretary  of  War  to  pay  the  balance 

of  the  estimated  cost  of  the  buildings  of  the 

Choctaw  Academy  to  Colonel  Richard  M.  John- 
son, of  Kentucky,      ------     6,00000 

Navy  Department. 
For  compensation  ofthe  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

and  the  clerks,  messenger,  and  assistant  mes- 
senger in  his  office,   ------  21,950  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Navy  Yards  and  Docks,  and  of  the  civil  engi- 

neer, draughtsman,  clerks,  and  messenger  in 
his  office,  --------  11,400  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau 
of  Ordnance  and  Hydrography,  and  of  the 
draughtsman,  clerks,  and  messenger  in  his 
office,   -  9,400  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Construction,  Equipment,  and  Repairs,  and  of 
the  assistant  constructor,  draughtsman,  clerks, 
and  messenger  in  his  office,      -  13,G00  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Construction,  Equipment,  and  Repairs,  for  cur- 

rent fiscal  year,  10  supply  a  deficiency  of  the 
appropriation  of  the  last  session,       -  500  00 

For  compensation  ofthe  Chief  Naval  Constructor 

and  the  Engineer  in  Chief,        -     '-        -        -    6,000  00 For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 
Provisions  and  Clothing,  and  ofthe  clerks  and 
messenger  in  his  office,     -----     9,300  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Chief  of  the  Bureau  of 

Medicine  and  Surgery,  and  of  the  assistant  sur- 
geon, clerks,  and  messenger  in  his  office,        -     7,300  00 

,80T  00 
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65  00 

500  00 

561  00 
750  00 

500  00 
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Contingencies  of  the  Navy  Department. 
For  contingent   expenses   of  said   department, 

and    all   'the    bureaus    connected    therewith, namely: 
Forhlankbooks,biriding,stationery,  printing,  and 
labor,  --------     6,150  00 

For  newspapers  and  periodicals,  ...        200  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -----     2,003  (JO 
For  compensation  of  superintendent  and  three 
watchmen  of  the  southwest  executive  building,     1,345  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  said  building,  viz: 
For  labor,  fuel,  and  light,     -----      1,67500 
For  miscellaneous  items,     -----      1,150  00 

Post  Office  Department. 
For  compensation  of  the  Postmaster  General, 

three  Assistant  Postmasters  General,  clerks, 
messengers,  assistant  messengers,  and  watch- 

men of  said  department,  -----  76,60000 
For  compensation  of  the  superintendent  of  the 

Post  Office  building,  -----        250  00 
For  Contingent  expenses  of  said  department, 

viz: 
For  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  fuel,  oil, 

printing,  labor,  and  day  watching,    -        -        -     6,280  00 
For  miscellaneous  items,      -        -  ,      -        -        -        800  00 
For  repairs  of  the  Post  Office  building,  repairs  of 

furnaces  and  fire-places,  office  furniture,  gla- 
zing, and  whitewashing,  -----        500  00 

For  compensation  of  the  Auditor  of  the  Post  Office 
Department,  and  the  clerks,  messenger,  and 
assistant  messenger  in  his  office,      -  85,800  00 
For  contingent  expenses  of  said  office,  viz  : 

For  labor,  blank  books,  binding,  stationery,  print- 
ing blanks  and  circulars,  -----     5;79()  00 

For  miscellaneous  items,     -----     ],000  00 
Surveyors  General  and  their  clerks. 

For  compensation  of  the  surveyor  general  north- 
west of  the  Ohio,  and  the  clerks  in  his  office   -     8,300  00 

For  compensation  of  the  surveyor  general  of  Illi- 
nois aiurMissouri,  and  the  clerks  in  his  office,     5,820  00 

For  compensation   of  the   surveyor   general  of 
.Louisiana,  and  the  clerks  in  his  office,    -        -     4,500  00 
For  compensation  of  the  surveyor  general  of 

Florida,  and  the  clerks  in  his  office,         -        -     5,500  00 
For  compensation  of  the  surveyor  general  of  Wis- 

consin and  Iowa,  and  the  clerks  in  his  fjffiee,  8,300  00 
_  For  clerks  in  the  office  of  the  surveyor  general,  to 

be  apportioned  to  them  according  to  the  exigen- 
cies of  the  publie  service,  and,  if  necessary,  to 

he  employed  in  transcribing  field  notes  of  sur- 
veys for  the  purpose  of  preserving  them  at  the 

seat  of  government,  and  for  correcting,  resto- 
ring, and  retracing  of  surveys  in  the  State  of 

Arkansas,  and  for  other  purposes,  -  22,500  00 
For  compensation  of  secretary  to  sign  patents  for 

public  lands,   -     1,500  00 
For  compensation  of  the  Commissioner  of  Public 

Buildings  in  Washington,         -  2,000  00 
Forcompensation  offonrassistants,drawkeepers, 

at  the  Potomac  bridge,  including  oil  for  lamps 
and  machinery,  fire-wood,  and  repairs,    -        -     4,290  00 

Mint  of  the  United  States. 
At  Philadelphia,  viz: 

For  salaries  of  the  director,  treasurer,  chief  coiner, 
assayer,  melter  and  refiner,  engraver,  assistant 
assayer,  and  three  clerks,  -        -        -  18,400  00 

For  wages  of  workmen,        -        -        -        -        .  24,000  00 
For  incidental  and  contingent  expenses,  inclu- 

ding materials,  stationery,  water  rent,  repairs, 
and  wastage,  in  addition  to  available  funds  on 
hand,         --------     3j84g  00 

For  specimens  of  ores  and  coins  to  be  reserved  at 
the  mint,  --------300  00 
At  Charlotte,  North  Carolina,  viz  : 

For  salaries  of  superintendent,  coiner,  assayer, 
and  clerk,  -.  -        -        .        .        .     6,000  00 

For  wages  of  workmen,        -        -        -•     -        .     3,500  00 
For  incidental  and  contingent  expenses,  inclu- 

ding fuel,  materials,  stationery,  repairs,  and 
wastage,    --------     2,100  00 
At  Dahlonega,  Georgia,  viz: 

For  salaries  of  superintendent,  coiner,  assayer, 
and  clerk,  --------     6,000  00 

For  wages  of  workmen,        -     >  -        -        -        .     3  600  00 
For  incidental  and  contingent  expenses,  inclu- 

ding fuel,  materials,  stationery,  repairs,  and 
wastage,    --------    2,500  00 
At  New  Orleans  : 

For  salaries  of  superintendent,  treasurer,  coiner, 
assayer,  melter  and  refiner,  and  two  clerks,     -  12,900  00 For  wages  of  workmen,   15.500  00 

For  machinery  and  machinist,     -  1500  00 
tfor  incidental  and  contingent  expenses,  inclu- 

ding tuel,  materials,  stattbnery,  water  rent,  re- pairs, and  wastage,  in  addition  to  available 
funds  on  hand,       -       -       .       .       . .      .  24j600  00 

Government  in  the  Territory  of  Oregon. For  salaries  of  governor  and  superintendent  of 
Indian  alraus,  three  judges,  and  secretary,       -   10,500  00 

*  or  contingent  expenses  ofsaid  Territory,  '-        -     1500  00 For  compensation  and  mileage  of  members  of  the legislative  assembly,  officers,  clerks,  and  con- 
tingent expenses  of  the  assembly,    -        -        -20  600  00 

Judiciary.  ' 
For  salaries  of  the  Chief  Justice  of  the  Supreme Court  and  the  eight  associate  judges,        -        -41  non  no 
For  salaries  of  the  district  judges,        -        -        -63  700  0 
For  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  of  the  district  of      ' Columbia,  the  associate  judges,  the  judges  of 

the  criminal  and  orphans'  courts,     -  10  700  00 
For  salaries  of  the  Attorney  General,  and  the       ' 

clerk  and  messenger  in  his  office,     -       -       -    6  100  00 
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For  contingent  expenses  of  the  office  of  the  At- 
torney General,         ------        500  00 

For  the  purchase  of  law  books,  and  the  necessary 
bookcases  for  saiil  office,  -----     2,000  00 

For  salary  of  the  reporter  of  the  decisions  of  the 
Supreme  Court,        ------     1,330  00 

For  additional  compensation  to  the  district  judge 
of  Louisiana,  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth 
of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  being 
the  deficiency  of  the  appropriation  for  that 
year,       -  -----        600  00 

And  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  under  the 
provisions  of  the  first  section  of  the  act  of  sev- 

enteenth of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  lorty- 
lour,  -        -        -        -        -        -    .    -        -        800  CO 

Forcompensation  of  the  district  attorneys — being 
two  hundred  dollars  each,  as  prescribed  by  law,     7,400  00 

For  compensation  of  the  marshals,      -        -     "-     6,800  00 
For  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  supreme,  cir- 

cuit, and  district  courts  of  the  United  States, 
including  the  District  of  Columbia;  also,  Ibr 
jurors  and  witnesses,  in  aid  of  the  funds  arising 
from  fines,  penalties  and  forfeitures  incurred 
in  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  thirtieth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty,  and  previous  years;  and, 
likewise,  for  defraying  the  expenses  of  suits  in 
which  the  United  States  are  concerned,  and  of 
prosecutions  for  offences  committed  against  the 
United  States,  and  for  safekeeping  of  prisoners,  443,000  00 

For  additional  compensation  for  the  distiiet  judge 
of  Louisiana,  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth 
of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,      -        600  00 

Miscellaneous. 
For  furnishing  the  President's  House,  after  the 

third  day  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  in  addition  to  such  sum  as  may  be  real- 

ized from  the  sale  of  such  articles  furnished  for 
the  same  by  the  United  States  as  may  be  de- 

cayed or  out  of  repair,  or  unfit  for  use,  and  the 
President  may  direct  to  be  sold,  a  sum  (to  be 
expended  under  the  direction  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States)  not  exceeding  -        -    14,600  00 

For  annual  repairs  of  the  Capitol,  ana  attendance 
on  furnaces  in  the  crypt,  attendance  of  water 
closets,  for  public  gardener  and  laborers,  and 
cartage  on  the  Capitol  grounds;  tools,  wire, 
leather,  nails,  stakes,  boxes,  straw  for  grounds, 
and  whitewashing,  graveling  the  walks  in  the  - 
Capitol  grounds,  manure  and  trees  for  ground; 
repairs  of  public  stables,  (lagging,  enclosures, 
&c;  keeping  in  order  the  iron  pipes  that  con- 

vey water  to  the  Capitol  and  public  offices, 
and  repairing  the  damage  by  ireshets  ;  brooms, 
blushes,  wooden  spades,  shoveling  snow;  re- 

pairing abutments  at  Tiber  creek,  and  building 
protecting  walls;  enclosing  and  improving  the 
public  grounds  at  the  north,  south,  and  west 
of  the  Capitol,  and  the  open  triangular  spaces 
on  Pennsylvania  avenue,  -  17,000  00 

For  annual  repairs  of  President's  House,  gar- 
dener, and  laborers,  graveling  the  walks  in 

President's  square,  manure,  leather,  nails,  1 
tools,  &c. ;  and  repairs  of  fence  at  Lafayette 
square,  Fountain  square,  President's  square, 
and  President's  garden,  cartage,  &.C.,       -        -     3,500  00 

For  lighting  Pennsylvania  avenue  rrom  Capitol 
square  to  the  Treasury  Department,  and  com- 

pensation for  one  lamp-lighter  for  the  same, 
and  for  lighting  Capitol  and  Capitol  grounds, 
and  President's  House,     -----     6,000  00 

To  reimburse  tlie  Corporation  of  Washington  the 
cost  of  ereeting  the  half  of  the  City  Hail  build- 

ing, granted  to,  and  occupied  by,  the  Govern- 
ment for  the  circuit,  district,  and  criminal 

courts  of  the  United  States,      -  30,000  00 
For  compensation  and  contingent,  expenses  of  the 

auxiliary  guard,         -        -        -        -:.»,-        -     6,775  00 
For  survey  of  the  coast  of  the  United  States,  in- 

cluding compensation  to  superintendent  and 
assistants,   -  -186,000  00 

For  printing  two  thousand  charts  of  the  bay  of  San 
Francisco  and  river  Sacramento, under  resolu- 

tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
fifteenth  of  January,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-nine,         ,..,.,.-  -        -        -        250  00 

For  completing  the  centre  strip  of  Pennsylvania 
avenue  to  Fifteenth  street  west,       -  1,200  CO 

For  publishing  an  atlas  of  charts,  of  the  surveys 
of  the  northern  and  northwestern  lakes,  made 

under  various"  appropriations,  under  the  diiec- 
tion  of  the  Secretary  of  War,  -        -        -        -     5,000  00 

For  continuing  the  survey  of  the  northern  and 
northwestern  lakes,  ------   10,003  00 

For  the  discharge  of  such  miscellaneous  claims, 
not  otherwise  provided  for,  as  shall  be  admitted 
in  due  course  of  settlement  at  the  treasury,      -     5,000  00 

For  salaries  of  special  examiners  of  drugs,  medi- 
cines, and  chemicals,        --__.     8,00000 

For  salary  of  the  recorder  of  land  titles  in  Mis- 
souri, heretofore  paid  out  of  survey  of  public 

lands,        --------        500  00 
For  the  expenses  that  may  be  incurred  in  the  fur- 

ther execution  of  the  act  of  1st  July,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-eight,  for  the  relief  of  the 
bona  fide  settlers  under  the  acts  for  the  armed 
occupation  of  Florida,  the  provisions  ofsaid  act 
being  continued  and  extended  till  the  first  day 
of  October,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,   -     1,500  00 

For  salaries  of  assistant  treasurers  of  the  United 
States  at  New  York,  Boston,  Charleston,  and 
St.  Louis,  --------  11,500  00 

For  additional  salaries  of  treasurers  of  the  mint  at 
Philadelphia  and  branch  mint  at  New  Orleans,     1,000  00 

For  salaries  of  ten  clerks,  authorized  by  the  act 
of  the  sixth  of  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-six,  and  of  the  twelfth  of  August,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-eight,  -----     9,000  00 

e 

For  salary  of  lire  chief  clerk  to  assistant  treasurer, 
New  York,        -------     1,500  00 

For  contingent  expenses  under  the  act  for  the  safe- 
keeping, collection,  transfer,  and  disbursement 

of  the  public  revenue,  of  sixth  August,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-six,      -----  15.000  00 

For  compensation  to  special  agents  to  examine 
books,  accounts,  and  money  on  hand  in  the  de- 

positories, under  the  act  of  the  sixth  August, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,        -  5,000  00 

For  support,  clothing,  and  medical  treatment  of 
insane  paupers  ol  the  District  of  Columbia,       -     6,403  00 

For  the  support,  care,  and  medical  treatment  of 
twelve   transient  pauper  medical   or  surgical 
patients  in  the  Washington  Infirmary,  to  be  ex- 

pended under  the  direction  of  the  Commissioner 
of  Public  Buildings,  ------     2,00003 

For  the  warden,  clerk,  physician, chaplain,  three 
assistant  keepers,  five  guards,  and  messenger 
of  the  Penitentiary  of  the  District  of  Colum- 

bia,   -        -        -   -     8,550  09 
For  tli roe  inspectors  ofsaid  Penitentiary,    -        -        300  00 
For  expenses  of  loans  and  treasury  notes,  -        -  20,000  00 
And  for  the  same  during  the  remainder  of  the 

current  fiscal  year,    ------     6,00000 
To  make  good  a  deficiency  in  the  fund  for  the 

relief  of  sick  seamen,        -----   15,00000 
For  repairs  of  the  custom-house  and  wharf  at  Ply-        > 

mouth,  North  Carolina,    -----        100  00 
For  the  purchase  of  such  scientific  works  as  are 

necessary  for  the  use.  of  the  patent  Office,        -     1,500  00 

For  compensation  of  librarian,    -       -  9  ■-       -        500  00 For  the  collection  of  agricultural  statistics  and 
other  purposes,-        ------     3,500  00 

For  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  chemical  analy- 
sis of  vegetable  substances  produced  and  used 

for  the  food  of  man  and  animals  in  the  United 
States,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Patents,    -        -        -        -     1,000  00 

Towards  the  erection  of  the  wings  of  the  Patent 
Office  building,  according  to  the  original  plan, 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  -  50,000  00 

For  the  purchase  ofa  building  for  a  custom-house 
at  Porlland,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  a  sum  not 
exceeding  -------  149,000  00 

For  the  purchase  ofa  building  erected  by  the  pres- 
ident and  directors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 

States  for  a   banking  house   in   ttie  town  of 

Erie,  Fennsyivania„  to  be  used  as  a  custom- 
house,       --------  29,000  03 

For  continuing  the  construction  of  the  custom- 
house at  Savannah,  in  Georgia,        -  35,000  00 

For  the  construction  ofa  custom-house  at  Charles- 
ton, South  Carolina,          -----  50,000  00 

To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  pay  for  twelve  copies  of  the  Congres- 

sional Globe,  and  twelve  copies  of  the  Appen- 
dix, for  each  member  of  the  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives, under  the  resolution  of  the  first  of 
March,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-seven,       -     8,280  00 

To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives to  pay  for  five  hundred  and   thirty-six 

copies  of  the  seventh   volume  of  the   Docu- 
mentary History  of  the  American  Revolution, 

being  the  first  volume  of  the  fifth  series  of  that 
work,         --------     8,747  52 

For  the  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to 
tire  surplus  fund,)  for  payment  to  the  widow  of 
James  McDonald,  deceased,  said  McDonald's 
share  of  the  sum  granted  by  Congress  for  dis- 

tribution as  prize  money  among  the  captors  of 
the  British  brig  Detroit,  during  the  last  war 
with  Great  Britain,  ------  37  50 

For  the  purchase  ofa  site  for  a  new  custom-house 
at  Norfolk,  Virginia,  -----   12,000  00 

For  the  erection  of  a  custom-house  at  Eastport,  in 
the  State  of  Maine,  in  addition  to  the  amount 
heretofore  appropriated  for  that  object,    -        -   13,000  00 

For  continuing  the  construction  of  the  custom- 
house in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,    -        -        -150,000  00 

For  continuing  the  publication  of  the  works  of 
the  Exploring  Expedition,  including  the  salary 
of  the  horticulturist  and  addition  to  the  green- 

house,       --------   15,000  00 
For  completing  the  geological  survey  and  explora- 

tion of  the  mineral  lands  in  Michigan,  Wiscon- 
sin, and  Iowa,  in  addition  to  the  amount  here- 

tofore appropriated  lor  that  service,  -        -        -   16,000  00 
To  pay  A.  J.  Glossbrenner  for  work  dorfe  in  re- 

arranging and  classifying  the  volumes  in  the 
copyright  room  in  the  Department  of  State,  in 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,     -  250  00 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  War  to  execute  the 
survey  and  examination  of  the  Potomac  river, 
ordered  by  a  resolution  of  the  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives of  the  eighth  August,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-eight,         -----     1,500  00 

For  additional  compensation  to  the  messenger  of 

the  Post  Office  Department,  so  as  to  place  them  • 
on  the  same  footing  as  the  messenger  of  the 
other  departments,   ------        130  00 

For  the  expenses  incurred  under  the  joint  reso- 
lution of  August  eleventh,  eighteen   hundred 

and  forty-eight — "A  resolution  authorizing  the 
submission  of  certain  claims  to  arbitration,"    -     2,500  08 

For  the  expenses  that  may  be  incurred  in  the  fur- 
ther execution  of  the  act  of  first  of  July,  eighteen 

hundred  and  forty-eight,  for  the  relief  of  the 
bona  fide  settlers  under  tffe  acts  for  the  armed 

occupation  of  Florida,  the  provisions  of  said 
act  being  continued  and  extended  till  the  first 

day  of  October,  eighteen  hundred  and  fortv- 
nine,-        --------     1,50000 

To  Robert  Beale,  for  his  services  and  expenses 
incurred  in  a  journey  to  Virginia  to  notify  Pres- 

ident Tyler  of  his  accession  to  the  Presidency,  300  00 
For  the  correction  of  erroneous  and  defective  sur- 

veys in  southern  Michigan,  at  a  rate  not  ex- 
ceeding six  dollars  per  mile,     -  10,000  00 
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To  supply  a.deficiency  in  the  appropriation  in  the 
act  entitled  "  An  act  to  supply  deficiencies  in 
the  appropriations  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  the 
thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  approved  the  twenty-sixth  of  January, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,"  under  a 
resolution  of  the  House  of  the  seventh  of  Au- 

gust, eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  direct- 
ing the  Clerk  to  furnish  the  members  of  the 

House  the  books  therein  authorized,        -        -     3,693  50 
For  the  redemption  of  the  treasury  scrip  heretofore 

issued  for  the  satisfaction  of  the  bounties  prom- 
ised to  the  non-commissioned  officers,  musi- 

cians, and  privates,'by  the  ninth  section  of  the 
act  of  the  eleventh  of  February,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  forty-seven,  to  raise  for  a  limited  time 
an  additional  military  force,  and  for  other  pur- 

poses, and  for  th'e  satisfaction  in  money  of  such bounties  due  under  said  section  of  said  act  as 
those  to  whom  they  are  due  may  elect  to  receive 
in  money  instead  of  land,         -        -        -        -300,000  00 

For  completing  the  room  under  the  post  office  of    • 
the  Senate,  and  the  staircases  and   passages 
communicating  therewith,    and    the    circular 
room  on  the  upper  floor  of  the  Capitol,    -     ,-     4,030  00 

For  cleaning  out  and  deepening  that  portion  of 
the  Washington  city  canal  which  passes  through 
and  along  the  public  grounds,  to  be  expended 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  --------  20,000  00 

For  sewer  under  Fifteenth  street,  to  be  expended 
under  the  direction  of  the  Topograuhica!  Bu- 

reau, -.•------     2,160  00 
For  pavment  of  annuities  and  grants  by  special 

acts  of  Congress,      ------        750  00 
For  payment,  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  to  Wil- 

liam C.  Reddall  and  William  C.  Zantzinger, 
equally  to  be  divided  between  them,  the  sum 
of  seven  hundred  and  seventy-one  dollars  and 
forty-three  cents,  which  has  been  already  ap- 

propriated for  clerk  hire  in  the  State  Depart- 
ment, but  not  drawn  from  the  treasury,   -        -        77143 

For  the  expenses  incurred  under  the  joint  resolu- 
tion of  August  eleventh,  eighteen  hundred  and 

forty-eight,  entitled  "A  resolution  authorizing 
the  submission  of  certain  claims  to  arbitra- 

tion,"                 -     2,500  00 

Light-house.  Establishment. 
For  supplying  light-houses,  containing  two  thou- 

sand eight  hundred  and  forty-three  lamps,  with 
oil,  tube  glasses,  wicks,  huff  skins,  whiting,  and 
cotton  cloth,  transportation,  and  other  expenses 
thereon,  and  for  repairing  and  keeping  in  repair 
the  lighting  apparatus,       -----  135,103  60 

For  repairs  and  incidental  expenses,  refitting  and 
improvement  of  light-houses  and  buildings  con- 

nected therewith,     ------  81,714  04 
For  salaries  of  two  hundred  and  seventy-four 

keepers  of  light-houses,  and  fifteen  assistants, 
(twenty  of  them  charged  with  double  and  two 
with  triple  lights,)  including  one  thousand  two 
hundred  dollars  for  thatof  an  inspector  of  lights 
on  the  upper  lakes,    -----        -116,19833 

For  salaries  of  thirty-three  keepers  of  floating 
lights,   -        -  17,850  00 

For  seamen's  wages,  repairs,  and  supplies  for  m 
thirty-three  floating  lights,         -  84,386  65 

For  expenses  of  weighing,  mooring,  cleansing, 
and  supplying  losses  of  beacons,  buoys,  chains, 
and  sinkers,       -------  29,677  46 

For  expenses  incurred  by  superintendents  in  vis- 
iting light-houses  annually,  and  examining  and 

reporting  their  condition,  -  2,000  00 
For  superintendents' commissions,  at  two-and-a- 

half  per  cent,  on  the  four  hundred  and  sixty-six 
thousand  nine  hundred  and  thirty  dollars  and 

eight  cents,  appropriated  above  for  light-house 
purposes,  -        -        .        -        -        -        -        -   11,673  25 

For  completing  the  light-house  oh  Brandywine 
Shoal,  Delaware  Bay,       -----    29,802  61 

For  completing  ihe  light-house  on  Carysfort  reef, 
coast  of  Florida.        ------   31,590  76 

To  pay  the  balance  due  to  Ehenezer  Warner,  for 
constructi  ng  the  I  ight-houseat  White  Fish  point, 
on  Lake  Superior,    ------     3,298  00 

For  illuminating  apparatus  for  the  light-house  at 
Minot's  rock,  Boston  harbor,  Massachusetts,  -     4,500  00 

For  the  reimbursement  of  the  New  York,  Provi- 
dence, and  Boston  Railroad  Company,  and  the 

New  Jersey  Steam  Navigation  Company,  for 
their  expenses  in  maintaining  a  light-boat  on 
Eel  Grass  Shoals,  in  Fisher's  Island  Sound, 
from  the  month  of  November,  in  the  year  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-seven,  to  the  present 
time,  -       -   10,407  00 

,  Hospitals. 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Pittsburg,  -   11,667  00 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Louisville,  -   11^667  00 
For  completion  of  the  marine  hospital  at  Cleve- 

land,-       -   -     6,667  00 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Chicago,     -  2(),f00  CO 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Paducah,   -  20,0U0  00 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Natchez,  -  20,000  00 
For  completion  of  marine  hospital  at  Napoleon, 

Arkansas,-        -------   20,000  00 
For  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  marine  hospital  at 

or  near  St.  [jouis,  Missouri,  in  addition  to  the 
ten  thousand  dollars  heretofore  appropriated  by 
the  actapproved  August  third,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-eight,  for  the  same  object,-  -  -  20,000  00 

To  enable  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  collect 
facts  and  information  in  relation  to  marine  hos- 

pitals and  the  marine  hospital  fund,  and  to  re- 
port to  Congress  wljat  alterations  are  necessary 

and  practicable  in  the  administration  of  the 

•  same,  -  -•-,.-_     i;ooi  00 

Surveys  of  Public  Lands. 
For  surveying  the  public  lauds,  in  addition  to 

the  unexpended  balance  of  former  appropria- 
tions, viz : 

Forsurveying  the  publie  lands,  includinginciden- 
tal  expenses,  to  be  apportioned  to  the  several 
districts,  according  to  ihe„exigencies  of  the  pub- 

lic service,  the  part  to  be  applied  to  the  surveys 
of  the  mineral  legions  of  Michigan,  Wisconsin, 
and  Iowa,  in  the  location  of  private  claims  in 
Florida,  to  be  disbursed  at  augmented  rates,    -  115,000  00 

For  surveys  in  the  southern  part  of  Missouri,  east 
of  the  meridian,  at  live  dollars  per  mile,  on  ac-  • 
count  of  the  difficulties  in  executing  surveys  in 
thatseetion  of  the  Stale,  owing  to  lakes,  swamps, 

•    and  marshes,     -   4,000  00 
For  the  correction  of  erroneous  and  defective 

surveys,  ii>  small  and  detached  portions,  in  Illi- 
nois and  Missouri,  at  a  rate  not  exceeding  six 

dollars  per  mile,         -   1,200  00 
For  completing  surveys  of  the  towns  and  villages 

in  Missouri,  named  in  the  acts  of  eighteen  bun- 
dled arid  twelve  and  eighteen  hundred  and 

twenty-lour,  including  office  work,  -        -        -     2,000  00 
For  completing  certain  surveys  in  Arkansas,  at 

the  increased  rates,  in  consequence  of  the  pecu- 
liar difiiculties  attending  the  execution  of  them,       850  03 

Intercourse  with  Foreign  Nations. 
For  salaries  of  the  Ministers  of  the  United  States 

to  C real  Britain,  France,  Russia,  Prussia,  Spain, 

Brazil,  and  Mexico,  ------   63,000  00 
Fur  outfits  of  said  ministers,         -        -        -«.  "-   63,000  00 For  salaries  of  the  secretaries  of  legation  to  the 

same  places,      -        -        -        -        -        -  _  *   14,000  CO 
For  salary  of  minister  resident  to  Turkey,  -        -    -b,000  CO For  salary  of  the   dragoman  to  the  legation  to 

Turkey,     --------     2,500  CO 
For  the  outfit  of  a  minister  to  the  Germanic  Con- 

federation,        -------     9,00000 
For  one  year's  salary  for  the  said  minister,  -        -     9,000  00 
For  one  year's  salary  for  a  secretary  of  legation  to 

the  said  mission,       -        -        -        -        -        -     2,000  00 
For  outfit  of  a  minister  to  the  Government  of 

Chili,         --------     9,000  00 

For  salary  of  said  minister,  -        -        -•".•-        -     9,U0J  00 
For  Abraham  Rencher,  late  charge  d'affaires  to 

Portugal,  such  sum  as  the  Secretary  of  State, 
upon  adjusting  iiis  claim,  shall  ailow  for  his 
unavoidable  detention  abroad  from  second  Jan- 

uary, eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  to  the 
sixteenth  September  following:  Provided,  such 
sum  shall  not  exceed  the  rate  of  his  official 
salary.    [Indefinite.] 

For  salaries  of  charges  d'affaires  to  Portugal, 
Austria,  Denmark,  Sweden,  Holland,  Belgium, 
Naples,  Sardinia,  the  Papal  States,  Chili,  Peru, 
New  Granada,  Venezuela,  Buenos  Ayres,  Bo- 

livia, Gautemala,  and  Ecuador,        -  76,500  00 
For  outfits  for  said  charges  d'affaires,  -        -        -  7d,o00  00 
For  contingent  expenses  of  foreign  intercourse,  -  3u,U00  00 
For  expenses  of  intercourse  with  the  Barbary 

Powers,     --------     9,000  00 
For  salary  of  the  consul  at  London,     -        -        -     2,000  00 
Forsalaiy  of  the  commissioner  to  the  Sandwich 

Islands,     --------     3,0J0  00 
For  payment  of  the  salary  of  the  commissioner  to 

the   Sandwich   Islands,  from   the  commence- 
ment of  the  salary  of  Mr.  Eames  to  the  termi- 

nation of  that  of  Mr.  Ten  Eyck,  so  much  as  is 
necessary  of  the  sum  of  fifteen  hundred  dol- 

lars, --------'-     1,500  00 
For  interpreters,  guards,  and  other  expenses,  of 

the  consulates  at  Constantinople,  Smyrna,  and 
Alexandria,       -------     1,530  00 

For  salary  of  the  commissioner  to  reside  in  China, 
including  additional  compensation,  under  the 
act  of  ereventh  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 

forty-eight,        -------     6,000  00 
For  compensation  to  Peter  Parker,  secretary  of 

legation  and  Chinese  interpreter  at  Canton,  for 
his  services  as  charge  d'affaires  of  the  United 
States  at  said  place,  from  the  twenty-eighth  day 
of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-seven,  to 
the  twenty-first  day  of  August,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  forty-eight,  being  the  interval  between 
the  death  of  Alexander  Everett,  late  commis- 

sioner at,  Canton,  and  the  actual  arrival  of  John 
W.  Davis,  the  present  commissioner,  after  the 
rate  of  four  thousand  five  hundred  dollars  per 
annum,  (deducting  his  salary  as  such  secretary, 
and  two  thousand  dollars  already  paid  him  to- 

wards said  service,)  the  sum  of,       -        -        -        295  92 
For  salary  of  the  interpreter  and  secretary  to  said 

mission,    --------     2,500  00 
For  buoys  on  and  near  the  bar  of  Nassau  river, 

and  on  the  coasts  of  Georgia  and  Florida,  in 

the  neighborhood  thereof,         -  1,030  00 
For  compensation  to  the  consuls  at  the  five  Chi- 

nese ports,  viz  :  Kwangchow,  Amoy,  Fuchow, 

Ningpo,  and  Shanghae,      -----     5,000  00 
For  salary  of  consul  general  at  Alexandria,         -     3,000  00 
For  salary  of  consul  at  Beirout,    -        -        -        -        500  00 
For  the  relief  and  protection  of  American  seamen 

in  foreign  countiies,  -        -  -103,000  00 
For  clerk  hire,  office  rent,  and  other  expenses  of 

the  office  of  the  consul  of  the  United  States  at 
London,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -        -     2,830  00 

For  office  rent  of  the  consul  at  Basle,  in  Switzer- 
land, --------        1C0  00 

And  for  office  rent  from  June  thirtieth,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-five,  to  the  close  of  the  cur- 

rent fiscal  year,         ------        400  CO 
For  procuring  medals  for  Indians,       -  2,500  00 
For  the  payment  of  a  compensation  of  one-half 

per  centum  to  each  designated  depository  pro- 
vided to  be  appointed  under  act  of  August 

sixth,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,      -        -  20,000  00 

For  the  purchase  of  the  remaining  manuscript 
books  and  papers  of  George  Washington,         -  20,000  00 

For  the  purchase  of  the  remaining  manuscript 

books  and  papers  of  James  Monroe,         -        -  20,000  00 

^5,bb2,U0  71 By  the  act  to  supply  'deficiencies  in  the  appropriations 
for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  thirtieth 

of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine. 
For  contingent  expenses  of  the  General  Land  Of- 

fice, to  cover  a  deficiency  in  appropriation  for 
parchment,  the  increase  required  to  satisfy  mil- 

itary locations  being  uiucu  greater  than  was 
estimated,  -------  $4,000  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  the  office  of  the  Regis- 
ter of  the  Treasury,  for  amount  due  on  an  ac- 

count for  printing  and  binding  blank  books  for 
the  entry  of  the  collectors'  quarterly  returns  of 
the  commerce  and  navigation  of  their  several 
districts,    -        -        -        -        -        -        -        -        975  CO 

For  salary  of  the  Governor  and  Superintendent  of 
Indian  Affairs  of  Oregon  Territory,  from  eight- 

eenth August,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight, 
to  thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty- 
nine,  at  three  thousand  dollars  per  annum,  per 
act  fourteenth  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 

forty-eight,    ,     -        -        -        -        -        -      •-     2,603  74 
For  salaries  of  the  chief  justice  and  two  asso- 

ciate judges  of  Oregon  Territory,  at  two  thou- 
sand dollars  each  per  annum,  from  fourteenth 

August,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  to 
thirtieth  June,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine, 
per  same  act,     -------     5,256  29 

For  salary  of  the  secretary  of  Oregon  Territory, 
from  fourteenth  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-eight,  to  thirtieth  June,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-nine,  at  fifteen  hundred  dollars  per 
annuin„per  same  act,        -----     1,316  58 

For  salaries  of  district  attorney  and  marshal  of 
Oregon  Territory,  from  fourteenth  August,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  forty-eight,  to  thirtieth  June^ 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-nine,  at  two  hun- 

dred dollars  each  per  annum,  per  same  act,     -        351  OJ! 
For  the  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to 

the  surplus  fund,)  being  for  the  purchase  ofagri- 
cultuial   implements,  cattle,  and   mechanics' tools  for  the  Ottawas  and  Chippe  was,  stipulated 
in  the  fourth  clause  of  the  fourth  article  of  the 

treaty  of  twenty-eighth  March,  eighteen  hun-  • 
dred  and  thirty-six,  ------     5,406  47 

For  payment  of  services  of  blacksmith  and  striker 
of  the  Choctaws,  rendered  after  the  treaty  pro- 

vision had  expired  by  limitation,  and  before  he 
was  notified  thereof,  and  for  coal  furnished  the 
shop  during  the  same  time,       -  156  98 

For  expenses  of  an  agent  in  taking  the  census  of 
the  North  Carolina  Cherokees,  under  the  fourth 
section  of  the  act  of  twenty-ninth  July,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  forty-eight,  -        -        -        -        400  CO 
For  continuing  the  collecting  and  digesting  ofsuch 

statistics  and  materials  as  may  illustrate  the  his- 
tory, the  present  condition,  and  future  prospects 

of  the  Indian  tribes  of  the  United  States,  -        -     5,000  00 
For  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to  the 

surplus  fund,)  for  pay,  subsistence,  and  cloth- 
ing of  the  company  of  sappers,  miners,  and  pon- 

toniers,  and  for  carrying  out  the  other  purposes 
of  the  act  of  May  fifteenth,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-six,     -------  23,259  40 To  enable  the  Clerk  ©f  the  House  to  furnish  to 
members  of  the  House  the  books  authorized  by 
the  resolution  of  the  seventh  of  August,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  forty-eight,'  -        -        -        -   76,000  00 
For  copying  abstracts  from  old  sea  journals,  for 

the  "  wind  and  current  charts,"  and  for  pay- 
ment of  duties  on  books,  maps,  charts,  and  in- 

struments imported  for  the  use  of  the  navy,     -     4,000  00 
For  salary  of  the  secretary  to  sign  patents, for  pub- 

lic lands,  ---------     1,500  00 
To  pay  two  messengers  in  the  Pension  Office,  in 

addition'to  those  now  employed,  at  the  rate  of 
four  hundred  dollars  each  per  annum,  for  the 

last  two  quarters  of  the  current  fiscal  year,      -        400  00 
For  furnishing  sixteen  rooms  in  the  new  building 

occupied  by  the  Pension  Office,  at  an  average 
of  one  hundred  dollars  per  room,  for  carpets, 

matting,   desks,    tables,  shelves,    book-cases, 
chairs,  and  other  necessary  articles,         -        -     1,600  00 

For  compensation  to  the  Commissioner  in  China, 
under  the  act  to  carry  into  effect  certain  pro- 
visionsin  the  treaties  between  theUnited  States 
and  China  and  the  Ottoman  Porte,  of  eleventh 
August,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,        -        583  33 

For  compensation  to  the  consuls  of  the  United 
States  at  the  five  ports  in  China,  viz  :  Kwang- 

chow, Amoy,  Fuchow,  Ningpo,  and  Shanghae, 
under  the  same  act,  ------     2,916  67 

For  outfit  of  a  charge  d'affaires  to  the  Papal  States, 
per  act  first  of  May,  eighteen  hundred  and  ten,     4,500  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  the  Senate,       -       -123,000  00 
For  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives, including  the   couipensalion   of  a  ■ 
clerk  to  the  Sergeant-at-anns,at  the  rate  of  four 
dollars  per  day,  during  the  present  session,      -  50,000  00 

For  completing  the  three  rooms  in  the  Capitol  of 
Iowa,  set  apart  for  the  use  of  the  United  States 
courts,  under  a  resolution  of  the  General  As- 

sembly of  Iowa,  approved  January  twenty-two, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,    -        -        -     1,186  72 

For  bringing  to  the  seat  of  government  the  votes 
for  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
Stales,       -.-----,-     9,000  00 

For  the  employment  in  the  Adjutant  General's 
office  of  two  temporary  clerks  for  the  last  half 
of  the  current  fiscal  year,  -       -  1,000  00 

For  the  contingent  expenses  of  the  Pension  Office 
for  the  last  and  the  current  fiscal  years,   -        -     5,566  45 
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For  the  six  swords  ordered  to  be  presented  by  the 
joinfresolution  approved  March  second,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  forty-seven,  -        -  9,000  00 
For  Instruments  necessary  for  the  astronomical 

observations  directed  to  be  made  in  the  south- 

ern hemisphere  by  the  act  of  August  "third, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-eight,  and  forfreight 
and  expenses  on  the  same,        ...        .        .     6,400  00 

$345,393  71 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  certain  fortifi- 
cations of  the  United  States  for  the  year  ending  the 

thirtieth  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 

fifty- For  defensive  works  and  barracks  near  Detroit,   $30,000  00 
For  fortifications  at/outlet  of  Lake  Champlain,    -  20,000  00 
For  defensive  works  and  barracks  at  narrows  of 

Penobscot  river, Maine,    -  -        -  20,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Seammel,  Portland  harbor, 

•  Maine,       --------     5,000  00 
For  repairs  of  fortifications  on  Governor's  Island, 

Boston  harbor,  -------   10,000  00 
For  Fort  Warren,  Boston  harbor,  -  -  -  30,00;i  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Independence,  Boston  harbor,  10,003  00 
For  Fort  Adams,  Newport  harbor,  Rhode  Island, 

and  permanent  quarters  and  barracks  thereat,  -  40,000  00 
For  building  Fort  Trumbull,  New  London,  Con- 

necticut,   -        -        -   10,000  00 
For  Fort  Schuyler,  Long  Island  Sound,       -        -   10,000  00 
For- repairs  of  Fort  Wood,  and  sea-wall  of  Bed- 

low's  Island,     -        -        -        -        -        -        -   15,003  00 
For  repairs  of  Foit  Hamilton,  New  York,   -        -  10,000  00 
For  Fort.  Richmond,  on  Staten  Island,         -        -30,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Lafayette,       -  5,000  00 
For  Fort  Delaware,  on  Pea  Patch  Island,    -        -  50.000  03 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Madison,        -        -        -        -     5.000  00 
For  fort  on  Soller's  Point  flats,  Baltimore  harbor,   40,000  00 
For  Fort  Monroe,  Hampton  Roads,  Virginia,       -  20,000  00 
For  preservation  of  sue  of  Fort  Caswell,  North 

Carolina,   --------  15,000  00 
For  preservation  of  site  at  Fort  Macon,  North 

Carolina,   --------     5,000  00 
For  dike  to  Drunken  Dick  shoal,' Charleston  har- 

bor, South  Carolina,  -----  10,000  00 
For  Fort  Sumter,  Charleston  harbor,  South  Caro- 

lina, ---------  25,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Jackjon,  Savannah  river,       -   15,080  00 
For  Fort  Barrancas,  Peusacola  harbor,  Florida, 

and  barracks  thereat,         -.'_-_  35  000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Morgan,  Mobile  point,  Ala- 

bama,        -        -        -        -        .  .     ._  15,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort.Tackson,  Mississippi  river,     -  15,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  St.  Pnilip,  Mississippi  river,  -  30,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Pike,  Louisiana,    -        -        -   10,000  00 
For  repairs  of  Fort  Wood,  Louisiana,  -        -        -10,000  00 
For  fortifications  on  Florida  reef,' Key  West,       -  75^000  00 For  fortifications  on  Florida  reef,  Garden  Key,   -  50,000  00 
For  repairs  of  sea  wall,  St.  Augustine,         -        -     5  000  00 
For  contingent  expenses  of  engineer  officers  en- 

gaged in  an  examination  of  the  coast  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  on  the  Pacific  ocean,  in  reference  to 

the  defence  of  the  same,   -  6  000  00 

$671,000  00 

73,950  00 

38,500  00 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service 
for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  one  thou- 

sand eight  hundred  and  fifty. 

For  pay  of  commission,  warrant,  .and  petty  offi- 
cers and  seamen,  including  the  engineer  corps 

of  the  navy,       ------     $2,462,500  00 
For  pay  of  superintendents,  naval  constructors, 

and  all  the  civil  establishments  at  the  several 
yards  and  stations,    ------ 

For  provisions  for  commission,  warrant,  and  petty 
officers  and  seamen,  including  enaineers  and 

marines,  attached  to  vessels  for  sea~service,    -685,200  00 For  surgeons'  necessaries  and  appliances  for  the sick  and  hurt  of  the  navy,  including  marine 
corps,        -------- 

For  repair  of  vessels  in  ordinary,  and  for  wear  and 
tear  of  vessels  in  commission,  including  fuel  for 
steamers,  and  the  purchase  of  hemp,        -       1,436,000  00 For  the  construction  at  the  National  Observatory 

-  of  a  magnetic  clock,  under  the  superintendence 
of  Dr.  Lock,  and  to  pay  him  for  the  free  use  by the  United  States  of  his  invention  of  said 
clock,  and  of  all  improvements  that  he  may 
make  thereto,    ------- 

For  paying  the  unsatisfied  demands  upon  the  fund 
for  continuing  the  survey  of  the  coast  on  the 
Gulf  o(  Mexico,  from  Apalachicola  bay  to  the Mississippi,        ------- 

For  the  survey  of  the  reefs,  shoals,  keys,  and coasts  of  South  Florida  by  the  superintendent 
of  the  "  coast  survey,"  and  for  which  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Navy  is  hereby  authorized  to  pro- 
vide .the  requisite  officers,  vessels,  and  crews 

to  said  <■"  coast  survey,"  the  sum  of,  -        -30,000  00 tor  ordnance  and  ordnance  stores,  and  small arms,  including  incidental  expenses,        -        -  257  000  CO 
For  nauiical  hqpks,  maps,  charts,  instruments, and  all  other  expenses  of  the  hydrographieal office,         -        -        -        _        --_ 
For  contingent  expenses  that  may  accrue  for  the 

following  purpose,  viz  :  freight  and  transporta- 
tion ;  printing  and  stationery;  advertising  in newspapers;  books,  maps,  models,  and  draw- 

ings; purchase  and  repair  of  fire  engines  and machinery;  repair  of  and  attending  on  steam- 
engines  in  yards;  purchase  and  maintenance 
of  horses  and  oxen,  and  driving  teams;  carts 
timber-wheels,  and  the  purchase  and  repair  of 
workmen's  tools;  postage  of  public  letters; furniture  for  Government  houses ;  fuel,  oil,  and 

10,000  00 

4,070  00 

58,260  00 

28,200  00 

54,620  53 

candles  for  the  navy-yards  and  shore  stations; 
cleaning  and  clearing  up  yards  ;  watchmen  and 
incidental  labor,  not  chargeable  to  any  other 
appropriation;  labor  attending  the  delivery  of 
stores  and  supplies  on  foreign  stations;  wharf- 

age, dockage,  and  rent;  traveling  expenses  of  • 
officers ;  funeral  expenses ;  store  and  office 
rent;  stationery  and  fuel  to  navy  agents  and  . 
storekeepers;  flags,  awning.-,  and  packing- 
boxes;  premiums  and  other  expenses  of  recruit- 

ing; apprehending  deserters;  per  diem  pay  to 

persons' attending  courts  martial  and  courts  of inquiry,  or  other  service  authorized  bylaw; 
pay  to  judge  advocates  ;  pilotage  and  towage  of 
vessels,  and  assistance  rendered  to  vessels*in 
distress,     -    508,000  00 

For  support  of  the  naval  school  at  Annapolis,  Ma- 
ryland,      -------- 

For  transportation  of  the  United  States  mail  be- 
tween New  York  and  Liverpool;  between  New 

York  and  New  Orleans,  Havana  and  Chagres  ; 
and  between  Panama  and  some  point  in  the 
Territory  of  Oregon,-        -  -874,600  00 

For  the  purchased'  the  right  to  use  A.  D.  Bishop's 
patent  portable  boom-derrick  for  all  Govern- 

ment purposes,-        -        -        -        -        -        -   10,000  00 
For  testing  the  capacity  and  usefulness  of  the 

electro-inagnectic  power,  as  a  mechanical  agent 
for  the  purposes  of  navigation  and  locomotion, 
and  the  probable  cost  of  using  the  same,  accord- 

ing to  the  invention  of  Professor  Page,     -        -  20,000  00 
For  the  construction,  extension,  and  completion 

of  the  following  objects,  and  for  the  current 
repairs,  at  the  several  navy  yards,  viz  : 

Jit  Portsmouth. 

For  completing  powder  magazine  and  smithery  I; 
for  constructing  commander's  quarters,  timber- 
shed  number  twenty-eight,  storehouse  number 
thirty,  dock-wall  west  of  timber  sheds;  for  pa- 

ving timber-shed  number  twenty-seven,  wharf 
and  filling  in  rear  of  number  four;  for  pitch- 
house,  engine-house,  and  filling  in  low  grounds  ; 
and  for  repairs  of  all  kinds,       - 

Jit  Boston. 

Towards  construction  of  sail-loft  and  cordage 
store  ;  for  stone  wall  and  filling  in  southwest  of 
ship-house  H  ;  for  coal-house  near  blacksmith- 
shop,  grading  and  paving  avenue  sixty-three; 
for  anchor  buoys  and  water  tank,  and  for  re- 

pairs of  all  kinds,     ------   132,221  50 
At  JVeto  York. 

For  two  officers'  houses,  cob-dock,  dredging  chan- 
nels, filling  in  land  purchased  between  navy- 

yard  and  hospital,  fence  on  Flushing  avenue, 
filling  in  timber  pond,  paving  and  gutters  to 
avenue,  and  for  repairs  of  all  kinds,  -        -        -  95,000  00 

Jit  Philadelphia. 
For  two  houses  for  officers;  lor  foundation  and 

slip  of  ship-house  G  ;  extension  of  wharves 
number  one,  two,  and  three,  to  port  warden's 
line;  lor  timber  shedD;  for  raising  smiths' 
shop,  and  for  repairs  of  all  kinds,      -  76,027  00 

Jit  Washington. 

For  boiler  and  furnace  for  small  steam-hammer, 
and  boilers  for  steam  engines  numbers  one  and 
three;  for  building  stone  wharf;  for  large  slide 
lathes,  planing  machines,  shafting,  drums,  bo- 

ring, slotting,  and  drilling  machines,  and  small 

lathes,  and  repairs  of  all  kinds,         -,.-'-  44,530  00 
Jit  Norfolk. 

For  slip  number  forty-eight;  continuation  of  quay 
walls,  digging  out  timber  dock,  grading,  paving, 
gutters,  filling  low  grounds,  brick  stables,  water 
cisterns,  engine  house  to  smithery,  coal  house, 
and  repairs  of  all  kinds,    -        -        -        -        -105,844  00 

Jit  Pensacola. 

For  completing  permanent  wharf,  smith  and 
machine  shop,  timber  shed  and  mould  loft, 
water-tank,  lime-house,  paint-shop,  dredging 
machine,  and  lighters,  and  yard  boats;  for  brick 
kitchen  to  officers'  houses,  (eleven,)  six  first 
class  and  six  second  class  houses,  and  repairs 
of  all  kinds,      ------        -200,01355 

Jit  Memphis. 

For  saw-mill,  one-wing  of  storehouse;  to  com- 
plete building  for  officers,  blacksmilhshop,  and 

joiner's  shop;  for  tire  engine,  excavation  and 
embankment,  piling  oh  river  bank,  wall  to  en- 

close yard,  guard-house,  and  enclosure  to  com- 
mandant's house,  pavements,  drains,  and  gut- 

•    ters,  and  repairs  of  all  kinds,    -       -        -        -136,554  00 

Jit  Sackett's  Harbor. 
For  stables  and  fencing  and  repairs  of  all  kinds,  - 

For  hospitals,  viz : 
Jit  Boston — For  repairs  to  road,   fences,   wall, 

whitewashing,  and  general  repairs,  - 
Jit  New  York — For  completing  smalt-pox  building, 

finishing    sewer,   dead-house,   grading,    brick 
barn,  and  stable,  and  general  repairs, 

Jit  Washington — For  general  repairs,  - 
Jit  Norfolk— For  general  repairs,  -        - 

Jit  Pensacola. 

For  repairs  of  hospital  buildings,  medical  officers' 
quarters,  out  buildings,  fences,  and  general  re- 

pairs,        -------- 
For  magazines,  viz : 

At  Boston,    -------- 

1,500  00 

-     1,500  00 

11,300  00 150  00 

1,000  00 

1,750  00 
150  00 

At  New  York,      -        -        -        -        -        - '       -        200  00 
At  Washington,    -------        150  00 
At  Norfolk,  -   -        150  00 

For  stone  and  floating  dry-docks,  viz  : 

For  completing  the  stone  dry-dock  building  at 
New  York,        ------        -4G0,000GO 

For  the  construction  of  the  floating  dry-dock  to 
be  built  at  Kittery,    -----        -200,03000 

For  the  construction  of  the  floating  dry-dock  to 
be  built  at  Philadelphia,    -  -200,000  00 

For  the  construction  of  the  floating  dry-dock  to 
be  built  at  Pensacola,        -  -250,000  00 

For  improvements  and  superintendence  at  naval 
depOt  near  N^w  Orleans,  -  1,750  00 

Marine  Corps. 

For  pay  of  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
musicians,  privates,  ami  servants,  serving  on 
shore,  subsistence  of  officers,  and  pay  for  un- 

drawn clothing,         -----        -209,01200 
For  provisions  for  marines,  serving  on  shore,      -  30,674  80 
For  clothing,         -------   42,94800 
For  fuel,        --------  13,158  00 
For  military  stores,  repair  of  arms,  pay  of  armor- 

ers, accoutrements,  ordnance  stores,  flags, 

drums,  fifes,  and  musical  instruments,  -        -     6,000  00 
For  transportation  of  officers  and  troops,  and  ex- 

penses of  recruiting,         -  8,000  00 
For  repairs  of  barracks,  and  rent  of  temporary 

barracks  and  offices  for  commanding  officers,  -     6,000  00 
For  contingencies,  namely:  freight,  ferriage,  cart- 

age, wharfage,  compensation  to judges  advocate 
per  diem,  for  attending  courts  martial,  courts 
of  inquiry,  and  for  constant  labor,  house  rent 
in  lieu  of  quarters,  burial  of  deceased  marines, 
printing,  stationery,  forage,  postage.- pursuit  of 
deserters,  candles,  oil,  straw,  furniture,  bed 

sacks,  spades,  axes,  shovels,  picks,  carpenter's  . tools,  keep  of  a  horse  for  the  messenger,  pay  of 
matron,  washerwoman,  and  porter  at  the  hos- 

pital headquarters,     ------   18,184  00 
To  supply  a  deficiency  in  the  appropriation  of  the 

third  of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  foity- 
seven,  for  two  buoy  boats,  one  on  the  eastern 
end  ofTuckernuck  shoal,  and  the  other  on  the 
end  of  Great  or  Sandy  Rip  shoal,      -  205  53 

For  meterolngieal  observations,  to  be  conducted 
under  the  direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,        -   2,000  00 

$9,508,882  91 
By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 

the  army  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred,  and  fifty. 

For  pay  of  the  army,   $1,635,582  00 
For  commutation   of   officers'   subsistence,  in-  \ 

eluding  the  additional  rations  for  commissioned 

officers  commanding  "arsenals"  or '''armories," being  separate  and  fixed  or  "  permanent  posts" 
of  the  army  of  the  United  States,      -        -        -561,800  00 

For  commutation  of  forage  for  officers' horses,  -104,736  00 

For  payments  in  lieu  of  clothing  for  officers'  serv- 
ants, ---------  36,200  00 

For  expenses  of  recruiting,  -----  38,052  00 
For  three  months'  extra  pay  to  non-commissioned 

officers,  musicians,  and  privates,  on  rcenlist- 
ment,         -------  10,000  00 

For  the  regular  supplies  of  the  quartermaster's 
department,  consisting  of  fuel,  forage  in  kind 
for  the  authorized  number  of  officers'  horses,       -    - 
and  for  the  horses,  mules,  and  oxen   of  the 
quartermaster's  department,  at  the  several  mil- 

itary posts  and  stations,  and  with  the  armies  in 
the  field,  and  for  the  horses  of  the  first  and 
second  regiments  of  dragoons,  the  four  compa- 

nies  of   light  artillery,  and  the  regiment  of 
mounted  riflemen;  of  straw  for  soldiers' bed- 

ding, and  of  stationery,  including  companyvand. 
other  Wank  books  for  the  army,  certificates  for 
discharged  soldiers,  blank  forms  for  the  pay 
and  quartermaster's  department,  and  for  the 
printing  of  division  and  department  orders  and 
army  regulations,      -----        -500.000  00 

For  the  incidental  expenses  of  the  quartermaster's 
department,  consisting  of  postage  on  letters  and 
packets  received  and  sent  by  officers  on  public 
service  ;  expenses  of  courts  martial  and  courts 
of  inquiry,  including  the  additional  compensa- 

tion to  judge  advocates,  recorders,  members, 
and  witnesses,  while  on  that  service,  under  the 
act  of  March  sixteenth,  eighteen  hundred  and 
two;  extra  pay  to  soldiers  employed  in  the 
erection  of  barracks,  quarters,  storehouses,  and 
hospitals,  the  construction  of  roads,  and  other 
constant  labor,  under  the  direction  of  the  quar- 

termaster's department,  for  periods  of  not  less 
than  ten  days,  under  the  act  of  second  March, 
eighteen  hundred  and  nineteen;  expenses  of 
expresses  to  and  from  the  frontier  posts  and 
armies  in  the  field,  of  escorts  to  paymasters, 
other  disbursing  officers,  and  trains,  where 
military  escorts  cannot  be  furnished  ;  expense 
of  the  interment  of  non-commissioned  otiicers 
and  soldiers;  hire  of  laborers  in  the  quarter- 

master's department ;  compensation  of  clerks 
to  the  officers  of  the  quartermaster's  depart- 

ment; compensation  to  wagon  and  forage 
masters,  authorized  by  the  act  of  the  fifth 
of  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-eight; 
for  the  apprehension  of  deserters,  and  the  ex- 

penses incident  to  their  pursuit;  the  various 
expenditures  necessary  to  keep  the  first  and 
second  regiment  of  dragoons,  the  four  com- 

panies of  light  artillery,  and  the  regiment  of 
mounted  riflemen  complete,  including  the  pur- 

chase of  traveling  forges,  blacksmiths'  and 
shoeing  tools,  horse  and  mule  shoes,  iron,  hire 
of  veterinary  surgeons,  medicines  for  horses 
and  mules,'       ------        -275.003  00 
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For  the  purchase  of  horses  required  for  the  first 
and  second  regiments  of  dragoons,  the  four  com- 

panies of  light  artillery,  and  the  regiment  of 
mounted  riflemen,    -        -        -        -        --      -100,000  00 

For  constructing,  repairing,  and  enlarging  bar- 
racks, quarters,  hospitals,  storehouses,  stables, 

wharves,  and  ways,  at  the  several  posts  and 
army  depots;  for  temporary  cantonments,  gun- 
houses  for  the  protection  of  cannon,  including 
the  necessary  tools  and  materials  for  the  objects 
enumerated,  and  for  the  authorized  furniture 
for  barrack  rooms  of  non-commissioned  officers 
and  soldiers  ;  rent  of  quarters  for  officers,  bar- 

racks and  hospitals  for  troops,  where  there  are 
no  public  buildings  for  their  accommodation  ; 
for  storehouses  for  the  safe-keeping  of  military 
stores,  and  of  grounds  for  summer  cantonments 
and  encampments,    -----        -  330,000  00 

For  mileage,  or  the  allowance  made  to  officers 
for  the  transportation  of  themselves  and  bag- 

gage, when  traveling  on  duty  without  troops,    -  75,000  00 
For  the  transportation  of  the  army,  including  the 

baggage  of  the  troops  when  moving  either  by 
land  or  water;  of  clothing,  camp  and  garrison 
equipage,  and  horse  equipments,  from  the 
dep&ts  at  Philadelphia  and  New  York  to  the 
several  posts  and  army  depdts  ;  of  subsistence, 
from  the  places  of  purchase  and  from  the  places 
of  delivery,  under  contract,  to  such  places  as 
the  circumstances  of  the  service  may  require  it 
to  be  sent;  of  ordnance,  ordnance  stores,  and 
small  aims,  from  the  foundries  and  armories  to 
the  arsenals,  fortifications,  frontier  posts,  and 
army  dep6ts  ;  freights,  tolls,  and  ferriages;  the 
purchase  and  hire  of  horses,  wagons,  mules, 

oxen,  carts,'drays,  ships,  and  other  sea-going 
vessels  and  boats,  for  the  transportation  of  sup- 

plies and  for  garrison  purposes;  drayage  and 
cartage  at  the  several  posts,  hire  of  teamsters  ; 
transportation  of  funds  for  the  pay  and  other 
disbursing  departments  ;  the  expense  of  sailing 
public  transports  on  the  various  rivers,  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico,  and  in  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  ;  and 
of  procuring  water  at  such  posts  as,  from  their 
situation,  require  it,  -        -  -750,000  00 

For  medical  and  hospital  departments,        -        -  52,003  CO 
Forarmament  of  fortifications,     -  -100,000  00 
For  purchase  of  ordnance,  ordnance  stores,  and 

supplies;    -   "-        -100,000  00 
For  current  expenses  of  the  ordnance  service,    -  lu0,000  00 
For  manufacture  of  arms  at  the  national  arm- 

ories, -        -        _        -        -  -380,003  00 
For  the  purchase  of  Colt's  revolving  pfstols,  if  the 

Secretary  of  War  should  deem  it  advisable  and 
proper,       --------  50,000  00 

For  repairs  and  improvements,  and  new  machin- 
ery at  the  Harper's  Ferry  armory,     -  62,620  00 

For  repairs  and  improvements,  and  new  machin- 
ery at  the  Springfield  armory,  -        -        -        -   82,500  00 

For  arsenals,         -------  74,231  00 
For  purchase  of  a  lot  of  ground  at  Harper's  Ferry, 

Virginia,  contiguous  to  the  public  buildings,     -        200  00 
For  purchase  of  land  at  Springfield  armory,  to  be 

flowed  by  raising  the  dam  at  the  upper  shop, 
and  of  a  lot  on  the  northwest  corner  of  the  arm- 

ory grounds,       -        -        -        -        -  ■      -        -     9,000  00 
For  purchase  of  a  site  for  magazine  at  St.  Louis 

arsenal,' at  a  suitable  point  without  the  city,    -     5,000  00 For  surveys  in  reference  to  the  military  defences 
of  the  frontier,  inland  and  Atlantic,  -        -   10,000  00 

For  the  purchase  of  land  adjoining  the  Frankford 

arsenal,  Pennsylvania,      ------  20,030  00 
For  erecting  suitable  buildings  and  machinery  for 

the  manufacture  of  percussion  caps  at  the  same 
place,         --------  15,000  00 

To  defray  the  expense  of  compiling,  arranging, 
publishing,  and  supervising  the  publication  of  a 
new  edition  of  the  Ordnance  Manual,  of  fifteen 

hundred  copies,         -----.-_     6,000  00 
To  defray  the  expenses  of  topographical  surveys 

ofrout.es  from  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  "to the  Pacific  ocean,      ------   50,000  00 
To  provide  for  the  payment  for  secret  services 

rendered  to  the  United  Slates  in  the  war  with 
Mexico,  and  to  be  expended  uuderthe  direction 
of  the  Presirj/ent  of  the  United  States,       -        -  50,000  00 

For  carrying  into  effect  the  treaty  of  the  United 
States  with  the  Slockbridge  tribe  of  Indians  of 
the  twenty-fourth  November,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-eight,  ------  52,804  85 

$5,585,755  85 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Military  Academy  for  the  year  ending  the  thir- 

tieth of  June,  one   thousand  eight  hundred  and 

ffly- For  pay  of  officers,  instructors,  cadets,  and  mu- 
sicians,       $79,764  00 

For  commutation  of  subsistence,         -  5.621  00 
For  forage  for  officers'  horses,      -  2  496  00 
For  clothing  for  officers' servants,        -        -        -   .    '400  00 
For  repairs,  fuel,  apparatus,  forage   for  public 

horses  and  oxen,  stationery,  printing,  and  other 
incidental  and  contingent  expenses,         -        -  23,460  00 

For  the  increase  and  expenses  of  the  library,       -     1,000  00 
For  expenses  of  the  Roard  of  Visitors,         -        -     1,033  61 
For  barracks  for  cadets,        -----  40,000  00 
For  new  mess  hall,       ------     o\000  00 
For  riding  hall,      -------     o^OO  00 
For  hospital  for  eidisted  men,       -        -        -        -     2,500  00 
For  permanent  quarters  and  barracks  for  engin  ;er 

troops,  (sappers,  miners,  and  pontoniers,)        -     5,000  00 

$171,294  61 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  payment  of 
revolutionary  and  other  pensions  of  the  United  States 

for  the  year  eliding  the  thirtieth  of  June,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  fifty. 

For  revolutionary  pensions,  under  the  act  of  the 
eighteenth  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 

dred and  eighteen,    -----         $28,400  00 
For  invalid  pensions,  under  various  acts,     -        -272,000  00 
For  pensions  to  widows,  under  the  act  of  the 

second  of  February,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  forty-eight,  -  -132,000  00 

For  pensions  to  widows  and  orphans,  under  the 
act  of  the  l^enty-first  of  July,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  forty-eight,  -        -        -        -24,000  00 

For  half  pay  pensions  to  widows  and  orphans, 
under  the  act  of  the  sixteenth  of  March,  one 
thou- and  eight  hundred  and  twelve, and  the  act 
of  the  sixteenth  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  sixteen,  in  addition  to  an  unex- 

pended balance  remaining  in  the  treasury  of 
eleven  thousand  seven  hundred  and  sixty-four 
dollars  and  fifty-seven  cents,  payable  through 
the  Third  Auditor's  office,         -        -        -        -10,000  00 

For  arrearages  prior  to  the  first  of  July,  one  thou- 
sand eight  hundred  and  fifteen,  under  the  act 

of  the  first  of  May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 

and  twenty,  in  addition  to  an  unexpended  bal- 
ance remaining  in  the  treasury  of  two  thousand 

nine  hundred  and  fourteen  dollars  and  eighty- 
nine  cents,  payable  through  the  Third  Audit- 

or's office,           -    1,001 00 

$467,400  00 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  service  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  for  the  year  ending  the 
thirtieth  of  June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 

f'fty- 
For  transportation  of  the  mails  within  the  United 

States,       -------    $2,540,000  00 
For  transportation  ofthe  mails  it)  four  steamships, 

at  one  hundred  thousand  dollars  each  per  year, 

from  New  York  to  Bremen,  by  way  of  South- 
ampton,  under  the   contract  made   with    the 

Ocean   Steam   Navigation   Company  of  New 
York,  in  addition  to  the  sum  of  three  hundred 
and  eighty-three  thousand  six  hundred  and  nine 
dollars  of  former  appropriations  for  the  same 
object,  which  it  is  estimated  will  remain  unex- 

pended on  the  thirtieth  of  June,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty-nine,  ------   16,391  00 

For  transportation  ofthe  mails  between  Charles- 
ton, South  Carolina,  and   Havana,  by  way  of 

Key  West,  calling  at  Savannah,  under  the  con- 
tract made  with  M.  C.  Mordecai,     -        -        -   50,000  00 

And  for  transportation  of  the  mail  by  said  line 
or  by  other  steamers  to  such  other  places  on  the 
coast  of  Florida  as  the  Postmaster  General  may 
deem  practicable  and  expedient,      -  5,000  00 

For  compensation  of  postmasters-,        -        -       1,220,000  00 
For  ship,  steamboat,  and  way  letters,  -        -   30,000  00 
For  wrapping  paper,    ------   22,000  00 
For  office  furniture,  (in  the  offices  of  postmas- 

ters,)        --------     3,000  00 
For  advertising,   -        -        -        -        -        -        -   50,1.00  00 
For  mail -hags,   25,000  00 
For  blanks,  --------   2.1,000  00 
For  mail-locks,  keys,  and  stamps,        -  6,000  00 
For  the  detection  and  prevention  of  mail  depre- 

dations, and  for  special  agents,  including  the 
two  agents  for  Oregon  and  California,      -        -   20,000  00 

For  clerks  for  offices,  (the  offices  of  postmas- 
ters,)          -        -  263,000  03 

For  miscellaneous,       ------  60,000  00 

$4,328,391  00 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  light-houses,  light- 
boats,  buoys,  &fc,  and  providing  for  the  erection 
and  establishment  of  the  same,  and  for  other  pur- 

poses. 

In  Maine. 

For  thirteen  spar-buoys  and  three  beacons  in 
Casco  bay,         -        -        -        -  $3,000  00 

For  a  light-house  at  Gilkey's  harbor,  -        -        -      3,500  00 
For  a  light-house  at  Beauchamp  point,  or  on  the 

opposite  side  of  the  harbor,  in  the  town  of 
Camden,    --------     3,500  00 

For  a  fog-bell  at  the  light-house  on  Libby's  island,        750  00 

In  Massachusetts. 
For  a  screw-pile  beacon,  or  other   practicable 

structure,  on  the  south  shoal  off  Nantucket, 
lately  discovered  by  the  survey  of  the  coast,  to 
be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Bureau 
of  Topographical  Engineers,     -        -        -        -  25,000  00 

For  six  large  buoys  on  the  shoals  off  Nantucket,     1,000  00 
For  a  light-boat  on  Pollock  Rip,  off  Chatham,     -   12,500  00 

In  JVeiw  York. 
For  a  light-boat  on  Horse-Shoe  reef,  Niagara  river, 

ten  thousand  dollars,  or  for  the  erection  of  a 
lighthouse  instead  thereof,  if  after  the  survey 
herein  provided  for  it  shall  be  deemed  more 
advisable,  --------  20,030  00 

For  four  spar-buoys,  to  mark  the  channel  from 
the  aforesaid  shoal  to  Bird  island,    -        -        - 

For  a  beacon  on  the  southeast  part  of  Eomer 
shoal,  in  the  lower  bay  of  New  York, 

For  three  spar-buoys  in  Buttermilk  channel, 
For  four  additional  spar-buoys  in  the  lower  bay 

of  New  York,  at  such  points  as. may  be  desig- 
nated by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,   -        -        400  00 

300  00 

10.000  00 

'200  00 

In  JV«o  Jersey. 

For  a  light-house  on  the  rocks  at  Bergen  Point,  -     5,000  00 
For  five  spar-buoys  at  Thoin's  river,  -        3;  0  00 
For  five  spar-buoys  at  Bamegat  inlet,  -  -  -  300  00 
For  a  light-house  at  the  mouth  of  Passaic  river,  -  5,000  09 
For  two  buoys  on  the  east  and  west  oyster  beds 

in  Newark  bay,         -        -'      -        -        -        -        100(0 For  a  light-house  on  the  east  point  of  Maurice 
river,  Cumberland  county,        -  5,000  00; 

To  provide  surf-boats,  life-cars,  rockets,  carron- 
ades,  lines,  and  other  necessary  apparatus  for 
the  better  preservation  of  Life  and  property 
from  shipwreck  along  the  coast  of  New  Jersey, 
between  Little  Egg  Harbor  and  Cape  May,  to 

be  expended  under  the  direction  of  such  offi- 
cer of  the  revenue  marine  service  as  may  be 

designated  for  that  purpose  by  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,    -------  10,000  00 

In  Delaware. 
For  the  foundation  and  construction  of  a  light- 

house at  the  Delaware  breakwater,  -  10,000  0© 

In  Mctryland. 

For  two  spar-buoys  at  the  mouth  of  Chester  river,        120  00 
In  Texas. 

For  a  light-boat  on  Galveston  bar,        -        -        -   12,500  00 
For  a  light-house  at  Sabine  Pass,         -        -        -     7,500(0 

In  Illinois. 

For  the  foundation  and  construction  of  a  light- 
house at  or  near  the  end  ofthe  north  pier  at 

Chicago,  to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of 
the  Bureau  of  Topographical  Engineers,  and 
the  present  light-house  within  the  city,  and  the 
beacon-light  on  the  pier,  shall  be  discontinued 
from  and  after  the  completion  of  the  aforesaid 
light-house,       -------  15,000  00 

For  a  light-house  at  the  mouth  of  Calumet  river, 
to  be  expended  under  the  direction  of  the  Bu- 

reau of  Topographical  Engineers,     -        -        -     4,000  00 
Li  Florida. 

For  buoys  on  and  near  the  bar  of  Nassau  river, 
on  the  coasts  of  Georgia  and  Florida,  in  the 

neighborhood  thereof,       -----     J;000  00 
In  Michigan. 

For  a  light-house  at  the  mouth  of  Muskegon  river,     3,500  00 
For  a  light-house  on  Manitou  island,  Lake  Supe- 
-  rior,  -       -  7,503  00 
For  a  light-house  at  Eagle  harbor,  Lake  Superior,     4.000  00 
For  aftoating  bell  at  Stanard  rock,  Lake  Superior,     1,000  00 

For  a  light-house  on  Skilagalee  rock,  Lake  Michi- 
gan, ---------     4,000  00 

For  a  beacon  light  on  the  pier  at  New  Buffalo,    -        750  00 
For  a  light-house  at  North  Black  river,  Lake 
Michigan,  ----.----     3,500  00 

For  providing  surf-boats,  life-boats,  and  other means  for  the  preservation  of  life  and  property 
shipwrecked  on  the  coast  ofthe  United  States, 
to  be  expended  under  the  control  and  direction 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,.  -        -        -10,003  00 

S190.220  00 

By  the  act  making  apjjropriations  for  current  and  con- 
tingent expenses  ofthe  Indian  Department,  and  for 

^fulfilling  treaty  stipulations  with  the  various  Indian 
tribes,  for  the  year  ending  June  thirtieth,  one  thou- 

sand eight  hundred  and  fifty. 
For  the  current  and  contingent  expenses  of  the 

Indian  department,  viz: 
For  the  pay  of  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs  at 

St.  Louis,  and  the  several  Indian  agents,  as  pro- 

vided by  the  acts  of  June  'thirtieth,  eighteen hundred  and  thirty-four,  and  of  March  third, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  and  of  June 
twenty-seventh,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,  $14,000  00 

For  the  pay  of  sub-agents,  authorized  by  the  act 
of  June  thirtieth,  eiglHeen  hundred  and  thirty- 
four,  ---------     6,700  00 

For  the  pay  of  interpreters,  authorized  by  the 
same  act,  ---------  10,000  00 

For  the  pay  of  clerk  to  superintendent  at  St.  Louis, 
authorized  by  the  act  of  June  twenty-seven, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,         -  1,230  00 

For  the  pay  of  clerk  to  superintendent  of  the 
Western  Territory,  by  the  same  act,        -        -     1,000  00 

For  buildings  at  agencies  and  repairs,  -        -        -     2,000  00 

For  ful filling  treaty  stipulations  with  various  In- 
dian tribes,  viz: 
To  the  Christian  Indians. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  acts  of 
May  twenty-sixth,  eighteen  hundred  and  twen- 

ty-four, and  May  twentieth,  eighteen  hundred 
and  twenty-six,         -        -        -        -       -       -        400  00 

To  the  Chippewas  of  Saginaw. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  third  August,  seventeen 
hundred  and  ninety -five,  -----     1,000  00 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  seventeenth  November, 
eighteen  hundred  and  seven,    -  800  00 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  Septem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  nineteen,  -      -        -     1,000  00 
For  support  of  blacksmiths,  and  for  fanning  uten- 

sils and  cattle,  and  the  employment  of  persons 
to  aid  them  in  agriculture,  stipulated  in  the 
seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  fourteenth  Jan- 

uary, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -     2,000  00 

For  education,  during  the  pleasure  of  Congress-, 
stipulated  in  the  sixth  article  of  the  treaty  of 
fifth  August,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,    1,000  00 
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To  the  Cldppewas,  Menomonies,  Winneba- 
goes,  and  New  York  Indians. 

For  education,  during  the  pleasure  of  Congress, 
stipulated  in  the  filth  article  of  the  treay  of 
eleventh  August,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty- 
seven,        --------     1,500  00 

To  the  Chippewas  of  Lake   Superior  and 
Mississippi. 

For  the  payment  in  money,  stipulated  in  the  sec- 
ond article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-ninth  July, 

eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -  9,500  00 
For  payment  in  goods,  stipulated  in  the  second 

article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-ninth  July,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -  19,000  00 

For  establishing  three  smiths' shops,  supporting 
three  smiths,  and  furnishing  iron  and  steel, 
stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of 
twenty-ninth  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  thir- 

ty-seven,  --------     3,000  00 
For  support  of  farmers,  purchase  of  implements, 

grain  or  seed,  and  to  carry  on  their  agricultural 
pursuits,  stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the 
treaty  of  twenty-ninth  of  July,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  thirty-seven,       -----     1,000  00 
For  purchase  of  provisions,  stipulated  in  the  sec- 

ond article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-ninth  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -  2,000  00 

For  purchase  of  tobacco,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-ninth  July,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-seven,         -  500  00 
For  limited  annuity,  in  money,  for  twenty-five 

years,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the  trea- 
ty of  fourth  October,  eighteen  hundred  and 

forty-two,   -  12,500  00 
For  limited  annuity,  in  goods,  for  twenty-five 

years,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  fourth  October,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-two,  --------  10,500  00 

Forsupportof  two  smiths'  shops,  including  pay 
of  smiths  and  assistants,  and  furnishing  iron 
and  steel,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  fourth  October,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-two,  --------     2,000  00 

For  support  of  two  farmers,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-two,     -----     1,000  00 

For  pay  of  two  carpenters,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-two,      -----     1,200  00 

For  support  of  schools,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-two,     -.----     2,000  00 

For  purchase  of  provisions  and  tobacco,  stipulated 
in  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  Octo- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,       -        -     2,000  00 
For  limited  annuity,  in  goods,  forfive  years,  stip- 

ulated in  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  first 

August,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-seven,      -     3,600  00 
For  payment,  in  specie,  to  the  Chippewas  of  Lake 

Superior,  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty  of  second  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-seven,       -------   n;000  00 

For  payment,  in  specie,  to  the  Chippewasof  Mis- 
sissippi, stipulated  in  the  third  article  of  the 

treaty  of  second  August,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-seven,       -------   17,000  00 

For  limited  annuity,  for  forty-six  years,  to  be  paid 
t»  the  Chippewas  of  Mississippi,  stipulated  in 
the  third  article  of  the  treaty  of  second  August, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-seven,    -        -        -     1,000  00 

To  the  Chickasaws. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  act  of 
twenty-fifth  February,  seventeen  hundred  and 
ninety-nine,      -------     3sooo  00 

To  the  Choctaws. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  sixteenth  November, 
eishteen  hundred  and  five,        -  3,000  CO 

For  permanent  annuity, stipulated  in  the  thirteenth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  eighteenth  October,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  twenty,         -  600  00 

For  life  annuity  to  chief,  (Bob'Cole,)  stipulated  in 
the  tenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twentieth  Jan- 

uary, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty -five,  -        -        150  00 
For  permanent  annuity  for  education,  stipulated 

in  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  twentieth 
January,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-five,    -     6,000  00 

For  life  annuity  to  three  district  chiefs,  stipulated 
in  the  fifteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty- 
seventhSeptember,eighteenhundredandtbirty,        750  00 

For  life  annuity  of  one  Wayne  warrior,  stipulated 
in  the  twenty-first  article  of  the  treaty  of  twen- 

ty-seventh September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty,        .---_-.-.  25  00 

For  limited  annuity  for  twenty  years,  stipulated 
in  the  seventeenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twen- 

ty-seventh September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty,  .-.--.  20,000  00 

For  education  of  forty  youths  for  twenty  years, 
(including  support  of  teachers  in  the  nation, 
two  thousand  five  hundred  dollars,)  stipulated 
in  the  twentieth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty- 
seventh  of  September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty,        --------   12,500  00 

For  blacksmith,  stipulated  in  the  sixth  article  of 
the  treaty  of  eighteenth  of  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty,         -----        600  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  stipulated  in  the  ninth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  twentieth  January,  eigh- 

teen Tiundred  and  twenty-five,  -        -        -        .        320  00 
To  the  Creeks. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  treaty  .of  seventh  August,  seventeen 
hundred  and  ninety,-        -       -       -        -       -     1,500  00 

3,000  00 

20,000  00 

10,000  00 

840  00 270  00 

1,680  00 
540  00 

600  00 

3,000-00 

17,500  00 

3,000  00 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 

article  of"  the  treaty  of  sixteenth  June,  eighteen 
hundred  and  two,  =- 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  January, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,    -        -        - 

For  limited  annuity,  for  twenty  years,  stipulated 
in  the  eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty- 
fourth  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two, 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  Jan- 

uary, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,  - 
For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  ----- 
For  two  blacksmiths  and  assistants,  stipulated  in 

the  thirteenth  article  of  the  treaty  of  tweifty- 
fourth  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two, 

For  iion  and  steel  for  shops,         - 
For  wheelrighl,  stipulated  in  the  eighth  article  of 

the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  January,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-six,  - 

For  education,  stipulated  in  the  thirteenth  article 
of  the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-two,    ------ 

For  interest  on  three  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  at  five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the 
third  article  of  Hie  treaty  of  twenty-third  No- 

vember, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-eight, 
Eor  education,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 

the  treaty  of  the  fourth  January,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  forty  five,  -        -        - 

To  the  Delawares. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  third  August,  seventeen 
hundred  and  ninety-five,  - 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 
article  of  the  treaty  of  thirtieth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  nine,      - 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fifth  ar- 
ticle of  the  treaty  of  third  October,  eighteen 

hundred  and  eighteen,      -       -       - 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  supple- 

mental treaty  of  twenty-fourth  September,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  twenty-nine,         - 

For  life  annuity  to  chief, stipulated  ill  the  private 
article  of  supplemental  treaty  of  twenty-fourth 
September,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-nine, 
to  treaty  of  third  October,  eighteen  hundred 

and  eighteen,    ------- 
For  life  annuity  to  chiefs,  stipulated  in  supple- 

mental article  to  treaty  of  twenty-Sixth  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,     - 

For  purchase  of  salt,  stipulated  in  the  third  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  seventh  June,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  three,  -    ,    - 
For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 

sixth  article  of  the  treaty  of  third  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,        - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        -        -        -        - 
For  interest  on  forty-six  thousand  and  eighty  dol- 

lars, at  five  per  centum,  being  the  value  of  thir- 
ty-six sections  of  land,  set  apart  by  treaty  of 

eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-nine,  for  educa- 
tion, stipulated  in  the  resolution  of  the  Senate 

of  nineteenth  January,  eighteen  hundred  and 

thirty-eight,      ------- 
To  the  Florida  Indians  or  Seminoles. 

For  blacksmith  establishment,  stipulated  in  the 
sixth  article  of  the  treaty  of  eighteenth  Septem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-three,  and 
fourth  arlicle  of  the  treaty  of  ninth  May,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-two,   -        -        -        - 
For  annuity  in  goods,  stipulated  in  the  sixth  arti-, 

cle  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  January,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-five,     - 

For  annuity  in  money,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  January,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-five,    - 

For  agricultural  implements,  stipulated  in  the 
seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  fourth  January, 

eighteen  hundred  and  forty-five,        -        - 
To  the  Iowas. 

For  interest  on  one  hundred  and  fifty-seven  thou- 
sand five  hundred  dollars,  at  five  per  centum, 

stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of 
nineteenth  October,  eighteen  hundred  and  thir- 

ty-eight,    -------- 
To  the  Kickapoos. 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  twenty-fourth  October,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-two,    -  5,000  00 
To  the  Kansas. 

For  interest  on  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  at 
five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the  second  arti- 

cle of  the  treaty  of  fourteenth  January,  eighteen 
hundred  aiid  forty-six,       -----  10,000  00 

To  the  Miamits. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-third  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,    -        -        -  25,000  00 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  sixth  October,eigh- 
teen  hundred  and  eighteen,       -        -        -        -        720  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -----        220  00 
For  one  thousand  pounds  of  tobacco,  two  thou- 

sand pounds  of  iron,  and  one  thousand  pounds 
of  steel,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  twenty-third  October,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  twenty-six,         -        -        -        -        -        770  00 
For  pay  of  miller,  in  lieu  of  gunsmith,  stipulated 

in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  sixth  Octo- 
ber, eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,         -        -        600  00 

For  one  hundred  and  sixty  bushels  of  salt,  stipu- 
lated in  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty  of  sixth 

October,  eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,         -       320  00 

1,000  00 

500  00 

4,000  00 

1.000  00 

200  00 

200  00 

100  00 

720  00 
220  00 

2,304  00 

1,000  00 

2,000  00 

3,000  00 

1,000  00 

7,875  00 

For  education  and  support  of  poor,  stipulated  in 
the  sixth  article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty  third 
October,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,      -     2,000  00 

For  the  ninth  of  twenty  instalments  in  money, 
stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  nf 
twenty-eighth  November,  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty,         --------    12;500  oo 

For  payment  in  lieu  of  laborers,  stipulated  in  the 
sixth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty  eighth 

November,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty,  -        -        250  00 
For  agricultural  assistance,  stipulated  in  the  fifth 

article  of  the  treaty  of  sixth  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  eighteen,      -----        200  00 

To  the  Eel  Rivers,  (Miamies.) 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article   of  the  treaty  of  third   August,  seven- 

teen hundred  and  ninety-five,  -        -        -        -        500  00 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 

article  of  the  treaty  of  twenty-first  August,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  five,      -----        250  00 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 
article,  and  separate  article,  of  the  treaty  ofthe 
thirtieth  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  nine,        350  00 

To  the  Menomonies. 

For  limited  annuity  for  twenty  years,  stipulated 
in  the  second  article  ofthe  treaty  of  third  Sep- 

tember, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,-        -   20,000  00 
For  two  blacksmiths  and  assistants  lor  twenty 

years,  stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the 
treaty  of  third  September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-six,-       -------     1,440  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shops  for  twenty  years,      -        440  00 
For  purchase  of  provisions  for  twenty  years,  stipu- 

lated in  the  second  article  ol  the  treaty  of  third 
September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,    -     3,003  03 

For  two  thousand  pounds  of  tobacco  for  twenty 
years,  stipulated  in  the  second  arlicle  of  the 
trealy  of  third  September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-six,-        -        -        -        -        -        -        -^£300  00 

For  farming  utensils  and  caltle  for  twenty  years, 
stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of 
third  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 
six,    ---------        503  00 

For  thirty  barrels  of  salt  for  twenty  years  stipu- 
lated in  the  second  article  ofthe  treaty  of  third 

September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,    -        150  CO 
To  the  Omahas. 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  fifteenth  of  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty,    -  720  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -----        220  00 
For  agricultural  implements,  stipulated   in   the 

fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  fifteenth  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty,     -  500  00 

To  the  Oltoes  and  Missourias. 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  twenty-first  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three,  - 

For  agricultural  implements,  stipulated  in  the 

third  article  ofthe  treaty  oj' twenty- first  Septem- 
ber, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three,     - For  education,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 

the  treaty  of  twenty-first  September,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-three,  -        - 

For  payment  of  farmer,  stipulated  in  the  fifth  ar- 
ticle of  the  treaty  of  twenty-first  September, 

eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three,   - 
For  blacksmith  aid  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 

fourth  article  of  ihe  treaty  of  fifteenth  of  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty,     - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  - 
To  the  Ottawas. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  third  August,  seventeen 

hundred  and  ninety-five,  --"--.     1J500  00 For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  seventeenth  Novem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  seven,      -  800  00 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  seventeenth  Sep- 
tember, eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,  -        -     1,500  00 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  trealy  of  the  twenty-ninth  August, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-one,   -        -        -     1,000  00 

To  the  Ottawas  and  Chippewas. 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-eighth  March, 

eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,        -        -        -  30,000  00 
For  interest,  to  be  paid  as  annuity,  on  two  hun- 

dred thousand  dollars,  per  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  twenty-seventh  May,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  thiity-six,   ------  12,00000 
For  education,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 

the  treaty  of  the  twenty-eighth  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-six,     -----     5fiQQ  00 

For  missions,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 
the  treaty  of  the  twenty-eighth  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-six,     -----     3^00  00 

For  vaccine  matter,  medicines,  and  pay  of  physi- 
cians, stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the 

treaty  of  twenty-eighth  March,  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  thirty-six,    ------        300  00 

For  purchase  of  provisions,  stipulated  in  the 
fourth  article  ofthe  treaty  ofJhe  twenty-eighth 
March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,  -        -     2,000  00 

For  six  thousand  five  hundred  poundsof tobacco, 
one  hundred  barrels  of  salt,  and  five  hundred 
fish  barrels,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  aiticle  of 
the  treaty  of  the  twenty-eighth  March,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-six,      -  1,100  00 
For  three  blacksmiths  and  assistants,  stipulated 

in  the  seventh  article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  twenty- 
eighth  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,     2,160  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shops,         -  660  00 

2,500  00 500  00 

500  00 

600  00 

720  00 
220  00 
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For  gunsmith  at  Mackinac,  stipulated  in  the  sev- 
enth article  of  -the  treaty  of  .the  twenty-eighth 

March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,  - 
For  iron  and. steel  for  shop,  -       - 
For  two  farmers  and  assistants,  stipulated  in  the 

seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty- 
eigiith  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  thiity-six, 

For  two  mechanics,  stipulated  in  the  seventh  ar- 
ticle of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty -eighth  March, 

eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six,        - 

To  the  Osages. 
For  interest  on  sixty-nine  thousand  one  hundred 
and  twenty  dollars,  at  five  per  centum,  being 
the  valuation  of  fifty-four  sections  of  land  set 
apart  by  treaty  of  the  second  June,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-five,  for  educational  pur- 

poses, per  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  nine- 
teenth January,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 

six,    --------- 
For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second  ar- 

ticle of  the  treaty  of  the  eleventh  January,  eigh- 
teen hundred  and  thirty-nine,  - 

For  two  smiths-'  establishments, stipulated  in  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  eleventh  of 
January,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-nine, 

For  pay  of  two  millers,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  eleventh  January, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-nine,    - 

To  the  Piankeshaios. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  third  August,  seven- 

teen hundred  and  ninety -five,  -        -        -        - 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  thirtieth  December, 
eighteen  hundred  and  five,        - 

To  the  Pawnees. 

For  agricultural    implements,  stipulated  in   the 
fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  ninth  of  Octo- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three,    - 

To  the  Pollawatomies  of  Huron. 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  seventeenth  Novem- 
ber, eighteen  hundred  and  seven,     - 

To  the  Pottawatomies. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  third  Augu.-t,  seven- 

,   teen  hundred  and  ninety-five,  -        -        -        - 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  thirtieth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  nine,       - 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  second  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen, 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twentieth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eight, - 

For  life  annuity  to  chief,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twentieth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eflght, 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth  July, 
eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-nine, 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  the  twentieth  October, 

eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,     - 
For  life  annuity  to  chief?,  stipulated  in  the  third 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twentieth  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,      - 

For  limited  annuity, stipulated  in  the  third  article 
of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-sixth  October,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-two,    - 
For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third  atticle 

of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-sixth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three,   - 

For  life  annuities  to  chiefs, stipulated  in  the  third 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-sixth  Sep- 

tember, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-three, 
For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second  sup- 

plemental article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty- 
sixth  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 

three,  -        -        -        -  '     - For  purchase  of  salt,  stipulated  in  the  third  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  the  seventh  June,  eighteen 

hundred  and  three,    ------ 
For  purchase  of  one  hundred  and  sixty  bushels 

of  salt,  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of  the 
treaty  of  the  sixteenth  October,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  twenty-six, 
For  education,  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of 

the  treaty  of  the  sixteenth  October,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-six,  -        -         -        -        - 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
third  article  ofthe  treaty  of  the  sixteenth  Octo- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-six,     - 
For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        - 
For  education,  stipulated  in  the  second  article  of 

the  treaty  of  the  twentieth  September,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-eight,       - 

For  payment  in  money,  in  lieu  of  two  thousand 
pounds  of  tobacco,  fifteen  hundred  pounds  of 
iron,  and  three  hundred  and  fifty  pounds  of 
steel,  stipulated  in  the  second  article  of  the 
treaty  of  the  twentieth  September,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-ei!>ht,nndthe  tenth  article 
of  the  treaty  of  filth  June,  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-six,     ----_.. 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  of  twentieth  Sep- 

tember, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-eight,    - 
For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  - 
For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 

second  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth 
July,  eighteen  hundred  anil  twenty-nine, - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        .... 
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1,603  00 

1,200  00 

3,456  00 

20,000  00 

2,000  CO 

1,200  00 
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500  00 
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140  00 
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32,150  00 
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600  CO 220  00 

603  00 

4,500  00 

-     6,000  00 

3,750  00 

15,000  00 

For  purchase  of  fifty  barrels  of  salt,  stipulated  in 
the  second  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty- 
ninth  July,  eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-nine, 

For  education,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 
the  treaty  ofthe  twenty-seventh  October,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-two,    - 
For  interest  on  six  hundred  and  forty-three  thou- 

sand dollars,  at  five  per  centum,  stipulated  in 
the  seventh  article  of  the  treaty  of  fifth  June, 

eighteen  hundred  and  forty-six,        -",•'.- 
To  the  Quapaws. 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  arti- 
cle ofthe  treaty  ofthe  eighteenth  of  May,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirty-three,-        _.._-_ For  education,  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of 
the  treaty  of  the  eighteenth  of  May,  eighteen 
hundred  aad  thirty-three,  -        - 

For  blacksmith,  stipulated  in  the  third  article  of 
the  treaty  of  the  eighteenth  of  May,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-three,-        - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  - 
For  pay  of  fanner,  stipulated  in  the  third  article 

ofthe  treaty  ofthe  eighteenth  of  May,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-three,   • 

To  the  Six  Nations  of  New  York. 
For  peruianent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  sixth 

article  of  the  treaty  of  the  eleventh  of  Novem- 
ber, seventeen  hundred  and  ninety-four,  - 

To  the  Senecas  ofNeio  York. 

For  permanent  annuity,  in  lieu  of  intetest  on 
stock,  per  act  of  the  nineteenth  of  February 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one, 

For  interest,  in  lieu  of  investment,  on  seventy- 
five  thousand  dollars,  at  five  per  centum,  per 
act  of  the  twenty-seventh  of  June,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-six,       - 

To  the  Sioux  of  Mississippi. 

For  interest  on  three  hundred  thousand'dollars, at  five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  twenty-ninth  Septem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  - 
For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second  arti- 

cle ofthe  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth  of  Septem- 
ber, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -        -  10,003  00 

For  purchase  of  medicines,  agricultural  imple- 
ments, and  stock,  and  for  support  of  farmers, 

physician,  and  blacksmith,  stipulated  in  the 
second  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth 
of  September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty- 
seven,  ------- 

For  purchase  of  provisions,  stipulated  in  the  sec- 
ond article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  twenty-ninth  of 

September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven, 

To  the  Sacs  and  Foxes  of  Missouri. 

For  interest  on  one  hundred  and  fifty-seven  thou- 
sand four  hundred  dollars,  at  five  per  centum, 

stipulated  in  the  second  article  ofthe  treaty  of 
twenty-first  October,  eighteen  hundred  and 

thirty-seven,      ------- 
To  the  Sacs  and  Foxes  of  Mississippi. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 
article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  third  November,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  four,     ----._ 
For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third  article 

of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-first  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,    - 

For  gunsmith,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 
the  treaty  pf  twenty-first  September,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-two,    - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        - 
For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 

fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-first 
September,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,  - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        - 
For  forty  barrels  of  salt,  and  forty  kegs  of  tobacco, 

stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of 
the  twenty-first  September,  eighteen  hundred 
and  thirty-two,  -        -        -        -        -. 

For  interest  on  two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  at 
five  percentum,  stipulated  in  the  second  article 
ofthe  treaty  of  the  twenty-first  October,  eigh- 

teen hundred  and  thirtyiseven,  ■ 
For  interest  on  eight  hundred  thousand  dollars, 

at  five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the  second 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  eleventh  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,      -        - 

To  the  Shawnees. 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 

article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  third  August,  seven- 
teen hundred.and  ninety-five,  - 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth  Sep 
temher,  eighteen  hundred  and  seventeen, 

For  purchase  of  salt,  stipulated  in  the  third  article 
ofthe  treaty  of  the  seventh  June,  eighteen  hun- 

dred and  three,  ------ 
For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 

fourth  article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  eighth  August, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one,     - 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  - 

To  the  Senecas  and  Shaionees. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  the  seventeenth  Septem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen, 
To  the  Senecas. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  the  twenty-ninth  Sep- 

tember, eighteen  hundred  and  seventeen, 
For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  fourth 

article,  of  the  treaty  of  the  seventeenth  Septem- 
ber, eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,         -       -        500  00 

8,250  00 

5,500  00 

7,870  00 

1,000  00 

20,000  00 

603  00 
223  00 

840  00 
220  00 

803  00 

10,000  00 

40,000  00 

1,000  00 
-     2,003  00 

60  03 

840  03 
220  00 

-     1,000  00 

500  00 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
fourth  article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  twenty-eighth 
February,  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one,    -        840  00 

For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        -  320  00 
For  pay  of  miller,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article 

of  the  treaty  of  the  twenty-eighth  Febiuary, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-one,      -  603  00 
•  To  the  Wyandots. 

For  permanent  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third 
article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  seventeenth  March, 
eighteen  hundred  ami  forty-two,      -  17,500  00 

For  blacksmith  and  assistant,  stipulated  in  the 
eighth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  seventeenth 

March,  eighteen  hundred  and  forty-two,  -        -        720  00 
For  iron  and  steel  for  shop,  -        -  270  03 
For  education,  stipulated  in  the  eighth  article  of 

the  treaty  of  the  seventeenth  March,  eighteen 

hundred  and  forty-two,     -        -        -        -        -    .    500  00 

To  the  Winncbagoes. 

For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  second  arti- 
cle of  the  treaty  of  the  first  August,  eighteen 

hundred  and  twenty-nine,        -        -.'     -        -   18,000  03 For  limited  annuity,  stipulated  in  the  third  article 
of  the  treaty  of  the  fifteenth  September,  eigh- 

teen hundred"  and  thirty-two,  -  fu,003  00 For  fifty  barrels  of  salt  and  three  thousand  pounds 
of  tobacco,  stipulated  in. the  second  article  of 
the  treaty  of  the  first  August,  eighteen  hundred 

and  twenty-nine,       -.-"-..        6oo  00 For  one  thousandfive  hundred  pounds  of  tobacco, 
stipulated  in  the  fifth  article  ofthe  treaty  of  the 
fifteenth  September,  eighteen  hundred  and 
thirty-two,         --__--.        j75  00 

For  three  blacksmiths  and.  assistants,  stipulated 
in  the  third  article  ofthe  tieaty  ofthe  first  Au- 

gust, eighteen  hundred  and  twenty-nine,  -     2,160  CO 
For  jron  and  steel  for  shops,        -  6*60  00 
For  laborers  and  oxen,  stipulated  in  the  third 

article  ofthe  treaty  of  the  first  August,  eighteen 
hundred  and  twenty-nine,        -  335  00 

For  education,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article  of 
the  treaty  of  the  fifteenth  September,  eighteen 
hundred  and  thirty-two,    -----     3^00  00 

For  six  agriculturists,  purchase  of  oxen,  ploughs, 
and  other  implements,  stipulated  in  the  fifth 
article  ofthe  treaty  ofthe  fifteenth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,     -  2,500  00 

For  pay  of  two  physicians,  stipulated  in  the  fifth 
article  ofthe  treaty  of  the  fifteenth  September, 
eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-two,     -  400  00 

For  interest  on  one  million  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars,  at  five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the 
fourth  article  of  the  treaty  of  the  first  Novem- 

ber, eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-seven,  -        -  55,030  00 
For  interest  on  eighty-five  thousand  dollars,  at 

five  per  centum,  stipulated  in  the  fourth  article 
of  the  treaty  ofthe  thirteenth  October,  eighteen 

hundred  and  forty-six,       -        -  ,  .  -        -        -     4,250  00 
To  the  Weas. 

For  permanent  annuily,  stipulated  in  the  fifth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  the  second  October, 
eighteen  hundred  and  eighteen,         -  3,000  00 

To  the  Menomonies. 

For  fulfilling  treaty  with  the  Menomonies,  rati- 
fied at  the    present    session    of   Congress, 

viz :  * 

For  payment  to  the  chiefs  to  enable  them  to  ar- 
range and  settle  the  affairs  of  their  tribe,  pre- 

paratory to  their  removal  to  their  new  country, 
per  first  clause  of  fourth  article  of  treaty  of 
eighteenth  October,  eighteen  hundred  and/brty- 
eight,         --------  30,000  o» 

For  payment  to  the  mixed  blood,  and  in  such 
proportions  to  each  as  the  chiefs  in  counciPand 
a  commissioner  to  be  appointed  by  the  Presi- 

dent shall  designate,  per  second  clause  of  the 
same  article  and  treaty,    -----   40,000  00 

For  payment  for  expenses  of  removal,  per  third 
clause  of  the  same  article  and  treaty,       -        -  20,000  00 

For  payment  for  subsistence  for  one  year  after 
removal,  per  fourth  clause  same  atticle  and 
treaty,        -        -        -        -        -        -        -        -  20,030  00 

For  the  establishment  of  a  manual  labor  school, 
the  erection  Of  a  grist  and  saw-mill,  and  other 
necessary  improvements,  per  fifth  clause  ofthe 
same  article  and  treaty,    -----  15,000  00 

For  the  payment  of  improvements  on  the  lands 
ceded,  per  eighth  clause  of  the  same  article  and 
treaty,       ---   5,000  00 

For  the  services  and  expenses  of  a  commissioner 
to  distribute  the  halt-breed  fund,  per  second  n 
clause  of  same  article  and  treaty,     ----..     2,000  00 

For  expenses  of  a  delegation  of  Indians  to  ex- 
plore their  new  country,  per  sixth  article  same 

treaty,       -------._     4,000  00 
To  the  New  York  Indians. 

For  payment  to  the  emigrant  New  York  Indians 
who  went  west  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred 
and  forty-six  of  their  proportion  of  their  annu- 

ities due  the  Senecas  and  the  Six  Nations  of 
New  York  for  that  year,  to  be  reimbursed  to 
the  United  States  when  recovered  from  Samuel 

H.  Bunch,  late  Sub-Indian  agent,  and  his  sure- 

•    ties,  --------- For  compensation  to  an  agent  and  two  interpret- 
ers for  the  Indian  tribes  of  Texas,  in  addition 

to  former  appropriations  for  this  object,   - 
For  surveying  the  northern  and  western  bound- 

ary lines  of  the  country  now  owned  by  the 

Creek  Indians,  -       -       -       -       - 

478  65 

3,C00  00 
-  15,000  00 

1,000,983  65 
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By  the  act  authorizing  the  payment  of  interest  upon 
the  advances  made  by  the  State  of  Alabama  for  the 

use  of  the  United  States  Government,  in  the  sup- 
pression of  the  Creek  Indian  hostilities  of  eightee7i 

hundred  and  thirty-six  and  eighteen  hundred  and 

thirty-seven,  in  Jllabama. 
For  the  payment  of  interest  on  advances.     [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to  make 

reparation  for  the  killing  of  a  Caddo  boy  by  volun- 
teer troops  in  Texas. 

To'  enable  the  Secretary  to  make  the  stipulated 
reparation,        -------     $500  CO 

By  the  act  to  provide  for  carrying  into  execution,  in 
part,  the  twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico, 
concluded  at  Guadalupe  Hidalgo. 

For  the  payment  of  the  instalment  and  interest 
which  will  fall  due  the  thirtieth  May,  eighteen 
hundred  and  forty-nine,    -  $3,720,000  00 

For  the  payment  of  the  instalment  and  interest 
which  will  fall  due  the  thirtieth  May,  eighteen 
hundred  and  fifty,      -----       3.540.000  00 

$7,200. 0.iu  00 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  payment  of 
navy  pensions  for  the  year  ending  the  thirtieth  of 
June,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty. 

To  pay  invalid  pensions,      -  $40,000  00 
To  pay  the  pensions  of  widows  and  orphans  of 

officers,  seamen,  and  marines,  -  50,000  00 
To  pay  the  pensions  of  invalids  who  were  wound- 

ed on  board  private  armed  vessels  during  the 
last  war  with  Great  Britain,     -  3,000  00 

$93,000  0J 

By  the  act  to  establish  the  Territorial  Government  of 
Minesola. 

For  the  purchase  of  a  library,       -  -$5.000  00 

By  the  act  for  the  settlement  of  the  claims  of  New 
Hampshire  against  the  United  States. 

For  sundry  militia  expenses,  not  to  exceed  -  $7,000  CO 

By  the  resolution  to  defray  the   expenses  of  certain 
Chippewa  Indians  and  their  interpreter. 

To  defray  the  expenses  attending  their  coming 
to  Washington,  and  their  return,      -  $6,000  00 

By  the  act  to  carry  into  effect  certain  stipulations  of 
the  treaty  between  the  United  States  of  America  and 
the  Republic  of  Mexico,  of  the  2d  day  of  February, 
1848. 

For  the  payment  of  salaries  and  contingent  expenses.  [In- definite.] 

By  the  act  requiring  all  moneys  receivable  from  cus- 
toms and  from  all  other  sources  to  be  paid  imme- 

diately into  the  treasury,  ivilhout  abatement  or  re- 
duction, and  for  other  purposes. 

For  the  payment  of  debentures,  or  drawbacks,  bounties, 
and  allowances.     [Inch  finite.] 

For  the  payment  of  certain  expenses  of  collection.  [Indefi- nite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Norris,  and  for  other 

purposes. For  payment  of  salaries  of  the  governor,  three 
judges,  and  secretary  of  Minesota,.  -        -        -$9,000  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  the  Territory  of  Min- 
esota,        --------        350  00 

For  compensation  and  mileage  of  the  Legislative 
Assembly  of  Minesota,  pay  of  officersand  .at- 

tendants, printing,  stationery,  fuel,  and  other 
incidental  expenses  of  the  Territory,        -        -  13,700  00 

$23,050  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Philip  J.  Fontane. 
For  the  payment  of  a  balance  due  for  mason 
work,  -  $1,000  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Waldron. 

For  his  payment,  ------     $19.3  50 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Archibald  Bull  and  Lem- 
uel S.  Finch. 

For  services  as  judge  and  sheriff,        ...       $63  38 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Colonel  Robert  Wallace, 
aid-de-camp  to  General  William  Hull. 

For  services  and  for  a  horse,      -        -       -       -     $914  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Bryan. 
For  certain  disbursements,  -  <^282  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  H.  Conley. 

For  his  payment,  ------     ^222  80 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Stephen  Champlin. — [In- definite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Copt.  Dan  Drake  Henrie. 
For  gallant  services,     -----        -$2,00000 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  William  Harding. 

To  refund  part  of  a  penalty,         -        -        -  $100  00 

By  the  act  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  the  claim  of 
Henry  Washington,  late  deputy  surveyor,  fyc. 

For  damages  for  the  abrogation  of  a  contract. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  John  M.  Moore. 
For  compensation  as  acting  Commissioner  of  the  General 

Laud  Office. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  F.  Caldwell. 
For  carrying  the  mail,-        -        -    ■    -        -        -$1,167  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  of  the  Spanish 

brig  Restaurador. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Douglas,  late  Uni- 
ted Stales  Attorney  for  East  Florida. 

For  services  in  certain  suits. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  William  Fuller  and  Charles Savage. 

For  services  in  carrying  the  mail,        -  -$1,229  17 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Jeanette  C.  Huntington, 
icidoio  and  sole  executrix  of  William  D.  Cheever, 
deceased. 

For  losses  sustained   by  payments  in   treasury 
notes,         -------        $21,231  18 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Glynn  and  others. 
For  certain  surveys  and  charts. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  T.  Gammage. 

For  articles  taken  for  United  States  volunteers,  -      $994  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Y.  Smith. 
For  the  use  of  a  steamboat,  -        -  -$3,034  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  E.  B.  Cogswell. 
For  coal  and  iron,  and  for  services  as  blacksmith 

to  Indians  in  Texas,         -        -        -        -        -  $1 ,200  00 

By  the  act  to  provide  for  the  final  settlement  of  the  ac- 
counts of  Abraham  Edwards,  register  of  the  land 

office  at  Kalamazoo,  Michigan. —  [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Joshua  Barney,  United 
Slates  agent. 

For  services,  this  sum,  with  interest,  -        -        -     $104  50 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  A.  C,  Bryan  and  others. 
For  horses  captured  in  Mexico,  to  the  persons 

specified,  --------      $420  00 
For  certain  horses  and  equipments  lost   [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  McRea,  wife  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  William  McRea,  lute  of  the  United 

States  army,  deceased. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  D.  Garrison. 
For  his  pay  as  assignee  of  an  Indian  claim  under 

treaty,       --   $800  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  George  Center. 

For  property  destroyed  in  the  Florida  war. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  F.  Sothoron. 
For  property  destroyed  by  Biitish  troops. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Skinner  and  the 

legal  representatives  of  Isaac  Green. 
To  reimburse  a  sum  recovered  against  Skinner 

and  Green,  as  sureties  of  Emerson,-        -        -$8,313  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  John  F.  Old. 

To  reimburse  a  sum  paid  as  duties  on  merchan- 
dise destroyed,  -------     $420  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  James  Morehead. 
To  make  compensation  for  losses  for  the  suspension  by  the 
Government  of  the  erection  of  a  dam,  in  the  Ohio  river. 

[Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Dr.  Adolphus  Wizlizenus. 
For  medicines  and  for  pay. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  A.  Grier. 
For  an  amount  collected  from  him  as  surety,       -     $462  10 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  David  Thomas,  of  Phila- 
delphia. 

For  an  amount  illegally  exacted  as  duties,  -       -     $141  54 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Alexander  Montgomery, 
Captain  and  Assistant  Quartermaster  of  the  Army. 

To  indemnify  losses  sustained  as  disbursing  offi- 
cer,   $6,000  00 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Captain  George  R.  Shoe- maker. 

For  services  under  a  contract.— [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Robinson. 
For  damages  for  the  violation  of  a  contract. — [Indefinite.] 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Noah  A.  Phelps. 
For  the  amount  of  an  award  in  his  favor,    -        -      $416  13 

By  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Salterlee  Clark. 
This  amount  to  be  paid,       -        -        -        -  $15.633  61 -  - 

By  an  act  for  the  relief  of  William  P.  Yonge. 
For  this  sum  to  be  paid,       -----      $2)4  96 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  John  W.  Hockett. 
For  an  amount  due  for  work,        -  $303  52 

By  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Low ry  Williams. 
For  the  amount  of  an  outstanding  certificate,  un- 

der a  treaty  with  the  Cherokees,       -    '    -        -     $960  50 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  H.  Noble.    ' 
For  charcoal  furnished,        -      '  -        -        -        -    $254  62J 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Shaffer. 

For  work  performed,   ------      $372  46 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Benns. 
For  an  amount  paid  into  the  treasury  for  duties,  -    $387  20 

By  the  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Talbot  and  others. 
For  horses  and  other  property  taken  by  Pawnee 

Indians,    -.        -        -        - '      -        -        -        -  $4,155  00 

RECAPITULATION. 

Civil,  diplomatic,  and  miscellaneous   $6,301,605  74| 

Military,  including  fortifications,  Indian  de- 
partment, revolutionary  «nd  other  pensions,  7,937,161  95 

Naval,  including  naval  pensions    9,601,8^2  91 
Post  Office  Department    4,328,391  00 

In  fulfillment  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico    7,2  ;0  000  00 

Total   $35,429,1141  61£ 

II.— OFFICES  CREATED.  AND  THE  SALARIES 
THEREOF.        y. 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and  dip- 
lomatic expenses  of  Government  for  the  year  ending 

June  30,  1850. 
One  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury,  at 

a  salary  not  exceeding  $1,400  per  annum.     . 
One  clerk  to  the  examiner  of  drims,  medicines,  and  chemi- 

cals, at  New  York,  at  a  salary  of  $1,000  per  annum. 

By  the  act  to  establish  an  additional  land  office  in  the 
State  of  Missouri. 

One  register,  to  receive  the  same  compensation,  fees,  and 
emoluments  provided  by  law  for  other  registers. 

One  receiver  of  public  moneys,  to  receive  the  same  com- 
pensation, fees,  and  emoluments  already  provided  by  law 

for  other  receivers. 

By  the  act  to  provide  for  an  increase  of  the  medical 

staff,  and  for  an  additional  number  of  chaplains  of 

the  army  of  the  United  Stales. 
Ten  additional  assistant  surgeons. 
Ten  additional  chaplains,  for  military  posts. 
(To  receive  the  pay  allowed  to  others.) 

By  the  act  for  changing  the  location  of  the  land  office 

in  the  Chippcioa  land  district,  and*  establishing  an 
additional  land  district  in  the  Stale  of  Wisconsin. 
One  register  and  one  receiver  of  public  moneys  ;  each  of 

whom  to  receive  the  compensation  allowed  to  others. 

By  the  act  for  the  better  organization  of  the  district 
court  of  United  States  for  the  State  of  Louisiana. 
One  additional  judge,  at  an  annual  salary  of  $2,0.0  per annum. 

One  clerk,  appnintable  by  the  judge,  who  shall  he  entitled 
to  receive  tiie  same  fees  provided  for  the  clerk  of  the  court 

at  New  Orleans. One  marshal,  and  one  district  attorney,  each  of  whom  to 
receive  the  same  fees  and  emoluments  heretofore  provided 

by  law  for  others. By  the  act  to  make  arrangements  for  taking  the  1th 
Census. 

One  secretary  to  the  hoard  of  commissioners,  whose  com- 
pensation is  hereafter  to  be  determined. 

By  the  act  to  establish  the  Ttrritorial  Government  of Minesola. 

One  governor,  at  an  annual  salary  of  $1,500. 
as  governor,  and  $1,000  as  superintendent  of  Indian  affairs. 

One  secretary,  at  an  annual  salary  of$l,800. 
One  chief  justice,  at  an  annual  salary  of  $l,s00. 
Two  associate  justices,  each  to  receive  an  annual  salary 

of  $1,800. 
One  United  States  attorney,  to  receive  the  same  fees  and 

salary  as  the  attorney  for  Wisconsin  Territory  received. 
One  marshal,  to  be  entitled  to  the  same  fees  as  the  mar- 

shal for  Wisconsin, 
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By  the  act  to  establish  the  collection  district  of  Brazos 
de  Sanligo,  and  for  other  purposes. 

One  collector,  at  an  annual  salary  of  $1,750. 
Two  additional  inspectors,  (the  compensation  not  speci- 

fied.) 
One  deputy  collector,  to  receive  the  usual  fees. 

By  the  act  declaring  Covington,  in  the  State  o/JVet« 
York,  a  port  of  delivery,  and  for  other  purposes. 
One  deputy  collector,  authorized  to  reside  at  Delaware 

city,  whose  compensation  shall  be  the  usual  fees. 

By  the  act  to  carry  into  effect  certain  stipulations  of 
the  treaty  belwten  the  United  States  of  America  and 

the  Republic  of  Mexico,  of  the  2d  day  of  February, 
1848. 
Three  commissioners,  at  an  annual  compensation,  each, 

-of  $3,000. 
A  secretary,  to  be  appointed  by  the  board,  at  an  annual 

salary  off 2,000. 
A  clerk,  to  be  appointed  by  the  board,  at  an  annual  salary 

of  $1,500. 

By  the  act  to  establish  the  Home  Department,  and  to 
provide  for  the  Treasury  Department  an  Assistant 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and.  a  Commissioner  of 
the  Customs. 

A  Secretary  of  the  Interior,  at  the  same  salary  as  the  Sec- 
retaries of  the  other  Executive  Departments. 

A  chief  clerk  of  the  Interior,  at  a  salary  of  $2,000  per 
annum. 

A  Commissioner  of  Customs,  at  the  same  annual  salary  as 
the  First  Auditor  of  the  Treasury. 

An  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  appointable  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  at  a  salary  of  $3,000  per  annum. 

A  clerk,  in  aid  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
at  a  salary  of  $1,700  per  annum. 

By  the  act  to  extend  the  revenue  laws  ofjhe  United 

States  over  the  Territory  and  v;aters  of  Upper  Cali- 
fornia, and  to  create  a  collection  district  therein. 

One  collector  of  the  customs,  at  an   annual  salary  of 
$1 .500,  and  the  fees  and  commissions  allowed  by  law. 

Three  deputy  collectors,  at  an  annual  annual  salary  of 
$1,000,  and  the  fees  and  commissions  allowed  by  law. 

HI.— THE    OFFICES,    THE    SALARIES    OF   WHICH 
HAVE  BEEN  INCREASED,  WITH  THE  AMOUNT 

OF  SUCH  INCREASE. 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and 
diplomatic   expenses   of  Government  for  the  year 
ending  June  30,  1850. 
The  examiner  of  drugs,  &c,  at  New  York,  to  receive 

$2,000  per  annum,  instead  of  $1,800. 

By  the  act  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  service 
for  the  year  ending  June  30,  1850. 

Chief  engineers,  on  duty,  after  five  years,  $2,000,  each, 

per  annum,  instead  of  $1,500. 
Chief  engineers,  on  leave,  after  five  years,  $1,400,  each, 

per  annum,  instead  of  $1,200. 
First  assistant  engineers,  on  duty,  $1,000,  instead  of  $900. 
First  assistant  engineers,  on  leave,  $850,  each^per  annum, 

instead  of  $700. 
Second  assistant  engineers,  on  duty,  $800,  instead  of  $700. 
Second  assistant  engineers,  on  leave,  $600,  instead  of  $500. 
Third  assistant  engineers,  on  duly,  $600,  instead  of  $500. 
Third  assistant  engineers,  on  leave,  $400,  instead  of  $350. 
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Missouri. 
David  R.  Atchison   1849 
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Arkansas. 
Solon  Borland   1849 
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Florida. 
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Michigan. 
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Iowa. 
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MAINE. 

Hiram,  Belcher, 
Asa  W.  H.  Clapp, 
Franklin  Clark, 
David  [{amnions, 
Ephraim  K.  Smart, 
James  S.  Wiley, 
Hezekiah  Williams. 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE. 
James  H.  Johnson, 
Charles  H.  Peaslee, 

1 

Amos  Tuck,  . 
James  Wilson. 

VERMONT. 
Jacob  Collamer, William  Henry, 
George  P.  Marsh, 
Lucius  B.  Peck. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
Amos  Abbott, 
George  Ashmun, 

Joseph  Grinnell, 
Artemas  Hale,  < 
Charles  Hudson, 
Daniel  P.  King, 
John  G.  Palfrey, 

Horace  Mann, 

Julius  Rod-veil, Robert  C.  Winthrop. 

RHODE  ISLAND. 
Robert  B.  Cranston, 

Benjamin  B.  Thurston. 

CONNECTICUT. James  Dixon, 

Samuel  D.  Hubbard,   A 
John  A.  Rockwell, 
Truman  Smith. 

NEW  YORK. 
Aushurri  Birdsall, 
Eshond  Btackmar, 
William  Collins, 
Harmon  S.  Conger, 
William  Duer, 

Daniel  Gott, Horace  Greely, 
Nathan  K.jjall, 
Elias  B.  Holmes, 
Washington  Hunt, 
Timothy  Jenkins, Orlando  JCeHogg, 

Sidney  Lawrence, 
William  T.  Lawrence, 
Frederick  W.  Lordj 
William  B.  Maclay, 
Dudley  Marvin, 

Joseph  Mullin. Henry  C.  Murphy, 

William  Nelson, 
Henry  Nicoll, 
George  Petrie, 
Harvey  Putnam, 
Gideon  Reynolds, 
Robert  L.  Rose, 
David  Rumscy, 
Daniel  B.  St.  John, 

Eliakim  Sherrill, 
John  J.  Slingerland, 
Geonre  A.  Starkweather, 
Peter  H.  Sylvester. 
Frederick  A.  Tallmadge, 
Cornelius  Warren, 

Hugh  White. NEW  JERSEY. 
Joseph  E.  Edsall, 
Dudley  S.  Gregory, 
James  G.  Hampton, 
William  Ji.  Newell, 
John  Van  Dyke. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 

John  Blanchard, 
Jasper  E.  Brady, 
Samuel  A.  Bridges, 
Richard  Brodhead, 
Charles  Brown, 
Chester  Butler, 
John  Dickey, 

George  N.  Eckcrt, 
John  IV.  Farrelly, 
John  Freedley, 
Moses  Hampton, 
Charles  J.  [ngersoll, 
Joseph  R.  Tngersoll, 
Alexander  Irvin, 
Lewis  C.  Levin, 
Job  Mann. 
Abraham  R.  Mcllvaine, 
Henry  Nes, 
James  Pollock, 
Andrew  Stewart, 
John  Strohm, 
William  Strong, 

James  Thompson, 
David  Wilmot. 

DELAWARE. 
John  W.  Houston. 

MARYLAND. 
John  G.  Chapman, 
John  W.  Crisfield, 
Alexander  Evans, 
Thomas  W.  Ligon, 
Robert  M.  McLane, 

J.  Dixon  Roman. ' 
VIRGINIA. 

Archibald  Atkinson, 
Thomas  H.  Bavlv, 
Robert  L.  T.  Beale, 
Henry  Bedinger, 
Thomas  S.  Bocock, 
John  M.  Bolts, 

William  G.  Brown,1 Thomas  S.  Flournoy, 
Andrew  S.  Fulton, 
William  L.  Goggin, 
Richard  K.  Meade, 
James  McDowell, 
John  S.  Pendleton, 
William  B-  Preston,     ,. 
Rebert  A.  Thompson. 

NORTH  CAROLINA. Daniel  M.  Barringer, 
Nathaniel  Boydon, 

Tivomas  L.  Clingman, 
John  R.  J.  Daniel, 
Richard  S.  Donnell, James  J.  McKay, 
David  Outlaw, 
Augustine  H  Shcpperd, 
Abraham  W.  Venahle. 

»SOUTH  CAROLINA. Armistead  Burt, 
Isaac  E.  Holmes, 
Robert  Barnwell  Rhett, 
(Vacant) 
Richard  F.  Simpson, 
Daniel  Wallace, 

Joseph  A.  Woodward. 
GEORGTA. 

Howell  Cobb, 

Hugh  A.  Haralson, 
Alfred  Iverson, 
John  W.  Jones, 
Thomas  B.  King, 
John  H.  Lumpkin, 
A'exandcr  H.  Stephens, 

Robert  Toombs. 

ALABAMA. 
Franklin  W.  Imvnon, 
Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb, John  Gayle,    . 

Samson  W.  Harris, 

Henry  W.  Hilliard, 
George  S.  Houston, 
Samuel  W.  Inge. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
Albert  G.  Brown, 
Winfield  S.  Featherston, 
Jacob  Thompson, 

Patrick  W.  Tompkins. 
LOUISIANA. 

John  H.  Harmanson, 
Isaac  E.  Morse, 
Emile  La  Sere, 
Bannon  G.  Thibodeaux. 

OHIO. Richard  S.  Canby, 
John  Crowell, 
John  D.  Cummins, 
Rudolphus  Dickinson, 
Daniel  Duncan, 
Thomas  O.  Edwards, 
Nathan  Evans, 
James  J.  Faran, 
David  Fhher,         . 
Georse  Fries, 
Joshua  R.  Giddings 
William  Kennon, 
Samuel  Lahm, 

John  K.  Miller, 
Jonathan  D.  Morris, 
Thomas  Ritchey, 

Joseph  M.  Root, 
William  Sawyer, 
Robert  C.  Schenck, 
John  L.  Taylor, 

Samuel  F.  Vinton. 
KENTUCKY. 

Green  Adams, 
Linn  Boyd, 

Aylett  Buckncr, Beverly  L.  Clarke, 
Garnett  Duncan, 
Richard  French, 

John  P.  Gaines, 
Charles  S.  Morehcad, 
Samuel  O.  Peyton, 

John  B.  Thompson. 

TENNESSEE. 
Washington.  Barrow, 
Lucien  B.  Chase, 
William  M.  Cocke, 
John  H.  Crazier, 
Meredith  P.  Gentry, 
William  P.  Haskell, 
Hugh  L.  W.  Hill, 
Andrew  Johnson, 
George  W.  Jones, 
Frederick  P.  Stanton, 
James  H.  Thomas. 

INDIANA. 
Charles  W.  Oathcart, 
George  G.  Dunn, 
Elisha  Embree, 
Thomas  J.  Henley, 
John  Pettit, 

John  L.  Robinson, 
William  Rockhill, 
Caleb  B.  Smith, 
Richard  W.  Thompson, 

William  W.  Wick. 

ILLINOIS. John  A.  McClernand, 
Orlando  B.  Ficklin, 
Abraham  Lincoln, 
William  A.  Richardson, 

Robert  Smith, 

Thomas  J.  Turner, 

John  Wentworth. 
MISSOURL James  B.  Bowlin, 

James  S.  Greene, 
Willard  P.  Hall, 
John  Jameson, 

John  S.  Phelps. 

«  ARKANSAS. 
Robert  VV.  Johnson. 

MICHIGAN. 
Kingsley  S.  Bingham, 
Robert  McClelland, 

Charles  E.  Stuart. 

FLORIDA. 

Edvmrd  C.  Cabell. 

TEXAS. David  S.  Kaufman, 

Timothy  Piilsbury. 

IOWA. 
Shepherd  Leffler, 
William  Thompson. 

WISCONSIN. Mason  C.  Darling, 

William  P.  Lynde. 

OREGON  T. 

(Vacancy.) 

IN  SENATE. 

Monday,  December  A,  1848. 

At  twelve  o'clock,  the  Senate  was  called  to  order 

by  Mr.  Atchison,  the  following  Senators  appear- 
ing in  their  seats  : 

From  Maine— Mr.  Bradbury  and  Mr.  Hamlin. 
New  Hampshire — Mr.  Atherton  and  Mr.  Hale. 
Massachusetts — Mr.  Davis. 
Rhode  Island — Mr.  Clarke. 

Connecticut — Mr.  Baldwin. 
Vermont — Mr.  Phelps  and  Mr.  Uplmm. 
New  York — Mr.  Dix  and  Mr.  Dickinson. 

Pennsylvania — Mr. Cameron  and  Mr. Sturgeon. 
Delaware — Mr^Spruance. 
Maryland — Mr.  R.  Johnson. 

Virginia — Mr.  Hunter  and  Mr.  Mason. 

North  Carolina — Mr.  Badger. 
South  Carolina — Mr.  Butler. 
Georgia — Mr.  Berrien. 

Kentucky — Mr.  Metcalfe  and  Mr.  Underwood.- 
Tennessee— Mr.  Bell  and  Mr.  Turney. 
Ohio— Mr.  Allen  and  Mr.  Corwin. 

Louisiana — Mr.  H.  Johnson  and  Mr.  Downs. 
Mississippi — Mr.  J.  Davis  and  Mr.  Foote. 
Illinois — Mr.  Breese  and  Mr.  Douglas. 
Alabama — Mr.  King. 

Missouri— Mr.  Atchison  and  Mr.  Benton. 
Michigan — Mr.  Felch  and  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 
Texas — Mr.  Houston. 
Wisconsin — Mr.  Dodge  and  Mr.  Walker. 
Florida — Mr.  Westcott. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BREESE, 

Ordered,  That,  the  Secretary  acquaint  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  has  assembled, 

and  that  the  Senate  is  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BRADBURY, 

Ordered,  That»the  daily  hour  of  meeting  of  the   Senate 
be  twelve  o'clock,  meridian,  until  otherwise  ordered. 

NEW  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  gave  notice  that  he  should,  to- 
morrow, or  at  some  early  day,  ask  leave  to  intro- 

duce the  following  bills: 

A  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of  Minesota. 
A  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of  Nebraska, 
A  bill  to  establish  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico. 

NEW  STATE. 

A  bill  for  the  introduction  of  California  as  a 

State  of  the  Union. 

SEVENTH  CENSUS. 

Mr.  CAMERON  gave  notice  that  he  should, 
to-morrow,  or  at  some  early  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  to  provide  for  taking  the  Seventh 

Census,  or  enumeration  of  the  inhabitants  of  the 
United  States. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Campbell, 

their  Clerk: 
"  Mr.  President:  I  am  directed  to  informthe 

Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives is  assembled,  and  ready  to  proceed  to  busi- ness. 

"Also,  that  the  House  of  Representatives  had 
adopted  a  resolution  appointing  a  committee  on 

their  part  to  join  such  committee  as  should  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of 

the  United  States,  to  inform  him  that  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  had  assembled  and  were  ready 

to  receive  any  communication  he  might  be  pleased 

to  make;  and  that  Messrs.  Wentworth,  Ruck- 
well,  and  Shepherd  had  been  appointed  said 

committee  on  the  part  of  the  House." 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  KING, 
Resolced,  That  the  Senate  concur  in  the  resolution  passed 

by  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the  appointment  of  a 
joint  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  to  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  each  House  had 
assembled,  and  that  Congress  is  ready  to  receive  any  com- 

munication be  may  be  pleased  to  make. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  committee  was 
ordered  to  be  appointed  by  the  Chair;  and  Messrs. 
King  and  Davis  of  Massachusetts  were  appointed 
by  the  Chair  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMERON, 
Ordered,  Thaf  each  Senator  he  supplied  during  the  pres- 
ent session  with  newspapers  as  heretofore,  not  exceeding  the 

cost  of  four  daily  papers.  ■ 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Monday,  December  4,  1848. 

At  twelve  o'clock,  m.,  the  House  was  called  to 
order  by  the  Speaker,  Hon.  Robert  C.  Win- 
throp,  and  the  roll  (as  published  above)  having 
been  called  by  the  Clerk,  Thomas  J.  Campbell, 
Esq.,  it  appeared  that  178  gentlemen  had  answered 
to  their  names — being  nil  the  members  of  the 
House,  with  the  exception  of  the  following,  who 
were  absent: 

From  the  State  of  Maine — Messrs.  Hiram 
Belcher,  Asa  W.  H.  Clapp.and  David  Hammons. 

From  the  State  of  New  Hampshire — Mr.  Chs. 
H.  Peaslee.  . 

From  the  S-tate  of  Massachusetts — Mt.  Horace 
Mann. 
From  the  State  of  New  York — Messrs.  Wil- 

liam Collins,  Washington  Hujjt,  Robert  L.  Rose, 
and  Peter  H.  Silvester. 

From  the  State  of  Pennsylvania — Messrs.  Saml. 

A.  Bridges,  Chester  Butler,  John  Freedley,  Alex- 
ander Irvin,  Andrew  Stewart,  and  David  Wilmot. 

From  the  State  of  Delaware — Mr.  John  W. 
Houston. 

From  the  State  of  Maryland— Mr.  John  G. 
Chapman. 
From  the  State  of  Virginia — Messrs.  Richard 

L.  T.  Beale,  Thomas  S.  Flournoy,  Andrew  S. 
Fulton,  and  John  S.  Pendleton. 
From  the  State  of  South  Carolina — Messrs. 

Armistead  Burt,  R.  Barnwell  Rhett,  Richard  F. 
Simpson,  and  Daniel  Wallace. 

From  the  State  of  Georgia — Messrs.  Alfred 
Iverson  and  Robert  Toombs. 
From  the  State  of  Alabama — Messrs.  John 

Gayle  and  George  S.  Houston. 
From  the  State  of  Louisiana — Mr.  Bannon  G. 

Thibodeaux. 
From  the  State  of  Oiiior— Mr.  David  Fisher. 
From  the  State  of  Kentucky — Messrs.  Green 

Adams,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Garnett  Duncan,  and 
Charles  S.  Morehead. 

From  the  Stateof  Tennessee — Messrs.  William 
M.  Cocke,  John  H.  Crozier,  and  Meredith  P. 
Gentry. 
From  the  State  of  Illinois — Messrs.  Orlando 

B.  Ficklin,  Abraham  Lincoln,  and  John  A.  Mc- 
Clernand. 

From  the  State  of  Missouri — Mr.  James  B. 
Bowlin. 

From  the  State  of  Arkan«13 — Mr.  Robert  W. 
Johnson. 

From  the  Stateof  Florida — Mr.  E.  Carring'ton 
•  Cabell. 

From  the  State  of  Texas— Mr.  Timothy  Pills- 
bury. 

From  the  State  of  Iowa — Mr.  Shepherd  LefHer. 
Two  new  members,  elected  to  supply  vacancies 

which  occurred  at  the  last  session  in  the  repre- 
sentation from  the  State  of  New  York,  appeared, 

were  qualified  according  to  law,  and  took  fheir 
seats,  viz:  Mr.  Esbond  Blackmar,  elected  to  sup- 

ply the  vacancy  occasioned'  by  the  death  of  the 
Hon.  JohnM.  Holley;  and  Mr.  Horace  Gree- 

ley, elected  in  the  place  of  David  S.  Jackson, 
Esq.,  whose  seat,  being  contested  at  the  last  ses- 

sion by  James  Monroe,  Esq.,  was  declared  vacant 
by  the  House. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  rose  to  offer  a  resolu- 

tion, which  he  sent  up  to  the  Clerk  to  be  read. 
A  PRIVILEGED  QUESTION. 

Mr.'  WILSON  rose  to  a  privileged  question. At  the  commencement  of  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress,   lie  said,  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin  was 

represented  on  this  floor  by  the  Hon.  Mr.  Tweedy, 

as  Delegate.  In  the  course  of  the  last  session  of 
Congress  an  act  was  passed  for  the  admission  of 
Wisconsin  into  the  Union,  and  subsequently  to 
the  passage  of  that  act  two  gentlemen  were  elected 
by  the  State  of  Wisconsin  to  represent  her  upon 

this  floor.  By  the  act  for  the  admission  of  Wis- 
consin into  the  Union,  the  boundaries  of  that 

State  were  defined,  leaving  out  a  portion  of  the 
territory  and  people  who  had  formerly  constituted 
a  part  of  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  interposed,  and  stated 
that  the  resolution  he  proposed  was  merely  the 
ordinary  resolution  for  the  organization  of  the 
House;  and  as  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  would  be  likely  to  give  rise 
to  some  debate,  he  asked  the.  gentleman  to  waive 

it  'for  a  moment,  that  his  resolution,  might  be 
adopted. 

The  SPEAKER,  stated  th%  the  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  relating  to 
the  admission  of  a  member  of  the  House,  would 
clearly  be  a  privileged  question. 

Mr.  WILSON,  however,  yielded  for  a  moment 
to 

Mr.  WENTWORTH,  who  offered  the  follow- 
ing resolution;  which  was  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed,  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  to  join  such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  on 
the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 

States,  and  to  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  House's is  assembled,  and  that  Congress  is  now  ready  to  receive  any 
communication  be  may  be  pleased  to  make. 

The  following  gentlemen  were  appointed  by  the 
Speaker  to  compose  the  said  committee  on  the  part 
of  the  House: 

Messrs.  Wentworth,  Rockwell  of  Connecti- 
cut, and  Shepperd. 

Mr.  WILSON  resumed.  Subsequently  to  the 
members  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin  taking 
their  places  in  this  House,  Hon.  Mr.  Tweedy,  the 

Delegate  from  that  Territory,  as  formerly  consti- 
tuted, formally  resigned  his  office.  The  former 

Governor  of  that  Territory  was  elected  to  repre- 
sent the  State  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

and  accepting  of  that  office,  the  office  of  Governor 
was  of  course  vacated.  By  the  law,  ii\  the  ab- 

sence of  the  Governor  of  the  Territory,  or  in  case 
of  his  death,  resignation,  or  disqualification,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Territory  becomes  the  acting  Gov- 

ernor. Governor  Catlin,  the  Secretary  of  the  Ter- 
ritory, issued  his  proclamation  to  the  people  re- 

quiring them  to  assemble  and  elect  a  Delegate  to 
represent  them  in  this  Congress,  and  on  the  30th 
October  an  election  was  held,  and  Hon.  Henry  H. 
Sibley  was  elected.  He  (Mr.  S.)  had  the  certifi- 

cate of  Governor  Catlin,  under  the  seal  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Wisconsin,  certifying  the  fact  of  his  elec- 

tion. 

In  reference  to  this  case,  the  House,  he  hoped, 
would  pardon  him  while  he  referred  to  one  or  two 
precedents.  The  first  which  he  found  occurred  as 
early  as  1803  or  1804.  It  related  to  the  Delegate 
from  the  Northwest  Territory.  The  gentleman 
elected  before  the  admission  of  Ohio  into  the  Union 

held  his  fseat  upon  the  floor  of  this  House,  and, 

upon  that  State  being  admitted,  and  upon  the  rep- 
resentatives from  the  State  of  Ohio  taking  their 

seats  in  the  House,  a  resolution  was  offered  de- 
claring the  seat  of  the  Delegate  vacated  in  conse- 
quence of  Ohio  being  admitted  as  a  State.  The 

resolution  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions, and  that  committee  immediately  decided  that 

the  Delegate  was  entitled  to  hold  his  seat.  The 

case  he  found  in  the  volume  of  "Contested  Elec- 

tions," from  the  Library,  page  127 — the  case  of 
Paul  Fearing.  Pie  would  read  but  a  single  sen- 

tence from  it:  "The  erection  of  a  Territory  into  a 
State  does  not  necessarily  vacate  the  seat  of  the 

Delegate."  The  committee  reported  a  resolution 
that  the  Delegate  from  the  Territory  northwest  of 
the  Ohio  was  still  entitled  to  a  seat  in  this  House, 

and  Mr.  Fearing  having  taken  his  seat  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  session,  continued  to  hold  his 

seat. 
The  next  case  which  he  found  was  in  the  year 

1835,  and  sprung  from  the  very  same  Territory  to 
which  he  was  now  asking  the  attention  of  the 
House.  The  Territory  of  Michigan,  as  first  or- 

ganized, embraced  simply  the  peninsula  which 
now  constituted  the  State  of  Michigan.  Subse- 

quently, as  the  Indian  titles  were  extinguished  to 
the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  that  was  added  to  the 
Territory  ofMichigan,  making  a  part  of  Michigan, 
and  subject  to  the  laws  of  Michigan.    At  a  still 

subsequent  period,  Iowa  was  also  added,  and  con- 
stituted a  part  of  Michigan.     In  the  year  1835, 

Michigan   called  a  convention organized  a  State 
Government,  adopted  a  constitution,  and  pro- 

ceeded to  elect  Representatives  to  Congress.  The 
Territory  of  Michigan  elected  Hon.  George  W. 
Jones  to  represent  them,  who  took  his  seat,  and 
was  permitted  to  hold  his  seat.  The  State  of 
Michigan  elected  Plon.  Mr.  Gary  to  represent  the 
State,  and  subsequently  Mr.  Cary  took  his  seat. 
Mr.  Jones  continued  to  hold  his  seat  as  Delegate 
from  Michigan,  notwithstanding  the-admission  of 
the  State  of  Michigan  into  the  Union,  and  its  be- 

ing represented  by  Mr.  Cary. 
The  present  case  rested  upon  a  precisely  similar 

state  of  facts,  and  involved  the  same  principles. 

Mr.  Sibley  represented  a  portion — three  or  four 
thousand — of  those  inhabitants  who  were  for- 

merly under  the  jurisdiction  and  laws  of  Wiscon- 
sin, and  were  still  governed  by  the  laws  of  the 

Territory  of  Wisconsin,  with  magistrates  exer- 
cising their  authority  under  the  laws  of  the  Terri- 

tory of  Wisconsin.  He  (Mr.  S.1)  now  presented 
himself  as  a  Delegate. 

He  had  thought  proper  to  make  these  remarks, 
and  he  hoped  Mr.  Sibley  would  be  admitted  with- 

out objection. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  said  the  remarks  sub- 
mitted by  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire 

involved  many  important  principles,  which  should 

be  considered  by  the  House  and  ought  to  be  inves- 
tigated by  a  committee;  and  as  the  House  were 

not  now  in  a  situation  to  dispose  of  the  subject  to 
its  own  satisfaction,  and  as  no  danger  or  injury 

was  likely-to  arise  from  its  delay  until  the  com- 
mittees were  appointed  and  the  House  was  organ- 

ized, he  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire  not  to  press  this  subject  at  this  time, 
but  allow  it  to  lie  over  until  the  appointment  of  the 

committeeSj_and  then  have  it  referred.  If  the  gen- 
tleman should  insist  upon  the  consideration  now, 

he  should  feel  constrained  to  move  its  reference  to 

the  Droper  committee. 
Mr.  WILSON  replied,  that  he  had  submitted  his 

remarks  with  the  papers  in  the  hope  that  the'ease was  so  clear  that  no  objections  would  be  made. 
Understanding,  however,  the  suggestion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  to  be  of  the  nature  of  an 
objection,  he  would  submit  the  papers  and  ask  that 
they  be  printed  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Elections. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

SEATS. 
Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  moved  the  follow- 
ing resolution  ttk 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  Houl^immediately  after 
the  passage  of  this  resolution,  place  in  a  box  the  name  of 
each  member  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  upon  a  sep- 

arate piece  of  paper,  and  that  he  then  proceed,  in  the  pres- 
ence of  the  House,  to  draw  from  said  box,  one  at  a  time, 

the  said  pieces  of  paper ;  and  as  each  is  drawn,  he  shall 
announce  the  name  of  the  member  upon  it,  who  shall  then 
choose  his  seat  for  Hie  present  session:  Provided,  That 
before  said  drawing  shall  commence,  the  Speaker  shall 
cause  every  seat  to  be  vacated,  and  shall  see  that  each  seat 
continues  vacant  until  it  is  selected  under  this  order. 

Mr.  MURPHY  moved  to  amend  the  resolution 

by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  resolved,  and 

inserting — 
"That  the  members  retain  for  the  present  session  the 

seats  which  they  occupied  at  the  last  one." 
The  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  resolution  was  then,  under  ther  operation 

of  the  previous  question,  moved  by  Mr.  Evans, 
agreed  to,  and  the  House  proceeded  to  execute  the 

order;  which  having  been  disposed  of — 
HOUR  OF  MEETING.  r 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  moved  the  following 

resolution,  which  was  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  twelve  o'clock,  m.,  be  the  daily  hour  of 

meeting  until  otherwise  ordered. 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  HENLEY  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  (the  Senate  concurring,)  That  two  chaplains,  of 

different  denominations,  be  elected  by  Congress,  one  by 
each  House,  to  serve  during  the  present  session,  who  shall 
interchange  weekly. 
Mr.  H.  moved  the  previous  question,  which 

was  seconded;  and,  under  the  operation  thereof, 
the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois,  gave  notice  of  his  in- 
tention to  ask  leave  to  introduce  bills  of  the  follow- 

ing titles: 
"A  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Illinois  the  right 

of  way,  and  a  donation  of  the  public  lands,  for 
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making  a  railroad  connecting  the  upper  and  lower 
Mississippi  with  the  chain  of  northern  lakes  at 
Chicago;  and  also  for  the  northern  cross  railroad, 
with  a  branch  to  Alton;  and  for  other  purposes. 

A  bill  granting  the  right  of  way  to  the  Spates  of 
Indiana  and  Illinois,  and  a  donation  of  each  alter- 

nate section  of  public  lands  for  six  miles  on  each 
side  of  said  road,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a 
railroad  from  New  Albany,  in  the  Slate  of  Indiana, 
to  Alton,  Illinois. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia, 
The  House  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE.  • 
Tuesday,  December  5,  1848. 

The  Vice  President  assumed  the  chair. 

Messrs.  Dayton  and  Miller  of  New  Jersey, 
Bright   of  Indiana^  Niles  of  Connecticut,  and 
Pearce  of  Maryland,  appeared  in  their  seats. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  reading  of  the 
Journal  was  dispensed  with. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Joint  Committee  appointed 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  jointly  with  the  com- 

mittee appointed  on  the  part  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  to  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of 
each  House  has  assembled,  and  that  Congress  is 
ready  to  receive  any  communication  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make,  reported,  that  they  had  per-, 
formed  the  duty  assigned  to  them,  and  that  the 
President  had  replied  that  he  would  be  prepared 
to  make  a  communication  to  the  two  Houses  this 

day  at  twelve  o'clock. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the 

House  of  Representatives,  by  Mr.  Campbell, 
their  Clerk : 

"  Mr.  President  :  I  am  directed  by  the  House 
of  Representatives  to  inform  the  Senate  that  the 
House  has  passed  a  joint  resolution  for  the  ap- 

pointment of  two  Chaplains,  of  different  denomina- 
tions, to  officiate  during  the  present  session,  alter- 

nately, in  each  House  ;  in  which  they  ask  the 
concurrence  of  the  Senate." 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United   States,  by  Mr.  J.  Knox 
Walker,  his  Secretary,  and  was  read : 

Fellow-citizens  of  the  Senate 
and  of  the  House  of  Representatives  :^ 

Under  the  benignant  Providence  of  Almighty 
God,  the  representatives  of  the  States  and  of  the 
people  are  again  brought  together  to  deliberate  for 
the  public  goq0  The  gratitude  of  the  nation  to 
the  sovereign  Arbiter  of  all  human  events,  should 
be  commensurate  with  the  boundless  blessings 
which  we  enjoy. 

Peace,  plenty,  and  contentment  reign  through- 
out our  borders,  and  our  beloved  country  presents 

■a  sublime  moral  spectacle  to  the  world. 
The  troubled  and  unsetiled  condition  of  some 

of  the  principal  European  Powers  has  had  a  neces- 
sary tendency  to  check  and  embarrass  trade,  and 

to  depress  prices  throughout  all  commercial  na- 
tions; but  notwithstanding  these  causes,  the  Uni- 

ted States,  with  their  abundant  products,  have  felt 
their  effects  less  severely  than  any  other  country, 
and  all  our  great  interests  are  still  prosperous  and successful. 

In  reviewing  the  great  events  of  the  past  year, 
and  contrasting  the  agitated  and  disturbed  state  of 
other  countries  with  our  own  tranquil  and  happy 
condition,  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  that  we 
are  the  most  favored  people  on  the  face  of  the 
earth.  While  the  people  of  other  countries  are 
struggling  to  establish  free  institutions,  under  which 
man  may  govern  himself,  we  are  in  the  actual  en- 

joyment of  them — a  rich  inheritance  from  our 
fathers.  While  enlightened  nations  of  Europe  are 
convulsed  and  distracted  by  civil  war  or  intestine 
strife,  we  settle  all  our  political  controversies  by the  peaceful  exercise  of  the  rights  of  freemen  at 
the  ballot-box.  The  great  republican  maxim  so 
deeply  engraven  on  the  hearts  of  our  people,  that 
the  will  of  the  majority,  constitutionally  expressed, 
shall  prevail,  is  our  sure  safeguard  against  force 
and  violence.  It  is  a  subject  of  just  pride,  that 
our  fame  and  character  as  a  nation  continue  rap- 

idly to  advance  in  the  estimation  of  the  civilized 
world.  To  our  wise  and  free  institutions  it  is  to  be 
attributed,  that  while  other  nations  have  achieved 
glory  at  the  price  of  the  suffering,  distress,  and 
impoverishment  of  their  people,  we  have  won  our 

honorable  position  in  the  midst  of  an  uninterrupted 

prosperity,  and  of  an  increasing  individual  com- 
fort and  happiness.  I  am  happy  to  inform  you 

that  our  relations  with  all  nations  are  friendly  and 
pacific.  Advantageous  treaties  of  commerce  have 
been  concluded,  within  .the  last  four  years,  with 
New  Granada,  Peru,  the  Two  Sicilies,  Belgium, 

Hanover,  Oldenburg,  and  Mecklenburg-Schwerin. 
Pursuing  our  example,  the  restrictive  system  of 
Great  Britain,  our  principal  foreign  customer,  has 
been  relaxed;  a  more  liberal  commercial  policy 
has  been  adopted  by  other  enlightened  nations, 

and  our  trade  has  been  greatly  enlarged  and  ex- 
tended. Our  country  stands  higher  in  the  respect 

of  the  world  than  at  any  former  period.  To  con- 
tinue to  occupy  this  proud  position,  it  is  only  ne- 

cessary to  preserve  peace,  and  faithfully  adhere  to 
the  great  and  fundamental  principle  of  our  foreign 

policy  of  non-interference  in  the  domestic  concerns 
of  other  nations.  We  recognize  in  all  nations  the 
rights  which  we  enjoy  ourselves,  to  change  and 
reform  their  political  institutions,  according  to  their 
own  will  and  pleasure.  Hence  we  do  not  look 

behind  existing  governments,  capable  of  maintain- 
ing their  own  authority.  We  recognize  all  such 

actual  governments,  not  only  from  the  dictates  of 

true  policy,  but  from  a  sacred  regard  for  the  inde- 

pendence of  nations. 
While  this  is  our  settled  policy,  it  does  not  fol- 

low that  we  can  ever  be  indifferent  spectators  of 

the  progress  of  liberal  principles.  The  Govern- 
ment and  people  of  the  United  States  hailed  with 

enthusiasm  and  delight  the  establishment  of  the 
French  Republic,  as  we  now  hail  the  efforts  in 

progress  to  unite  the  States  of  Germany  in  a  con- 
federation, similar  in  many  respects  to  our  own 

Federal  Union.  If  the  great  and  enlightened  Ger- 
man States,  occupying,  as  they  do,  a  central  and 

commanding  position  in  Europe,  shall  succeed  in 
establishing  such  a  Confederated  Government, 
securing  at  the  same  time  to  the  citizens  of  each 
State,  local  governments  adapted  to  the  peculiar 
condition  of  each,  with  unrestricted  trade  and  inter- 

course with  each  other,  it  will  bean  important  era 
in  the  history  of  human  events.  Whilst  it  will 
consolidate  and  strengthen  the  power  of  Germany, 
it  must  essentially  promote  the  caose  of  peace, 
commerce,  civilization,  and  constitutional  liberty 
throughout  the  world. 
With  all  the  governments  on  this  continent  our 

relations,  it  is  believed,  are  now  on  a  more  friendly 
and  satisfactory  footing  than  they  have  ever  been 
at  any  former  period. 

Since  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  treaty 
of  peace  with  Mexico,  our  intercourse  with  the 
Government  of  that  Republic  has  been  of  the  most 
friendly  character.  The  Envoy  Extraordinary  and 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  to 
Mexico  has  been  received  and  accredited;  and  a 

diplomatic  representative  from  Mexico  of  similar 
rank  has  been  received  and  accredited  by  this 
Government.  The  amicable  relations  between  the 

two  countries  which  had  been  suspended  have 
been  happily  restored,  and  are  destined^  I  trust,  to 

be  long  preserved.  The  two  Republics,  both  situ- 
ated on  this  continent,  and  with  coterminous  ter- 

ritories, have  every  motive  of  sympathy  and  of 
interest  to  bind  them  together  in  perpetual  amity. 

This  gratifying  condition  of  our  foreign  relations 
renders  it  unnecessary  for  me  to  call  your  atten- 

tion more  specifically  to  them. 
It  has  been  my  constant  aim  and  desire  to  culti- 

vate peace  and  commerce  with  all  nations.  Tran- 
quillity at  home,  and  peaceful  relations  abroad, 

constitute  the  true  permanent  policyof  ourcountry. 
War,  the  scourge  of  nations,  sometimes  becomes 
inevitable,  but  is  always  to  be  avoided  when  it  can 
be  done  consistently  with  the  rights  and  honor  of 
the  nation. 

One  of  the  most  important  results  of  the  war 
into  which  we  were  recently  forced  with  a  neigh- 

boring nation,  is  the  demonstration  it  has  afforded 
of  the  military  strength  of  our  country.  Before 
the  late  war  with  Mexico,  European  and  other 

foreign  Powers  entertained  imperfect  and  errone- 
ous views  of  our  physical  strength  as  a  nation, 

and  of  our  ability  to  prosecute  war,  and  especially 
a  war  waged  out  of  our  own  country.  They  saw 
that  our  standing  army  on  the  peace  establishment 
did  not  exceed  ten  thousand  men.  Accustomed 

themselves  to  maintain  in  peace  large  standing 
armies  for  the  protection  of  thrones  against  their 
own  subjects;  as  well  as  against  foreign  enemies, 
they  had  not  conceived  that  it  was  possible  for  a 

nation  without  such  an  army,  well  disciplined  and 
of  long  service,  to  wage  war  successfully.  They 
held  in  low  repute  our  militia,  and  were  far  from 
regarding  them  as  an  effective  force,  unless  it 
might  be  for  temporary  defensive  operations  when 
invaded  on  our  own  soil.  The  events  of  the  late 

war  with  Mexico  have  not  only  undeceived  them, 
but  have  removed  erroneous  impressions  which 
prevailed  to  some  extent  even  among  a  portion  of 

our  own  countrymen.  That  war  has  demonstra- 
ted, that  uport  the  breaking  out  of  hostilities  not 

anticipated,  and  for  which  no  previous  prepara- 
tion had  been  made,  a  volunteer  atony  of  citizen- 

soldiers  equal  to  veteran  troops,  and  in  numbers 

equal  to  any  emergency,  can  in  a  short  period  be 
brought  into  the  field.  Unlike  what  would  have 
occurred  in  any  other  country,  we  were  under  no 
necessity  of  resorting  to  draughts  or  conscriptions. 

On  the  contrary,  such  was  the  number  of  volun- 
teers who  patriotically  tendered  their  services, 

that  the  chief  difficulty  was  in  making  selections, 
and  determining  who  should  be  disappointed  and 

compelled  to  remain  at  home.  Our  citizen-soldiers 
are  unlike  those  drawn  from  the  population  of  any 

other  country.  They  are  composed  indiscrimi- 
nately of  all  professions  and  pursuits:  of  farmers, 

lawyers,  physicians,  merchants,  manufacturers, 
mechanics,  and  laborers;  and  this,  not  only  among 
the  officers,  but  the  private  soldiers  in  the  ranks. 
Our  citizen-soldiers  are  unlike  those  of  any  other 
country  in  other  respects.  They  are  armed,  and 
have  been  accustomed,  from  their  youth  up,  to 
handle  and  use  fire-arms;  and  a  large  proportion 

of  them,  especially  in  the  western  and  more  new- 
ly settled  States,  are  expert  marksmen.  They  are 

men  who  have  a  reputation  to  maintain  at  home 

by  their  good  conduct  in  the  field.  They  are  in- 
telligent, and  there  is  an  individuality  of  character 

which  is  found  in  the  ranks  of  no  other  army.  In 
battle,  each  private  man,  as  well  as  every  officer, 
fights  not  only  for  his  country,  but  for  glory  and 
distinction  among  his  fellow-citizens  when  he  shall 
return  to  civil  life. 
The  war  with  Mexico  has  demonstrated  not  only 

the  ability  of  the  Government  to  organize  a  nu- 
merous army  upon  a  sudden  call,  but  also  to  pro- 

vide it  with  all  the  munitions  and  necessary  sup- 
plies with  despatch,  convenience,  and  ease,  and  to 

direct  its  operations  with  efficiency.  The  strength 
of  our  institutions  has  not  only  been  displayed  in 

the  valor  and  skill  of  our  troop's  engaged  in  active 
service  in  the  field,  but  in  the  organization  of  those 
executive  branches  which  were  charged  with  the 

general  direction  and  conduct  of  the  war.  -While 
too  great  praise  cannot  be  bestowed  upon  the 
officers  and  men  who  fought  our  battles,  it  would 
be  unjust  to  withhold  from  those  officers  necessarily 
stationed  at  home,  who  were  charged  with  the  duty 
of  furnishing  the  army,  in  proper  time,  and  at 

proper  places,  with  all  the  munitions  of  war  and 
other  supplies  so  necessary  to  make  it  efficient,  the 
commendation  to  which  they  are  entitled.  The 
credit  due  to  this  class  of  our  officers  is  the  greater, 
when  it  is  considered  that  no  army  in  ancient  or 
modern  times  was  ever  better  appointed  or  provided 
than  our  army  in  Mexico.  Operating  in  an 

enemy's  country,  removed  two  thousand  miles 
from  the  seat  of  the  Federal  Government,  its  dif- 
ferent-eorps  spread  over  a  vast  extent  of  territory, 
hundreds  and.  even  thousands  of  miles  apart  from 
each  other,  nothing  short  of  the  untiring  vigilance 
and  extraordinary  energy  of  these  officers  could 
have  enabled  them  to  provide  the  army  at  all  point3, 
and  in  proper  season,  with  all  that  was  required 
for  the  most  efficient  service. 

It  is  but  an  act  of  justice  to  declare,  that  the 
officers  in  charge  of  the  several  executive  bureaus, 
all  under  the  immediate  eye  and  supervision  of  the 
Secretary  of  War,  performed  their  respective  duties 
with  ability,  energy,  and  efficiency.  They  have 
reaped  less  of  the  glory  of  the  war,  not  having 
been  personally  exposed  to  its  perils  in  battle,  than 

their  companions  in  arms  ;  but  without  their  fore- 
cast, efficient  aid,  and  cooperation,  those  in  the 

field  would  not  have  been  provided  with  the  ample 

means  they  possessed  of  achieving  for  themselves 
and  their  country  the  unfading  honors  which  they 
have  won  for  both. 
When  all  these  facts  are  considered,  it  may  cease 

to  be  a  matter  of  so  much  amazement  abroad  how 

it  happened  that  our  noble  army  in  Mexico,  regu- 
lars and  volunteers,  were  victorious  upon  every 

battle-field,  however  fearful  the  odds  against  them. 
The  war  with  Mexico  has  thus  fully  developed 
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the  capacity  of  republican  governments  to  prose- 
cute successfully  a  just  and  necessary  foreign  war 

with  all  the  vigor  usually  attributed  to  more  arbi- 
trary forms  of  government.  It  has  been  usual  for 

writers  on  public  law  to  impute  to  republics  a  want 
of  that  unity,  concentration  of  purpose,  and  vigor 

of  execution,  which  are  generally  admitted  to  be- 
long to  the  monarchical  and  aristocratic  forms;  and 

this  feature  of  popular  government  has  been  sup- 
posed to  display  itself  more  particularly  in  the  con- 

duct of  a  war  carried  on  in  an  enemy's  territory. 
The  v/ar  with  Great  Britain  in  1812,  was  to  a  great 
extent  confined  within  our  own  limits,  and  _shed 
but  little  light  on  this  subject.  But  the  war  which 
we  have  just  closed  by  an  honorable  peace,  evinces 
beyond  ail  doubt  that  a  popular  representative 
government  is  equal  to  any  emergency  which  is 
likely  to  arise  in  the  affairs  of  a  nation. 

The  war  with  Mexico  has  developed  most  stri- 
kingly and  conspicuously  another  feature  in  our  in- 

stitutions.- It  ia,thatwithoutcost  to  the  Government 
or  danger  to  our  liberties,  we  have,  in  the  bosom 
of  our  society  of  freemen,  available  in  a  just  and 
necessary  war,  virtually  a  standing  army  of  two 
millions  of  armed  citizen-soldiers,  such  as  fought 
the  battles  of  Mexico. 

But  our  military  strength  does  not  consist  alone 
in  our  capacity  for  extended  and  successful  oper- 

ations on  land.  The  navy  is  an  important  arm  of 
the  national  defence.  If  the  services  of  the  navy 
were  not  so  brilliant  as  those  of  the  army  in  the 
late  war  with  Mexico,  it  was  because  they  had  no 
enemy  to  meet  on  their  own  element.  While  the 

army  had  opportunity  of  performing  more  conspic- 
uous service,  the  navy  largely  participated  in  the 

conduct  of  the  war.  Both  branches  of  the  service 

performed  their  whole  duty  to  the  country.  For 
the  able  and  gallant  services  of  the  officers  and  men 

of  the  navy — acting  independently  as  well  as  in 
cooperation  with  our  troops — in  the  conquest  of 
the  Californias,  the  capture  of  Vera  Cruz,  and  the 
seizure  and  occupation  of  other  important  positions 
on  the  Gulf  and  Pacific  coasts,  the  highest  praise 
is  due.  Their  vigilance,  energy,  and  skill  rendered 
the  most  effective  service  in  excluding  munitions 
of  war  and  other  supplies  from  the  enemy,  white 
they  secured  a  safe  entrance  for  abundant  supplies 
for  our  own  army.  Our  extended  commerce  was 
nowhere  interrupted;  and  for  this  immunity  from 
the  evils  of  war,  the  country  is  indebted  to  the 
navy. 

High  praise  is  due  to  the  officers  of  the  several 
executive  bureaus,  navy-yards,  and  stations  con- 

nected with  the  service,  all  under  the  immediate 

direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  the  in- 
dustry, foresight,  and  energy  with  which  every- 

thing was  directed  and  furnished  to  give  efficiency 
to  that  branch  of  the  service.  The  same  vigilance 
existed  in  directing  the  operations  of  the  navy,  as 
of  the  army.  There  was  concert  of  action  and  of 
purpose  between  the  heads  of  the  two  arms  of  the 
service.  By  the  orders  which  were  from  time  to 
time  issued,  our  vessels  of  war  on  the  Pacific  and 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  were  stationed  in  proper  time 
and  in  proper  positions  to  cooperate  efficiently  with 
the  army.  By  this  means  their  combined  power 
was  brought  to  bear  successfully  on  the  enemy. 
The  great  results  which  have  been  developed 

and  brought  to  light  by  this  war,  will  be  of  im- 
measurable importance  in  the  future  progress  of 

our  country.  They  will  tend  powerfully  to  pre- 
serve us  from  foreign  collisions,  and  to  enable  us 

to  pursue  uninterruptedly  our  cherished  policy  of 

"  peace  with  all  nations,  entangling  alliances  with 

none." 
Occupying,  as  we  do,  a  more  commanding  posi- 

tion among  nations  than  at  any  former  period,  our 
duties  and  our  responsibilities  to  ourselves  and  to 
posterity  are  correspondingly  increased.  This 
will  be  the  more  obvious  when  we  consider  the 
vast  additions  which  have  been  recently  made  to 
our  territorial  possessions,  and  their  great  import- ance and  value. 

Within  less  than  four  years  the  annexation  of 
Texas  to  the  Union  has  been  consummated;  all 
conflicting  title  to  the  Oregon  Territory  south  of 
the  forty-ninth  degree  of  north  latitude,  being  all 
that  was  insisted  on  by  any  of  my  predecessors, 
lias  been  adjusted;  and  New  Mexico  and  Upper 
California  have  been  acquired  by  treaty.  The 
area  of  these  several  Territories,  according  to  a 
report  carefully  prepared  by  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office  from  the  most  authentic 
information  in  his  possession,  and  which  is  here- 

with transmitted,  contains  one  million  one  hundred 

and  ninety-three  thousand  and  sixty-one  square 
miles,  or  seven  hundred  and  sixty-three  million 
five  hundred  and  fifty-nine  thousand  and  forty 
acres;  while  the  area  of  the  remaining  twenty-nine 
States,  and  the  territory,  not  yet  organized  into 
States  east  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  contains  two 

million  fifty-nine  thousand  five  hundred  and  thir- 
teen square  miles,  or  thirteen  hundred  and  eighteen 

million  one  hundred  and  twenty-six  thousand  and 
fifty-eight  acres.  These  estimates  show  that  the 
territories  recently  acquired,  and  over  which  our 

exclusive  jurisdiction  and  dominion  have  been  ex- 
tended, constitute  a  country  more  than  half  as 

large  as  aH  that  which  was  held  by  the  United" 
Slates  before  their  acquisition.  If  Oregon  be  ex- 

cluded from  the  estimate,  there  will  still  remain 
within  the  limits  of  Texas,  New  Mexico,  and 

California,  eight  hundred  ancr fifty-one  thousand 
five  hundred  and  ninety-eight  square  miles,  or  five 
hundred  and  forty-five  million  twelve  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  twenty  acres;  being  an  addition 
equal  to  more  than  one-third  of  all  the  territory 
owned  by  the  United  States  before  their  acquisi- 

tion; and,  including  Oregon,  nearly  as  great  an 
extent  of  territory  as  the  whole  of  Europe,  Russia 
only  excepted.  The  Mississippi,  so  lately  the 
frontier  of  our  country,  is  now  only  its  centre. 
With  the  addition  of  the  late  acquisitions,  the 
United  States  are  now  estimated  to  be  nearly  as 
large  as  the  whole  of  Europe.  It  is  estimated  by 

the  superintendent  of  the  coast  "survey,  in  the  ac- companying report,  that  the  extent  of  the  seacoast 
of  Texas  on  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  is  upwards  of 
four  hundred  miles;  of  the  coast  of  Upper  Cali- 

fornia, on  the  Pacific,  of  nine  hundred  and  seventy 

miles;  and  of- Oregon,  including  the  Straits  of 
Fuca,  of  six  hundred  and  fifty  miles;  making  the 
whoje  extent  of  seacoast  on  the  Pacific  one  thou- 

sand six  hundred  and  twenty  miles,  and  the  whole 
extent  on  both  the  Pacific  and  the  Gulf  of -Mexico 
two  thousand  and  twenty  miles.  The  length  of 
,the, coast  on  the  Atlantic,  from  the  northern  limits 
of  the  United  States,  around  the  Capes  of  Florida 
to  the  Sabine,  on  the  eastern  boundary  of  Texas, 
is  estimated  to  be  three  thousand  one  hundred 
miles;  so  that  the  addition  of  seacoast,  including 

Oregon,  is  very  nearly  two-thirds  as  great  as  all 
we  possessed  before;  and,  excluding  Oregon,  is  an 
addition  of  one  thousand  three  hundred  and  sev- 

enty miles;  being  nearly  equal  to  one-half  of  the 
extent  of  coast  which  we  possessed  before  these 
acquisitions.  We  have  now  three  great  maritime 
fronts — on  the  Atlantic,  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  and 
the  Pacific — making  in  the  whole  an  extent  of  sea- 

coast exceeding  -five  thousand  miles.  This  is  the 
extent  of  the  seacoast  of  the  United  States,  not 
including  bays,  sounds,  and  small  irregularities  of 
the  main  shore,  and  of  the  sea  islands.  Jf  these 
be  included,  the  length  of  the  shore  line  of  coast, 
as  estimated  by  the  superintendent  of  the  coast 

survey,  in  his  report,  would  be  thirty-three  thou- 
sand and  sixty-three  miles. 

It  would-be  difficult  to  calculate  the  value  of  these 
immense  additions  to  our  territorial  possessions. 
Texas,  lying  contiguous  to  the  western  boundary 
of  Louisiana,  embracing  within  its  limits  a  part  of 
the  navigable  tributary  waters  of  the  Mississippi, 
and  an  extensive  seacoast,  could  not  long  have 
remained  in  the  hands  of  a  foreign  power  without 
endangering  the  peace  of  our  southwestern  frontier. 
Her  products  in  the  vicinity  of  the  tributaries  of 
the  Mississippi  must  have  sought  a  market  through 
these  streams,  running  into  and  through  our  terri- 

tory; and  the  danger  of  irritation  and  collision  of 
interests  between  Texas  as  a  foreign  State  and  our- 

selves would  have  been  imminent,  while  the  em- 
barrassments in  the  commercial  intercourse  between 

them  must  have  been  constant  and  unavoidable. 
Had  Texas  fallen  into  the  hands,  or  under  the 

influence  and  control  of  a  strong  maritime  or  mili- 
tary foreign  power,  as  she  might  have  done,  these 

dangers  would  have  been  still  greater.  They  have 
been  avoided  by  her  voluntary  and  peaceful  annex- 

ation to  the  United  States.  Texas,  from  her  posi- 
tion, was  a  natural  and  almost  indispensable  part  of 

our  territories.  Fortunately,  she  has  been  restored 
to  onr  country,  and  now  constitutes  one  of  the 
States  of  our  Confederacy,  "  upon  an  equal  footing 
with  theoriginal  States."  The  salubrity  of  climate, 
the  fertility  of  soil,  peculiarly  adapted  to  the  pro- 

duction of  some  of  our  most  valuable  staple  com- 
modities, and  her  commercial  advantages,  must 

soon  make  her  one  of  our  most  populous  Slates. 

New  Mexico,  though  situated  in  the  interior, 
and  without  a  seacoast,  is  known  to  contain  much 
fertile  land,  to  abound  in  rich  mines  of  the  precious 
metals,  and  to  be  capable  of  sustaining  a  large  pop- 

ulation. From  its  position,  it  is  the  intermediate 
and  connecting  territory  between  our  settlements 
and  our  possessions  in  Texas,  and  those  on  the Pacific  coast. 

Upper  California,  irrespective  of  the  vast  min- 
eral wealth  recently  developed  there,  holds  at  this 

day,  in  point  of  value  and  importance  to  the  rest 
of  the  Union,  the  same  relation  that  Louisiana  did, 
when  that  fine  territory  was  acquired  from  France 

forty-five  years  ago.  Extending  nearly,  ten  de- 
grees*of  latitude  along  the  Pacific,  and  embracing 
the  only  safe  and  commodious  harbors  on  that 
coast  for  many  hundred  miles,  with  a  temperate 
climate,  and  an  extensive  interior  of  fertile  lands, 
it  is  scarcely  possible  to  estimate  its  wealth  until 
it  shall  be  brought  under  the  government  of  our 
laws,  and  its  resources  fully  developed..  From  its 
position,  it  must  command  the  rich  commerce  of 
China,  of  Asia,  of  the  islands  of  the  Pacific,  of 
Western  Mexico,  of  Central  America,  the  South 
American  States,  and  of  the  Russian  possessions 
bordering  on  that  ocean.  A  great  emporium  will 
doubtless  speedily  arise  on  the  California!!  coast, 
which  may  be  destined  to  rival  in  importance  New 
Orleans  itself.  The  depot  of  the  vast  commerce 
which  must  exist  pn  the  Pacific  will  probably  be 
at  some  point  on  the  bay  of  San  Francisco,  and 

will  occupy  the  same  relation  to  the  whole  west- 
ern coast  of  that  ocean,  as  New  Orleans  does  to 

the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  and  the  Gulf  of  Mex- 

ico. To  this  depot  our  numerous  whale  ships'wiU 
resort  with  their  cargoes,  to  trade,  refit,  and  obtain 

supplies.  This  of  itself  will  largely  contribute  to 
build  up  a  city,  which  would  soon  become  the 
centre  of  a  great  and  rapidly  increasing  commerce. 
Situated  on  a  safe  harbor,  sufficiently  capacious 
for  all  the  navies  as  well  as  the  marine  of  the 
world,  and  convenient  to  excellent  timber  for  ship 

building,  owned  by  the  United  States,  it  must  be- 
come our  great  western  naval  depot.  • 

It  was  known  that  mines  of  the  precious  metals 
existed  to  a  considerable  extent  in  California  at 

the  time  of  its  acquisition.  Recent  discoveries 

render  it  probable  that  these  mines  are  more  exten- 
sive and  valuable  than,  was  anticipated.  The 

accounts  of  the  abundance  of  gold  in  that  terri- 
tory are  of  such  an  extraordinary  character  as 

would  scarcely  command  belief  were  they  not 
corroborated  by  the  authentic  reports  of  officers 
in  the  public  service,  who  have  visited  the  mineral 
district,  and  derived  the  facts  w(fch  they  detail 
from  personal  observation.  Reluctant  to  credit 
the  reports  in  general  circulation  as  to  the  quan- 

tity of  gold,  the  officer  commanding  our  forces  in 
California  visited  the  mineral  district  in  July  last, 

for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  accurate  information 
on  the  subject.  His  report  to  the  War  Depart- 

ment of  the  result  of  his  examination,  and  the 
facts  obtained  on  the  spot,  is  herewith  laid  before 
Congress.  When  he  visited  the  country,  there 
were  about  four  thousand  persons  engaged  in  col- 

lecting-gold. There  is  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  number  of  persons  so  employed  has  since  been 

augmented.  The  explorations  already  made  war- 
rant the  belief  that  the  supply  is  very  large,  and 

that  gold  is  found  at  various  places  in  an  extensive 
district  of  country. 

Information  received  from  officers  of  the  navy 
and  other  sources,  though  not  so  full  and  minute, 
confirm  the  accounts  of  the  commander  of  our 

military  force  in  California.  It  appears,  also,  from 
these  reports,  that  mines  of  quicksilver  are  found 
in  the  vicinity  of  the  gold  region.  One  of  them  is 
now.  being  worked,  and  is  believed  to  be  among 

the  most  productive  in  the  world. 
The  effects  produced  by  the  discovery  of  these 

rich  mineral  deposites,  and  the  success  which  has 
attended  the  labors  of  those  who  have  resorted  to 

them,  have  produced  a  surprising  change  in  the 
state  of  affairs  in  California.  Labor  commands  a 
most  exorbitant  price,  and  all  other  pursuits  but 

that  of  searching  for  the  precious  metals  are  aban- 
doned. Nearly  the  whole  of  the  male  population 

of  the  country  have  gone  to  the  gold  district. 
Ships  arriving  on  the  coast  are  deserted  by  their 
crews,  and  their  voyages  suspended  for  want  of 

sailors."  Our  commanding  officer  there  entertains 
apprehensions  that  soldiers  cannot  be  kept  in  the 
public  service  without  a  large  increase  of  pay. 
Desertions  in  his  command  have- become  frequent, 
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and  he  recommends  thai  those  who  shall  withstand 

the  strong:  temptation,  and  remain  faithful,  should 
be  rewarded. 

This  abundance  of  gold,  and  the  all-engrossing 
pursuit  of  it,  have  already  caused  in  California  an 
unprecedented  rise  in  the  price  of  the  necessaries 

of  life.  * That  we  may  the  more  speedily  and  fully  avail 
ourselves  of  the  undeveloped  wealth  of  these  mines, 
it  is  deemed  of  vast  importance  that  a  branch  of 
the  mint  of  the  United  States  be  authorized  to  be 

established,  at  your  present  session,  in  California. 
Among  other  signal  advantages  which  would  result 
from  such  an  establishment  would  be  that  of  rais- 

ing the  gold  to  its  par  value  in  that  Territory.  A 
branch  mint  of  the  United  States  at  the  great  com- 

mercial depot  on  the  west  coast,  would  convert  into 
our  own  coin  not  only  the  gold  derived  from  our 
own  rich  mines,  but  also  the  bullion  and  specie 
which  our  commerce  may  bring  from  the  whole 

west  coast  of  Central  and  South  America."  The 
west  coast  of  America  and  the  adjacent  interior 
embrace  the  richest  and  best  mines  of  Mexico, 
New  Granada,  Central  America,  Chili,  and  Peru. 
The  bullion  and  specie  drawn  from  these  countries, 
and  especially  from  those  of  Western  Mexico  and 
Peru,  to  an  amount  in  value  of  many  millions  of 
dollars,  are  now  annually  diverted  and  carried  by 
the  ships  of  Great  Britain  to  her  own  ports,  to  be 
recoined  or  used  to  sustain  her  National  Bank,  and 
thus  contribute  to  increase  her  ability  to  command 
so  much  of  the  commerce  of  the  world.  If  a  branch 

mint  be  established  at  the  great  commercial  point 
upon  that  coast,  a  vast  amount  of  bullion  and  specie 
would  flow  thither  to  be  recoined,  and  pass  thence 
to  New  Orleans,  New  York,  and  other  Atlantic 
cities.  The  amount  of  our  constitutional  currency 

'at  home  would  be  greatly  increased,  while  its  cir- culation abroad  would  be  promoted.  It  is  well 
known  to  our  merchants  trading  to  China  and  the 
west  coast  of  America,  that  great  inconvenience 
and  loss  are  experienced  from  the  faCt  that  our 
coins  are  not  current  at  their  par  value  in  those 
countries. 

The  Powers  of  Europe,  far  removed  from  the 
west  coast  of  America  by  the  Atlantic  Ocean  which 
intervenes,  and  by  a  tedious  and  dangerous  navi- 

gation around  the  southern  cape  of  the  continent 
of  America,  can  never  successfully  compete  with 
the  United  States  in  the  rich  and  extensive  com- 

merce which  is  opened  to  us  at  so  much  less  cost 
by  the  acquisition  of  California. 

The  vast  importance  and  commercial  advantages 
of  California  have  heretofore  remained  undevel- 

oped by  the  government  of  the  country  of  which  it 
constituted  a  jmrt.  Now  that  this  fine  province  is 
a  part  of  our  country,  all  the  States  of  the  Union, 
some  more  immediately  and  directly  than  others, 
are  deeply  interested  in  the  speedy  development  of 
its  wealth  and  resources.  No  section  of  our  country 
is  more  interested,  or  will  be  more  beoefited,  than 
the  commercial,  navigating,  and  manufacturing  in- 

terests of  the  eastern  States.  Our  planting  and 
farming  interests  in  every  part  of  the  Union  will 
be  greatly  benefited  by  it.  As  our  commerce  and 
navigation  are  enlarged  and  extended,  our  exports 
of  agricultural  products  and  of  manufactures  will 
be  increased;  and  in  the  new  markets  thus  opened, 
they  cannot  fail  to  command  remunerating  and 
profitable  prices. 

The  acquisition  of  California  and  New  Mexico, 
the  settlement  of  the  Oregon  boundary,  and  the 
annexation  of  Texas,  extending  to  the  Rio  Grande, 
are  results  which,  combined,  are  of  greater  conse- 

quence, and  will  add  more  to  the  strength  and 
wealth  of  the  nation,  than  any  which  have  pre- 

ceded them  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

But  to  effect  these  great  results,  not  only  Cali- 
fornia, but  New  Mexico,  must  be  brought  underthe 

control  of  regularly  organized  governments.  The 
existing  condition  of  California,  and  of  that  part 
of  New  Mexico  lyins:  west  of  the  Rio  Grande, 
and  without  the  limits  of  Texas,  imperiously  de- 

mand that  Congress  should,  at  its  present  session, 
organize  territorial  governments  over  them. 
Upon  the  exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  treaty 

of  peace  with  Mexico  on  the  thirtieth  of  May last,  the  temporary  governments  which  had  been 
established  over  New  Mexico  and  California  by 
our  military  and  naval  commanders,  by  virtue  of 
the  rights  of  war,  ceased  to  derive  any  obligatory  i 
force  from  that  source  of  authority,  and  having  i 
been  ceded  to  the  United  States,  all  government  ' 

and  controj  over  them  under  the  authority  of  Mex 

ico  had  ceased  to  exist.  Impressed  with  the  ne- 
cessity of  establishing  territorial  governments  over 

them,  I  recommended  the  subject  to  the  favorable 
consideration  of  Congress  in  my  message  commu- 

nicating the  ratified  treaty  of  peace,  on  the  sixth  of 
July  last,  and  invoked  their  action  at  that  session. 
Congress  adjourned  without  making  any  provision 
for  their  government.  The  inhabitants,  by  the 
transfer  of  their  country,  had  become  entitled  to 
the  benefits  of  our  laws  and  Constitution,  and  yet 

were  left  without  any  regularly  organized  govern- 
ment. Since  that  time,  the  very  limited  power 

possessed  by  the  Executive  has  been  exercised  to 
preserve  and  protect  them  from  the  inevitable  con- 

sequences of  a  state  of  anarchy.  The  only  gov- 
ernment which  remained  was  that  established  by 

the  military  authority  during  the  war.  Regarding 
this  to  be  a  de  faclo  government,  and  that  by  the 
presumed  consent  of  the  inhabitants  it  might  be 

continued  temporarily,  they  were  advised  to  con- 
form and  submit  to  it  for  the  short  intervening  pe- 

riod before  Congress  would  again  assemble  and 
could  legislate  on  the  subject.  The  views  enter- 

tained by  the  Executive  on  this  point  are  contained 
in  a  communication  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
dated  the  seventh  of  October  last,  which  was  fey- 
warded  for  publication  to  California  and  New 
Mexico,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith  transmitted. 
The  small  military  force  of  the  regular  army, 

which  was  serving  within  the  limits  of  the  ac- 
quired territories  at  the  close  of  the  war,  was 

retained  in  them,  and  additional  forces  have  been 
ordered  there  for  the  protection  of  the  inhabitants, 
and  to  preserve  and  secure  the  rights  and  interests 
of  the  United  States. 

No  revenue  has  been  or  could  be  collected  at 

the  ports  in  California,  because.  Congress  failed  to 
authorize  the  establishment  of  custom-houses,  or 
the  appointment  of  officers  for  that  purpose. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  by  a  circular 

letter  addressed  to  collectors  of  the  customs  on  the 

seventh  day  of  October  last,  a  copy  of  which  is 
herewith  transmitted,  exercised  all  the  power  with 
which  he  was  invested  by  law. 

In  pursuance  of  the  act  of  the  fourteenth  of 
August  last,  extending  the  benefit  of  our  post 
office  laws  to  the  people  of  California,  the  Post- 

master General  has  appointed  two  agents,  who 
have  proceeded,  the  one  to  California,  and  the 

other  to  Oregon,  with  authority  to  make  the  neces- 
sary arrangements  for  carrying  its  provisions  into 

effect. The  monthly  line  of  mail  steamers  from  Panama 

to  Astoria  has  been  required  to  "  stop  and  deliver 
and  take  mails  at  San  Diego,  Monterey,  and  San 

Francisco."  These  mail  steamers;  connected  by 
the  isthmus  of  Panama  with  the  line  of  mail  steam- 

ers on  the  Atlantic  between  New  York  and  Cha- 
gres,  will  establish  a  regular  mail  communication 
with  California. 

It  is  our  solemn  duty  to  provide,  with  the  least 
practicable  delay,  for  New  Mexico  and  California, 
regularly  organized  territorial  governments.  The 
causes  of  the  failure  to  do  this  at  the  last  session 

of  Congress  are  well  known,  and  deeply  to  be  re- 
gretted. With  the  opening  prospects  of  increased 

prosperity  and  national  greatness  which  the  acqui- 
sition of  these  rich  and  extensive  territorial  pos- 

sessions affords,  how  irrational  it  would  be  to 

forego  or  to  reject  these  advantages,  by  the  agita- 
tion of  a  domestic  question  which  is  coeval  with 

the  existence  of  our  Government  itself,  and  to  en- 
danger by  internal  strifes,  geographical  divisions, 

and  heated  contests  for  political  power,  or  for  any 

other  cause,  the  harmony  of  the  glorious-Union  of 
our  confederated  States;  that  Union  which  binds 
us  together  as  one  people,  and  which  for  sixty 
years  has  been  our  shield  and  protection  against 
every  danger.  In  the  eyes  of  the  world  and  of 
posterity,  how  trivial  and  insignificant  will  be  all 
our  internal  divisions  and  struggles  compared  with 
the  preservation  of  this  Union  of  the  States  in  all 
its  vigor  and  with  all  its  countless  blessings  !  No 
patriot  would  foment  and  excite  geographical  and 

sectio*nal  divisions.  No  lovep  of  his  country  would 
deliberately  calculate  the  value  of  the  Union.  Fu- 

ture generations  would  look  in  amazement  upon 

the  folly  of  such  a  course.'  Other  nations  at  the 
present  day  would  look  upon  it  with  astonishment; 
and  such  of  them  as  desire  to  maintain  and  per- 

petuate thrones  and  monarchical  or  aristocratical 
principles  will  view  it  with  exultation  and  delight, 
because  in  it  they  will  see  the  elements  of  faction, 

which  they  hope  must  ultimately  overturn  our 
system.  Ours  is  the  great  example  of  a  prosper- 

ous and  free  self-governed  Republic,  commanding 
the  admiration  and  the  imitation  of  all  the  lovers 
of  freedom  throughout  the  world.  How  solemn, 
therefore,  is  the  duty,  how  impressive  the  call 

upon  us  and  upon  all  parts  of  our  country,  to  cul- 
tivate a  patriotic  spirit  of  harmony,  of  good  fel- 

lowship, of  compromise  and  mutual  concession,  in 
the  administration  of  the  incomparable  system  of 

government  formed  by  our  fathers  in  the  midst  of 
almost  insuperable  difficulties,  and  transmitted  to 
us,  with  the  injunction  that  we  should  enjoy  its 
blessings  and  hand  it  down  unimpaired  to  those 
who  may  come  after  us  ! 

In  view  of  the  high  and  responsible  duties  which 
we  owe  to  ourselves  and  to  mankind,  I  trust  you 

may  be  able,  at  your  present  session,  to  approach 
the  adjustment  of  the  only  domestic  question  which 
seriously  threatens,  or  probably  ever  can  threaten, 
to  disturb  the  harmony  and  successful  operation 
of  our  system. 

The  immensely  valuable  possessions  of  New 
Mexico  and  California  are  already  inhabited  by  a 
considerable  population.  Attracted  by  their  great 
fertility,  their  mineral  wealth,  their  commercial 
advantages  and  the  salubrity  of  the  climate,  emi- 

grants from  the  older  States,  in  great  numbers,  are 

already  preparing  to  seek  new  homes  in  these  in- viting regions. 

Shall  "the  dissimilarity  of  the  domestic  insti- 
tutions in  the  different  States  prevent  us  from 

providing  for  them  suitable  governments?  These 
institutions  existed  at  the  adoption  of  the  Constitu- 

tion, but  the  obstacles  which  they  interposed  were 
overcome  by  that  spirit  of  compromise  which  is 
now  invoked.  In  a  conflict  of  opinions  or  of  inter- 

ests, real  or  imaginary,  between  different  sections 
of  our  country,  neither  can  justly  demand  all  which 
it  might  desire  to  obtain.  Each,  in  the  true  spirit 

of  our  institutions,  should  concede  something"  to the  other. 

Our  gallant  forces  in  the  Mexican  war,  by  whose 

patriotism  and  unparalleled  deeds  of  arms  we  ob- 
tained these  possessions  as  an  indemnity  for  our 

just  demands  against  Mexico,  were  composed  of 
citizens  who  belonged  to  no  one  State  or  section 
of  our  Union.  They  were  men  from  slaveholding 
and  non-slaveholding  States,  from  the  Iforth  and 
the  South,  from  the  East  and  the  West.  They 
were  all  companions-in-arms  and  fellow-citizens  of 
the  same  common  country,  engaged  in  the  same 
common  cause.  When  prosecuting  that  war,  they 
were  brethren  and  friends,  and  shared  alike  with 
each  other  common  toils,  dangers,  and  sufferings. 
Now,  when  their  work  is  ended,  when  peace  is 
restored,  and  they  return  again  to  their  homes, 
put  off  the  habiliments  of  war,  take  their  places  in 
society,  and  resume  their  pursuits  in  civil  life, 
surely  a  spirit  of  harmony  and  concession,  and  of 
equal  regard  for  the  rights  of  all  and  of  all  sections 
of  the  Union  ought  to  prevail  in  providing  govern- 

ments for  the  acquired  territories — the  fruits  of 
their  common  service.  The  whole  people  of  the 
United  States  and  of  every  State  contributed  to 
defray  the  expenses  of  that  war;  and  it  would  not 
be  just  for  any  one  section  to  exclude  another  from 
all  participation  in  the  acquired  territory.  This 
would  not  be  in  consonance  with  the  just  system 

of  government  which  the  framers  of  the  Constitu- tion adopted. 

The  question  is  believed  to  be  rather  abstract 
than  practical,  whether  slavery  ever  can  or  would 
exist  in  any  portion  of  the  acquired  territory,  even 
if  it  were  left  to  the  option  of  the  slaveholding 

States  themselves.  From  the  nature  of  the  cli- 

mate and  productions,  in  much  the  larger  portion 
of  it,  it  is  certain  it  could  never  exist;  and  in 
the  remainder,  the  probabilities  are,  it  would  not. 
But  however  this  may  be,  the  question,  involving 
as  it  does,  a  principle  of  equality  of  rights  of  the 

separate  and  several  States,  as  equal  co-partners 
in  the  Confederacy,  should  not  be  disregarded. 

In  organizing  governments  over  these  Terri- 
tories, no  duty  imposed  on  Congress  by  the  Con- 

stitution requires  that  they  should  legislate  on  the 

subject  of  slavery,  while  their  power  to  do  so  is 
not  only  seriously  questioned,  but  denied  by  many 

of  the  soundest  expounders  of  that  instrument. 

Whether  Congress  shall  legislate  or  not,  the  people 

of  the  acquired  Territories,  when  assembled  in 

convention  to  form  State  constitutions,  will  pos- 

sess the  sole  and  exclusive  power  to  determine 

for  themselves  whether  slavery  shall  or  shall  not 
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exist  within  their  limits.  If  Congress  shall  ab- 
stain from  interfering  with  the  question,  the  people 

of  these  Territories  will  be  left  free  to  adjust  it  as 

they  may  think  proper  when  they  apply  for  ad- 
mission as  States  into  the  Union.  No  enactment 

of  Congress  could  restrain  the  people  of  any  of  the 
sovereign  States  of  the  Union,  old  or  new,  north 
or  south,  slaveholding  or  non-slaveholding,  from 
determining  the  character  of  their  own  domestic 
institutions  as  they  may  deem  wise  and  proper. 
Any  and  all  of  the  States  possess  this  right,  and 

,  Congress  cannot  deprive  them  of  it.  The  people 
of  Georgia  might,  if  they  chose,  so  alter  their 
constitution  as  to  abolish  slavery  within  its  limits; 
and  the  people  of  Vermont  might  so  alter  their 
constitution  as  to  admit  slavery  within  its  limits. 
Both  States  would  possess  the  right;  though,  as 
all  know,  it  is  not  probable  that  either  would 
exert  it. 

It  is  fortunate  for  the  peace  and  harmony  of  the 
Union  that  this  question  is  in  its  nature  temporary, 
and  can  only  continue  for  the  brief  period  which 
will  intervene  before  California  and  New  Mexico 

may  be  admitted  as  States  into  the  Union.  From 
the  tide  of  population  now  flowing  into  them,  it  is 
highly  prdbable  that  this  will  soon  occur. 

Considering  the  several  States  and  the  citizens 
of  the  several  States  as  equals,  and-entitled  to 
equal  rights  under  the  Constitution,  if  this  were  an 
original  question,  it  might  well  be  insisted  on  that 
the  principle  of  non-interference  is  the  true  doc- 

trine, and  that  Congress  could  not,  in  the  absence 
of  any  express  grant  of  power,  interfere  with  their 
relative  rights.  Upon  a  great  emergency,  however, 
and  under  menacing  dangers  to  the  Union,  the 
Missouri  compromise  line  in  respect  to  slavery 
was  adopted.  The  same  line  was  extended  fur- 

ther west  in  the  acquisition  of  Texas.  After  an 
acquiescence  of  nearly  thirty  years  in  the  principle 
of  compromise  recognized  and  established  by  these 
acts,  and  to  avoid  the  danger  to  the  Union  which 
might  follow  if  it  were  now  disregarded,  1  have 
heretofore  expressed  the  opinion  that  that  line  of 
compromise  should  be  extended  on  the  parallel  of 

thirty-six  degrees  thirty  minutes  from  the  western 
boundary  of  Texas,  where  it  now  terminates,  to 
the  Pacific  Ocean.  This  is  the  middle  ground  of 
compromise,  upon  which  the  different  sections  of 
the  Union  may  meet,  as  they  have  heretofore  met. 
If  this  be  done,  it  is  confidently  believed  a  large 
majority  of  the  people  of  every  section  of  the  coun- 

try, however  widely  their  abstract  opinions  on  the 
subject  of  slavery  may  differ,  would  cheerfully 
and  patriotically  acquiesce  in  it,  and  peace  and 
harmony  would  again  fill  our  borders. 

The  restriction  north  of  the  line  was  only  yielded 
to  in  the  case  of  Missouri  and  Texas  upon  a  prin- 

ciple of  compromise,  made  necessary  for  the  sake 
of  preserving  the  harmony,  and  possibly  the  exist- 

ence of  the  Union. 

It  was  upon  these  considerations  that,  at  the 
close  of  your  last  session,  I  gave  my  sanction  to 
the  principle  of  the  Missouri  compromise  line,  by 

approving  and  signing  the  bill  to  establish  "  the 
Territorial  Government  of  Oregon."  'From  a  sin- 

cere desire  to  preserve  the  harmony  of  the  Union, 
and  in  deference  for  the  acts  of  my  prodecessors,  I 
felt  constrained  to  yield  my  acquiescence  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  had  gone  in  compromising 
this  delicate  and  dangerous  question.  But  if  Con- 

gress shall  now  reverse  the  decision  by  which  the 
Missouri  compromise  was  effected,  and  shall  pro- 

pose to  extend  the  restriction  over  the  whole  terri- 
tory, south  as  well  as  north  of  the  parallel  of  thirty- 

six  degrees  thirty  minutes,  it  v/ill  cease  to  be  a 
compromise,  and  must  be  regarded  as  an  original 

.     question. 
If  Congress,  instead  of  observing  the  course  of 

non-interference,  leaving  the  adoption  of  their  own 
domesticinstitutionsto  the  peoplewhomayinhabit 
these  Territories;  or  if,  instead  of  extending  the 
Missouri  compromise  line  to  the  Pacific,  shall  pre- 

fer to  submit  the  legal  and  constitutional  questions 
which  may  arise  to  the  decision  of  the  judicial  tri- 

bunals, as  was  proposed  in  a  bill  which  passed  the 
Senate  at  your  last  session,  an  adjustment  may  be 

effected'  in  this  mode.  If  the  whole  subject  be referred  to  the  Judiciary,  all  parts  of  the  Union 
should  cheerfully  acquiesce  in  the  final  decision  of 
the  tribunal  created  by  the  Constitution  for  the 
settlement  of  all  questions  which  may  arise  under 
the  Constitution,  treaties,  and  laws  of  the  United 
States. 

Congress  is  earnestly  invoked,  for  the  sakef 

the  Union,  its  harmony,  and  our  continued  pros- 
perity as  a  nation,  to  adjust  at  its  present  session 

this,  the  only  dangerous  question  which  lies  in 
our  path — if  not  in  some  one  of  the  modes  sug- 

gested, in  some  other  which  may  be  satisfactory. 
In  anticipation  of  the  establishment  of  regular 

governments  over  the  acquired  territories,  a  joint 
commission  of  officers  of  the  army  and  navy  has 
been  ordered  to  proceed  to  the  coast  of  California 
and  Oregon,  for  the  purpose  of  making  reconnois- 
sunces  artd  a  report  as  to  the  proper  sites  for  the 
erection  of  fortifications  or  other  defensive  works 

on  land,andof  suitable  situations  for  naval  stations. 
The  information  which  may  be  expected  from  a 
scientific  and  skillful  examination  of  the  whole  face 
of  the  coast  \vill  be  eminently  useful  to  Congress, 
when  they  come  to  consider  the  propriety  of  making 
appropriations  for  these  great  national  objects. 
Proper  defences  on  land  will  be  necessary  for  the 
security  and  protection  of  our  possessions;  and 
the  establishment  of  navy-yards,  and  a  dock  for 
the  repair  and  construction  of  vessels,  will  be 

important  alike  to  our  navy  and  commercial  ma- 
rine. Without  such  establishments,  every  vessel, 

whether  of  the  navy  or  of  the  merchant  service, 
requiring  repair,  must  at  greatexpense,  come  round 
Cape  Horn  to  one  of  our  Atlantic  yards  for  that 
purpose.  With  such  establishments,  vessels,  it  is 
believed,  may  be  built  or  repaired  as  cheaply  in 
California  as  upon  the  Atlantic  coast.  They  woxdd 

give  employment  to  many  of  our  enterprising  ship- 
builders and  mechanics,  and  greatly  facilitate  and 

enlarge  our  commerce  in  the  Pacific. 
As  it  is  ascertained  that  mines  of  gold,  silver, 

copper,  and  quicksilver  exist  in  New  Mexico  and 
California,  and  that  nearly  all  the  lands  where  they 
are  found  belong  to  the  United  States,  it  is  deemed 
important  to  the  public  interests,  that  provision  be 

made  for  a  geological  and  mineralogical  examina- 
tion of  these  regions.  Measures  should  be  adopted 

to  preserve  the  mineral  lands,  especially  such  as 

contain  the  precious  metals,  for  the  use  of  the  Uni- 
ted States;  or  if  brought  into  the  market,  to  sepa- 
rate them  from  the  farming  lands,  and  dispose  of 

them  in  such  manner  as  to  secure  a  large  return  of 
money  to  the  treasury,  and  at  the  same  time  lead 
to  the  development  of  their  wealth  by  individual 
proprietors  and  purchasers.  To  do  this,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  provide  for  an  immediate  survey  and 
location  of  the  lots.  If  Congress  should  deem  it 
proper  to  dispose  of  the  mineral  lands,  they  should 
be  sold  in  small  quantities,  and  at  a  fixed  mini- 

mum'price. 

I  recommend  that  surveyor  generals'  offices  be authorized  to  be  established  in  New  Mexico  and 
California,  and  provision  made  for  surveying  and 
bringing  the  public  lands  into  market  at  the  earliest 
practicable  period.  In  disposing  of  these  lands,  I 
recommend  thatthe  right  of  preemption  be  secured, 
and  liberal  grants  made  to  the  early  emigrants 
who  have  settled  or  may  settle  upon  them. 

It  will  be  important  to  extend  our  revenue  laws 
over  these  territories,  and  especially  over  Califor- 

nia, at  an  early  period.  There  is  already  a  con- 
siderable commerce  with  California  ;  and  until 

ports  of  entry  shall  be  established  and  collectors 
appointed,  no  revenue  can  be  received. 

If  these  and  other  necessary  and  proper  meas- 
ures be  adopted  for  the  development  of  the  wealth 

and  resources  of  New  Mexico  and  California,  and 
regular  territorial  governments  be  established  over 
them,  such  will  probably  be  the  rapid  enlargement 
of  our  commerce  and  navigation,  and  such  the 
addition  to  the  national  wealth,  that  the  present 

generation  may  live  to  witness  the  controlling  com- 
mercial and  monetary  power  of  the  world  trans- 

ferred from  London  and  other  European  empori- 
ums to  the  city  of  New  York. 

The  apprehensions  which  were  entertained  by 
some  of  our  statesmen,  in  the  earlier  periods  of 
the  Government,  that  our  system  was  incapable  of 
operating  with  sufficient  energy  and  success  over 
largely  extended  territorial  limits,  and  that  if  this 
were  attempted,  it  would  fall  to  pieces  by  its  own 
weakness,  have  been  dissipated  by  our  experience. 
By  the  division  of  power  between  the  State*  and 
Federal  Government,  the  latter  is  found  to  operate 
with  as  much  energy  in  the  extremes  as  in  the 
centre.  It  is  as  efficient  in  the  remotest  of  the 

thirty  States  which  now  compose  the  Union,  as 
it  was  in  the  thirteen  States  which  formed  our 
Constitution.  Indeed,  it  may  well  be  doubted, 

whether,  if  our  present  population  had  been  con- 
fined within  the  limits  of  the  original  thirteen 

States,  the  tendencies  to  centralization  arid  consoli- 

dation would  not  have  be"en  such  as  to  have  en- 
croached upon  the  essential  reserved  rights  of  the 

States,  and  thus  to  have  made  the  Federal  Govern- 
ment a  widely  different  one,  practically,  from  what 

it  is  in  theory,  and  was  intended  to  be  by  its 
framers.  So  far  from  entertaining  apprehensions 
of,the  safety  of  our  system  by  the  extension  of 
our  territory,  the  belief  is  confidently  entertained 
thateach  new  State givesstrength  and  an  additional 
guarantee  for  the  preservation  of  the  Union  itself. 

In  pursuance  of  the  provisions  of  the  thirteenth 
article  of  the  treaty  of  peace,  friendship,  limits,  and 
settlement,  with  the  Republic  of  Mexico,  and  of 

the  act  of  July  the  twenty-ninth,  1848,  claims  of 
our  citizens  which  had  been  "  already  liquidated 

and  decided  against  the  Mexican  Republic," 
amounting,  with  the  interest  thereon,  to  two  mil- 

lion twenty-three  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
thirty-two  dollars  and  fifty-one  cents,  have  been 
liquidated  and  paid.  There  remain  to  be  paid  of 
these  claims,  seventy-four  thousand  one  hundred 
and  ninety-two  dollars  and  twenty-six  cents. 

Congress,  at  its  last  session,  having  made  no» 
provision  for  executing  the  fifteenth  article  of  the 
treaty,  by  which  the  United.  States  assume  to 
make  satisfaction  for  the  "unliquidated  claims"  of 
our  citizens  against  Mexico,  to  "an  amount  not 

exceeding  three  and  a  quarter  millions  of  dollars,"' the  subject  is  again  recommended  to  your  favorable 
consideration. 

The  exchange  of  ratifications  of  the  treaty  with 
Mexico  took  place  on  the  thirtieth  of  May,  1848. 
Within  one  year  after  that  time,  the  commissioner 
and  surveyor  which  each  Government  stipulates 

to  appoint,  are  required  to  meet  "at  the  port  of 
1  San  Diego,  and  proceed  to  run  and  mark  the  said 
'  boundary  in  its  whole  course  to  the  mouth  of  the 
'  Rio  Bravo  del  Norte."  It  will  be  seen  from  this 

provision,  that  the.  period  within  which  a  com- 
missioner and  surveyor  of  the  respective  Govern- 

ments are  to  meet  at  San  Diego,  will  expire  on 

the  thirtieth  of  May,  1849.  Congress,  at  the  close 

of  its  last  session,  made  an  appropriation  for  "the 
expenses  of  running  and  marking  the  boundary 
line"  between  the  two  countries,  but  did  not  fix 
the  amount  of  salary  which  should  be  paid  to  the 
commissioner  and  surveyor  to  be  appointed  on  the 

part  of  the  United  States.  It  is  desirable  that  the 
amount  of  compensation  which  they  shall  receive 
should  be  prescribed  by  law,  and  not  left,  as  at 

present,  to  Executive  discretion. 
Measures  were  adopted  at  the  earliest  practica- 

ble period  to  organize  the  "Territorial  Govern- 
ment of  Oregon,"  as  authorized. by  the  act  of  the 

fourteenth  of  August  last'.  The#Sovernor  and Marshal  of  the  Territory,  accompanied  by  a  small 
military  escort,  left  the  frontier  of  Missouri  in 
September  last,  and  took  the  southern  route,  by 

the  way  of  Santa  Fe  and  the  river  Gila,  to  Cali- 
fornia* with  the  intention  of  proceeding  thence  in 

one  of  our  vessels  of  war  to  their  destination.  The 

Governor  was  fully  advised  of  the  great  import- 
ance of  his  early  arrival  in  the  country,  and  it  is 

confidently  believed  he  may  reach  Oregon  in  the 
latter  part  of  the  present  month,  or  early  in  the 
next.  The  other  officers  for  the  Territory  have 

proceeded  by  sea. 
In  the  month  of  May  last,  I  communicated  in- 

formation to  Congress  that  an  Indian  war  had 

broken  out  in  Oregon,  and  recommended  that  au- 
thority be  given  to  raise  an  adequate  number  of 

volunteers,  to  proceed,  without  delay,  to  the  as- 
sistance oY  our  fellow-citizens  in  that  Territory. 

The  authority  to  raise  such  a  force  not  having  been 

granted  by  Congress,  as  soon  as  their  services  could 
be  dispensed  with  in  Mexico,  orders  were  issued 
to  the  regiment  of  mounted  riflemen  to  proceed  to 
Jefferson  Barracks,  in  Missouri,  and  to  prepare  to 
march  to  Oregon  as  soon  as  the  necessary  provis- 

ion could  be  made.  Shortly  before  it  was  ready 
to  march,  it  was  arrestee!  by  the  provision  of  the 
act  passed  by  Congress  on  the  last  day  of  the  last 
session,  which  directed  that  all  the  non-commis- 

sioned officers,  musicians,  and  privates  of  that 
regiment,  who  had  been  in  service  in  Mexico, 
should,  upon  their  application,  be  entitled  to  be 
discharged.  The  effect  of  this  provision  was  to 
disband  the  rank  and  file  of  the  regiment;  and  be- 

fore their  places  could  be  filled  by  recruits,  the 
season  had  so  far  advanced  that  it  was  impracti- 

cable for  it  to  proceed  until  the  opening  of  the  next 
spring. 

In  the  month  of  October  last,  the  accompanying 
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communication  was  received  from  the  Governor  of 

the  temporary  government  of  Oregon,  giving  in- 
formation of  the  continuance  of  the  Indian  dis- 
turbances, and  of  the  destitution  and  defenceless 

condition  of  the  inhabitants.  Orders  were  imme- 

diately transmitted  to  the  commander  of  our  squau- 
ron  in  the  Pacific,  to  despatch  to  their  assistance 

a  part  of  the  naval  forces  on  that  station,  to  fur- 
nish them  with  arms  and  ammunition,  and  to  con- 

tinue to  give  them  such  aid  and  protection  as  the 
navy  could  afford,  until  the  army  could  reach  the 
country. 

It  is  the  policy  of  humanity,  and  one  which  has 
always  been  pursued  by  the  United  States,  to  cul- 

tivate the  good  will  of  the  aboriginal  tribes  of  this 
continent,  and  to  restrain  them  from  making  war, 
and  indulging  in  excesses,  by  mild  means,  rather 
than  by  force.  That  this,  could  have  been  done 
with  the  tribes  in  Oregon,  had  that  Territory  been 
brought  under  the  government  of  our  laws  at  an 
earlier  period,  and  had  suitable  measures  been 
adopted  by  Congress,  such  as  now  exist  in  our 
intercourse  with  the  other  Indian  tribes  within  our 

limits,  cannot  be  doubted.  Indeed,  the  immediate 

and  only  cause  of  the  existing  hostility  of  the  In- 
dians of  Oregon  is  represented  to  have  been,  the 

long  delay  of  the  United  States  in  making  to  them 
some  trifling  compensation,  in  such  articles  as 
they  wanted,  for  the  country  now  occupied  by  our 
emigrants,  which  the  Indians  claimed,  and  over 
which  they  formerly  roamed.  This  compensation 
had  been  promised  to  them  by  the  temporary  gov- 

ernment established  in  Oregon,  but  its  fulfillment 
had  been  postponed  from  time  to  time,  for  nearly 
two  years,  whilst  those  who  made  it  had  been 

anxiously  waiting  for  Congress  to  establish  a  ter- 
ritorial government  over  the  country.  The  Indians 

became  at  length  distrustful  of  their  good  faith, 
and  soughtredress  by  plunder  and  massacre,  which 
finally  led  to  the  present  difficulties.  A  few  thou- 

sand dollars  in  suitable  presents,  as  a  compensation 
for  the  country  which  had  been  taken  possession 
of  by  ourcitizens,  would  have  satisfied  the  Indians, 

and  have  prevented  the  war.  A  small  amount  prop- 
erly distributed,  tit  is  confidently  believed,  would 

soon  restore  quiet.  In.  this  Indian  war,  our  fellow- 
citizens  of  Oregon  have  been  compelled  to  take 
the  field  in  their  own  defence,  have  performed 
valuable  military  services,  and  been  subjected  to 
expenses  which  have  fallen  heavily  upon  them. 
Justice  demands  that  provision  should  be  made  by 
Congress  to  compensate  them  for  their  services, 
and  to  refund  to  them,  the  necessary  expenses  which 
they  have  incurred. 

I  repeat  the  recommendation  heretofore  made  to 

Congress,  that  provision  be  made  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  suitable  number  of  Indian  agents  to  re- 

side among  the  tribes  of  Oregon,  and  that  a  small 
sum  be  appropriated  to  enable  these  agents  to  cul- 

tivate friendly  relations  with  them.  If  this  be  done, 
the  presence  of  a  small  military  force  will  be  all 
that  is  necessary  to  keep  them  in  check,  and  pre- 

serve peace. 
I  recommend  that  similar  provision  be  made  as 

regards  the  tribes  inhabiting  northern  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  California,  and  the  extensive  region  lying 
between  our  settlements  in  Missouri  and  these  pos- 

sessions, as  the  most  effective  means  of  preserving 
peace  upon  our  borders,  and  within  the  recently- 
acquired  territories. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  present  in 

his  annual  report  a  highly  satisfactory  statement 
of  the  condition  of  the' finances. 
The  imports  for  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the 

thirtieth  of  June  last  were  of  the  value  of  one  hun- 

dred and  fifty-four  million  nine  hundred  and  sev- 

enty-seven thousand  eight  hundred  and"seventy -six 
dollars;  of  which  the  amount  exported  was  twenty- 
one  million  one  hundred  and  twenty-eight  thousand 
and  ten  dollars,  leaving  one  hundred  and  thirty- 
three  million  eight  hundred  and  forty-nine  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  sixty-six  dollars  in  the  country for  domestic  use. 

The  value  of  the  exports  for  the  same  period  was 
one  hundred  and  fifty -four  million  thirty-two  thou- 

sand one  hundred  and  thirty-one  dollars,  consist- 
ing of  domestic  productions  amounting  to  one 

hundred  and  thirty-two  million  nine  hundred  and 
four  thousand  one  hundred  and  twenty-one  dollars, 
and  twenty-one  million  one  hundred  and  twenty- 
eight  thousand  and  ten  dollars  of  foreign  articles. 
The  receipts  into  the  treasury  for  the  same 

period,  exclusive  of  loans,  amounted  to  thirty-five 
million  four  hundred  and  thirty-six  thousand  seven 

hundred  and  fifty  dollars  and  fifty-nine  c&nts  ;  of 
which  there  was  derived  from  customs  thirty-one 
million  seven  hundred  and  fifty-seven  thousand 

and  s'eventy  dollars  and  ninety-six  cents;  from 
sales  of  public  lands*three  million  three  hundred 
and  twenty-eight  thousand  six  hundred  and  forty- 
two  dollars  and  fifty-six  cents ;  and  from  miscel- 

laneous and  incidental  sources,  three  hundred  and 

fifty-one  thousand  and  thirty-seven  dollars  and 
seven  cents. 

It  will  be  perceived  that  the  revenue  from  cus- 
toms for  the  last  fiscal  year  exceeded  by  seven 

hundred  and  fifty-seven  thousand  and  seventy  dol- 

lars and  ninety-six  cents  the  estimate'of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  in-  his  last  annual  report; 

and  that  the  aggregate  receipts  during  the  same 
period  from  customs,  lands,  and  miscellaneous 
sources,  also  exceeded  the  estimate  by  the  sum  of 

five  hundred  and  thirty-six  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars  and  fifty-nine  cents — indicating, 
however,  a  very  near  approach  in  the  estimate  to 
the  actual  result. 

The  expenditures  during  the  fiscal  year  ending 
on  the  thirtieth  of  June  last,  including  those  for 
the  war,  and  exclusive  of  payments  of  principal 

and  interest  for  the  public  debt,  were  forty-two 
million  eight  hundred  and  eleven  thousand  nine 
hundred  and  seventy  dollars  and  three  cents. 

It  is  estimated  that  the  receipts  into  the  treas- 
ury for  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  thirtieth  of 

June,  1849,  including  the  balance  in  the  treasury 
on  the  first  of  July  last,  will  amount  to  the  sum  of 

fifty-seven  million  forty-eight  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  sixty-nine  dollars  and  ninety  cents;  of 

which  thirty-two  millions  of  dollars,  it  is  estima- 
ted, will  be  derived  from  customs;  three  millions 

of  dollars  from  the  sales  of  the  public  lands;  and 
one  million  two  hundred  thousand  dollars  from 
miscellaneous  and  incidental  sources, including  the 

premium  upon  the  loan,  and  the  amount  paid  and 
to  be  paid  into  the  treasury  on  account  of  military 
contributions  in  Mexico,  and  the  sales  of  arms 
and  vessels  and  other  public  property  rendered 
unnecessary  for  the  use  of  the  Government  by  the 
termination  of  the  war;  and  twenty  million  six 

hundred  and  ninety-five  thousand  four  hundred 
and  thirty-five  dollars  and  thirty  cents  from  loans 
already  negotiated  including  treasury  notes  funded, 
which,  together  with  the  balance  in  the  treasury  on 
the  first  of  July  last,  make  the  sum  estimated. 

The  expenditures  for  the  same  period ,  including 
the  necessary  payment  on  account  of  the  principal 
and  interest  of  the  public  debt,  and  the  principal 
and  interest  of  the  first  instalment  due  to  Mexico 

on  the  thirtieth  of  May  next,  and  other  expendi- 
tures growing  out  of  the  war,  to  be  paid  during 

the  present  year,  will  amount,  including  the  reim- 
bursement of  treasury  notes,  to  the  sum  of  fifty- 

four'million  one  hundred  and  ninety-five  thousand 
two  hundred  and  seventy-five  dollars  and  six 
cents;  leaving  an  estimated  balance  in  the  treasury 
on  the  first  of  July,  1849,  of  two  million  eight 
hundred  and  fifty-three  thousand  six  hundred  and 
ninety-four  dollars  and  eighty-four  cents. 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  present,  as 
required  by  law,  the  estimate  of  the  receipts  and 

expenditures  for  the  next  fiscal  year.  The  ex- 
penditures as  estimated  for  that  year  are  thirty- 

three  million  two  hundred  and  thirteen  thousand 

one  hundred  and  fifty-two  dollars  and  seventy- 
three  cents,  including  three  million  seven  hundred 
and  ninety-nine  thousand  one  hundred  and  two 
dollars  and  eighteen  cents  for  the  interest  on  the 
public  debt,  and  three  million  five  hundred  and 

forty  thousand  dollars  for  the  principal  and  inter- 
est due  to  Mexico  on  the  thirtieth  of  May,  1850, 

leaving"  the  sum  of  twenty-five  million  eight  hun- 
dred and  seventy-four  thousand  and  fifty  dollars 

and  thirty-five  cents;  which,  it  is  believed,  will  be 
ample  for  the  ordinary  peace  expenditures. 
The  operations  of  the  tariff  act  of  1846  have 

been  such  during  the  past  year  as  'fully  to  meet 
the  public  expectation,  and  to  confirm  the  opinion 
heretofore  expressed- of  the  wisdom  of  the  change 
in  our  revenue  system  which  was  effected  by  it. 
The  receipts  under  it  into  the  treasury  for  the  first 
fiscal  year  after  its  enactment  exceeded  by  the  sum 
of  :five  million  forty-four  thousand  four  hundred 
and  three  dollars  and  nine  cents  the  amount  col- 

lected during  the  last  fiscal  year  under  the  tariff 
act  of  1842,  ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  1846. 

The  total  revenue  realized  "from  the^  commence- ment of  its  operation,  on  the  first  of  December, 
1846,  until  the  close  of  the  last  quarter,  on  the 

thirtieth  of  September  hist,  being  twenty-two 
months,  was  fifty-six  million  six  hundred  and 
fifty-four  thousand  five  hundred  and  sixty-three 
dollars  and  seventy-nine  cents — being  a  much 
larger  sum  than  was  ever  before  received  from 
duties  during  any  equal  period  under  the  tariff  acts 
of  1824,  1828,  1S32,  and  1842.  Whilst  by  the 

repeal  of  highly  protective  and  prohibitory  duties 
the  revenue  has  been  increased,  the  taxes  on  the 

people  have  been  diminished.  They  have  been 
relieved  from  the  heavy  amounts  with  which  they 
were  burdened  under  former  laws  in  the  form  of 

increased  prices  or  bounties  paid  to  favored  classes 

and  pursuits. 
The  predictions  which  were  made,  that  the  tariff 

act  of  1846  would  reduce  the  amount  of  revenue 
below  that  collected  under  the  act  of  1812,  and 

would  prostrate  the' business  and  destroy  the  pros- 
perity of  the  country,  have  not  be§n  verified. 

With  an  increased  and  increasing  revenue,  the 

finances  are  in  a  highly  flourishing  condition.  Ag- 
riculture, commerce,  and  navigation,  are  prosper- 

ous; the  prices  of  manufactured  fabrics,  and  of 
other  products,  are  much  less  injuriously  affected 
than  was  to  have  been  anticipated,  from  the  unpre- 

cedented revulsions  which,  during  the  last  and  the 

present  year,  have  overwhelmed  the  industry,  and 
paralyzed  the  credit  and  commerce  of  so  many 
great  and  enlightened  nations  of  Europe. 

Severe  commercial  revulsions  abroad  have  al- 
ways heretofore  operated  to  depress,  and  often  to 

affect  disastrously,  almost  every  branch  of  Amer- 
ican industry.  The  temporary  depression  of  a 

portion  of  our  manufacturing  interests  is  the  effect 
of  foreign  causes,  and  is  far- less  severe  than  has 
prevailed  on  all  former  similar  occasions. 

It  is  believed  that,  looking  to  the  great  aggre- 
gate of  all  our  interests,  the  whole  country  was 

never  more  prosperous  than  at  the  present  period, 
and  never  more  rapidly  advancing  in  wealth  and 
population.  Neither  the  foreign  war  in  which  we 
have  been  involved,  "nor  the  loans  which  have  ab- 

sorbed so  large  a  portion  of  our  capital,  nor  the 
commercial  revulsion  in  Great  Britain  in  1847,  nor 

the  paralysis  of  credit  and  commerce  throughout 
Europe  in  1848,  have  affected  injuriously  to  any 
considerable  extent  any  of  the  great  interests  of 
the  country,  or  arrested  our  onward  march  to 
greatness,  wealth,  and  power. 
Had  the  disturbances  in  Europe  not  occurred, 

our  commerce  would  undoubtedly  have  been  still 
more  extended,  and  would  have  added  still  more  to 
the  national  wealth  and  public  prosperity.  But 
notwithstanding  these  disturbances,  the  operations 
of  the  revenue  system  established  by  the  tariff  act 
of  1846  have  been  so  generally  beneficial  to  the 
Government  and  the  business  of  the  country,  that 
no  change  in  its  provisions  is  demanded  by  a  wise 

public  policy,  and  none  is  recommended. 
The  operations  of  the  constitutional  treasury 

established  by  the  act  of  the  sixth  of  August,  184G, 
in  the  receipt,  custody,  and  disbursement  of  the 
public  money,  have  continued  to  be  successful. 
Under  the  system  the  public  finances  have  been  car- 

ried through  a  foreign  war,  involving  the  necessity 
of  loans  and  extraordinary  expenditures,  and  requir- 

ing distant  transfers  and  disbursements,  without 
embarrassment,  and  no  loss  has  occurred  of  any 
of  the  public  money  deposited  under  its  provisions. 
Whilst  it  has  proved  to  be  safe  and  useful  to  the 
Government,  its  effects  have  been  most  beneficial 
upon  the  business  of  the  country.  It  has  tended 

powerfully  to  secure  an  exemption  from  that  in- 
flation and  fluctuation  of  the  paper  currency,  so 

injurious  to  domestic  industry,  and  rendering  so 
uncertain  the  rewards  of  labor,  and  it  is  believed 

has  largely  contributed  to  preserve  the  whole  coun- 
try from  a  serious  commercial  revulsion,  such  as 

often  occurred  under  the  bank  deposite  system. 

In  the  year  1847  there  was  a  revulsion  in  the  busi- 
ness of  Great  Britain  of  great  extent  and  intensity, 

which  was  followed  by  failures  in  that  kingdom 
unprecedented  in  number  and  amount  of  losses. 
This  is  believed  to  be  the  first  instance  when  such 

disastrous  bankruptcies,  occurring  in  a  country 

with  which  we  have  -such  extensive,  commerce, 
produced  little  or  noinjurious  effect  upon  our  trade 
or  currency.  We  remained  but  little  affected  in 
our  money  market,  and  our  business  and  industry 
were  still  prosperous  and  progressive. 

During  the  present  year,  nearly  the  whole  con- 
tinent of  Europe  has  been  convulsed  by  civil  war 

and  revolutions,  attended  by  numerous  bankrupt- 
cies,  by  an   unprecedented  fall   in    their  public 
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securities,  and  an  almost  universal  paralysis  of 
commerce  and  industry;  and  yet,  although  our 
trade  and  the  prices  of  our  products  must  have 
been  somewhat  unfavorably  affected  by  these 
causes,  we  have  escaped  a  revulsion,  our  money 
market  is  comparatively  easy,  and  public  and 
private  credit  have  advanced  and  improved,. 

It  is  confidently  believed  that  we  have  been 
saved  from  their  effect  by  the  salutary  operation 
of  the  constitutional  treasury.  It  is  certain,  that  if 

the  twenty-four  millions  of  specie  imported  into 
the  country  during  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the 
thirtieth  of  June,  1847,  had  gone  into  the  banks, 
as  to  a  great  extent  it  must  have  done,  it  \^ould, 
in  the  absenee  of  this  system,  have  been  made  the 
basis  of  augmented  bank  paper  issues,  probably 
to  an  amount  not  less  than  sixty  or,  seventy  mil- 

lions of  dollars,  producing,  as  an  inevitable  con- 
sequence q/  an  inflated  currency,  extravagant 

prices  for  a  time,  and  wild  speculation,  which 
must  have  been  followed,  on  the  reflux  to  Europe, 
the  succeeding  year,  of  so  much  of  that  specie,  by 
the  prostration  of  the  business  of  the  country,  the 
suspension  of  the  banks,  and  most  extensive 
bankruptcies.  Occurring,  as  this  would  have 
done,  at  a  period  when  the  country  was  engaged 
ina  foreign  war;  when  considerable  loans  of  spe- 

cie were  required  for  distant  disbursements,  and 
when  the  banks,  the  fiscal  agents  of  the  Govern- 

ment, and  .the  depositories  of  its  money,  were 
suspended,  the  public  credit  must  have  sunk,  and 
many  millions  of  dollars,  as  was  the  case  during 
the  war  of  1812,  must  have  been. sacrificed  in  dis- 

counts upon  loans,  and  upon  the  depreciated  paper 
currency  which  the  Government  would  have  been 
compelled  to  use. 

Under  the  operations  of  the  constitutional  treas- 
ury, not  a  dollar  has  been  lost  by  the  depreciation 

of  the  currency.  The  loans  required  to  prosecute 
the  war  with  Mexico  were  negotiated  by  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Treasury  above  par,  realizing  a  large 
premium  to  the  Government.  The  restraining 
effect  of  the  system  upon  the  tendencies  to  exces- 

sive paper  issues  by  banks  has  saved  the  Govern- 
ment from  heavy  losses,  and  thousands  of  our 

business  men  from  bankruptcy  and  ruin.  The 

wisdom  of  the  system  has  been  tested,  by  the  ex- 
perience of  the  last  two  years;  and  it  is  the  dictate 

of  sound  policy  that  it  should  remain  undisturbed. 
The  modifications  in  some  of  the  details  of  this 

measure,  involving  none  of  its  essential  principles, 
heretofore  recommended,  are  again  presented  for 
your  favorable  consideration. 

In  my  message  of  the  sixth  of  July  last,  trans- 

mitting" to  Congress  the  ratified  treaty  of  peace with  Mexico,  I  recommended  the  adoption  of 
measures  for  the  speedy  payment  of  the  public 
debt.  In  reiterating  that  recommendation,  I  refer 

you  to  the  considerations  presented  in  that  mes- 
sage in  its  support.  The  public  debt,  including 

that  authorized-  to  be  negotiated,  in  pursuance 
of  existing  laws,  and  including  treasury  notes, 
amounted  at  that  time  to  sixty-five  million  seven 
hundred  and  seventy-eight  thousand  four  hundred 
and  fifty  dollars  and  forty-one  cents. 

Funded  stock  of  the  United  States,  amounting 
to  about  half  a  million  of  dollars,  has  been  pur- 

chased, as  authorized  by  law,. since  that  period, 
and  the  public  debt  has  thus  been  reduced,  the 
details  of  which  will  be  presented  in  the  annual 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

The  estimates  of  expenditures  for  the  next  fiscal 
year,  submitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
it  is  believed  will  be  ample  for  all  necessary  pur- 

poses. If  the  appropriations  made  by  Congress 
shall  not  exceed  the  amount  estimated,  the  means 
in  the  treasury  will  be  sufficient  to  defray  all  the 
expenses  of  the  Government;  to  pay  off  the  next 
instalment  of  three  millions  of  dollars  to  Mexico, 
which  will  fall  due  on  the  thirtieth  of  May  next; 
and  .still  a  considerable  surplus  will  remain,  which 
should  be  applied  to  the  further  purchase  of  the 
public  stock  and  reduction  of  the  debt.  Should 
enlarged  appropriations  be  made,  the  necessary 
consequence  will  be  to  postpone  the  payment  of 
the  debt.  Though  our  debt,  as  compared  with 
that  of  most  other  nations,  is  small,  it  is  our  true 
policy,  and  in  harmony  with  the  genius  of  our 
institutions,  that  we  should  present  to  the  world 
the  rave  spectacle  of  a  great  republic,  possessing 
vast  resources  and  wealth,  wholly  exempt  from 
public  indebtedness.  This  would  add  still  more 
to  our  strength,  and  give  to  u3  a  still  more  com- 

manding poaition  among  the  nations  of  the  earth. 

The  public  expenditures  should  be  economical, 
and  be  confined  to  such  necessary  objects  as  are 
clearly  within  the  powers  of  Congress.  All  such 

as  are  not  absolutely  demanded  should  be  'post- 
poned, and  the  payment  of  the  public  debt  at  the 

earliest  practicable  period  should  be  a  cardinal 
principle  of  our  public  policy. 

For  the  reason  assigned  in  my  last  annual  mes- 
sage, I  repeat  the  recommendation  that  a  branch 

of  the  mint  of  the  United  States  be  established  at 

the  city  of  New  York.  The  importance  of  this 
measure  is  greatly  increased  by  the  acquisition  of 
the  rich  mines  of  the  precious  metals  in  New 
Mexico  and  California,  and  especially  in  the  latter. 

I  repeat  the  recommendation,  heretofore  made, 
in  favor  of  the  graduation  and  reduction  of  the 

price  of  such  of  the  public  lands  as  have'been  long- 
offered  in  the  market,  and  have  remained  unsold, 
and  in  favor  of  extending  the  rights  of  preemption 
to  actual  settlers  on  the  unsurveyed  as  well  as  the 

surveyed  lands. 
The  condition  and  operations  of  the  army,  and 

the  state  of  other  branches  of  the  public  service, 
under  the  supervision  of  the  War  Department,  are 
satisfactorily  presented  in  the  accompanying  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

On  the  return  of  peace,  our  forces  were  with- 
drawn from  Mexico,  and  the  volunteers,  and  that 

portion  of  the  regular  army  engaged  for  the  war, 
were  disbanded.  Orders  have  been  issued  for  sta- 

tioning the  forces  of  our  permanent  establishment 
at  various  positions  in  our  extended  country  where 
troops  may  be  required.  Owing  to  the  remoteness 
of  some  of  these  positions,  the  detachments  have 

not  yet  reached  their  destination.  Notwithstand- 
ing the  extension  of  the  limits  of  our  country  and 

the  forces  required  in  the  new  territories,  it  is  con- 
fidently believed  that  our  present  military  estab- 

lishment is  sufficient  for  all  exigencies,  so  long  as 

our  peaceful  relations  remain  undisturbed. 
Of  the  amount  of  military  contributions  collected 

in  Mexico,  the  sum  of  seven  hundred  and  sixty- 
nine  thousand  six  hundred  and  fifty  dollars  was 

applied  towards  the  payment  of  the  first  instal- 
ment due  under  the  treaty  with  Mexico.  The 

further  sum  of  three  hundred  and  forty-six  thou- 
sand three  hundred  and  sixty-nine  dollars  and  thirty 

cents  has  been  paid  into  the  treasury,  and  unex- 
pended balances  still  remain  in  the  hands  of  dis- 
bursing officers  and  those  who  were  engaged  in 

the  collection  of  these  moneys.  After  the  procla- 
mation of  peace,  no  further  disbursements  were 

made  of  any  unexpended  moneys  arising  from  this 
source.  The  balances  on  hand  were  directed  to  be 

paid  into  the  treasury,  and  individual  claims  on 
the  fund  will  remain  unadjusted  until  Congress 
shall  authorize  their  settlement  and  payment. 
These  claims  are  not  considerable  in  number  or 
amount. 

I  recommend  to  your  favorable  consideration  the 

suggestions  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy  in  regard  to  legislation  on  this 

subject. 
Our  Indian  relations  are  presented  in  a  most 

favorable  view  in  the  report  from  the  War  Depart- 
ment. The  wisdom  of  our  policy  in  regard  to  the 

tribes  within  our  limits,  is  clearly  manifest!*!  by 
their  improved  and  rapidly  improving  condition. 

A  most  important  treaty  with  the  Menomonie3 
has  been  recently  negotiated  by  the  Commissioner 
of  Indian  Affairs  in  person,  by  which-all  their  land 
in  the  State  of  Wisconsin — being  about  four  mil- 

lions of  acres — has  been  ceded  to  the  United  States. 

This  treaty  will  be  submitted  to  the  Senate  for  rati- 
fication at  an  early  period  of  your  present  session. 

Within  the  last  four  years,  eight  important 
treaties  have  been  negotiated  with  different  Indian 
tribes,  and  at  a  cost  of  one  million  eight  hundred 
and  forty-two  thousand  dollars  ;  Indian  lands  to 
the  amount  of  more  than  eighteen  million  five  hun- 

dred thousand  acres,  have  been-ceded  to  the  United 
States  ;-and  provision  has  been  made  for  settling 
in  the  country  west  of  the  Mississippi  the  tribes 

which  occupied  this  large  extent  of  the  public  do- 
main. The  title  to  all  the  Indian  lands  within  the 

several  States  of  our  Union,  with  the  exception  of 
a  few  small  reservations,  is  now  extinguished,  and 

a  vast  region  opened  for  settlement  and  cultivation. 
The  accompanying  report  of  the  Secretary  of 

the  Navy  gives  a  satisfactory  exhibit  of  the  oper- 
ations and  condition  of  that  branch  of  the  public service. 

A  number  of  small  vessels,  suitable  for  entering 
the  mouths  of  rivers,  were  judiciously  purchased 

during  the  war,  and  gave  great  efficiency  to  the 
squadron  in  the  Gulf  of  Mejuco.  On  the  return 

of  peace,  when  no  longer  valuable  for  naval  pur- 
poses, and  liable  to  constant  deterioration,  they 

were  sold,  and  the  money  placed  in  the  treasury. 
The  number  of  men  in  the  naval  service,  au- 

thorized by  law  during  the  war,  has  been  reduced 
by  discharges  below  the  maximum  fixed  for  the 
peace  establishment.  Adequate  squadrons  are 
maintained  in  the  several  quarters  of  the  globe, 
where  experience  has  shown  their  services  may 
be  most  usefully  employed;  and  the  naval  service 
was  never  in  a  condition  of  higher  discipline  or 

greater  efficiency. I  invite  attention  to  the  recommendation  of  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy  on  the  subject  of  the  marine 
corps.  The  reduction  of  the  corps  at  the  end  of 
the  war,  required  that  four  officers  of  eacli  of  the 
three  lower  grades  should  be  dropped  from  the 
rolls.  A  board  of  officers  made  the  selection;  and 
those  designated  were  necessarily  dismissed,  but 
without  any  alleged  fault,  I  concur  in  opinion 
with  the  Secretary,  that  the  service  would  be  im- 

proved by  reducing  the  number  of  landsmen,  and 
increasing  the  marines.  Such  a  measure  would 
justify  an  increase  of  the  number  of  officers  to  the 
extent  of  the  reduction  by  dismissal,  and  still  the 

corps  would  have  fewer  officers  than  a  correspond- 
ing number  of  men  in  the  army. 

The  contracts  for  the  transportation  of  the  mail 

in  steamships  convertible  into  war-steamers,  prom- 
ise to  realize  all  the  benefits  to  our  commerce  and 

to  the  navy  which  were  anticipated.  The  first 
steamer  thus  secured  to  the  Government  was 

launched  in  January,  1847.  There  are  no w  seven ; 
and  in  another  year  there  will,  probably,  be  not 
less  than  seventeen  afloat.  While  this  great  na- 

tional advantage  is  secured,  our  social  and  com- 
mercial intercourse  is  increased  and  promoted  with 

Germany,  Great  Britain,  and  other  parts  of  Eu- 
rope, with  all  the  countries  on  the  west  coast  of 

our  continent,  especially  with  Oregon  and  Califor- 
nia, and  between  the  northern  and  southern  sec- 

tions of  the  United  States.  Considerable  revenue 

may  be  expected  from  postages;  but  the  connected 
line  from  New  York  to  Chagres,  and  thence  across 

the  isthmus  to  Oregon,  cannot  fail  to  exert  a  benefi- 
cial influence,  not  now  to  be  estimated,  on  the  in- 

terests of  the  manufactures,  commerce,  navigation, 

and  currency  of  the  United  States.  As  an  important 

part  of  the  system,  I  recommend  to  your  favorable 
consideration  the  establishment  of  the  proposed 
line  of  stearrffers  between  New  Orleans  and  Vera 
Cruz.  It  promises  the  most  happy  results  in 
cementing  friendship  between  the  two  Republics, 
and  in  extending  reciprocal  benefits  to  the  trade 
and  manufactures  of  both. 

The  report  of  the  Postmaster  General  will  make 
known  to  you  the  operations  of  that  department 
for  the  past  year. 

It  is  gratifying  to  find  the  revenues  of  the  de- 
partment, under  the  rates  of  postage  now  estab- 

lished by  law,  so  rapidly  increasing.  The  gross 
amount  of  postages  during  the  last  fiscal  year 
amounted  to  four  million  three  hundred  and  sev- 

enty-one thousand  and  seventy-seven  dollars,  ex- 
ceeding the  annual  average  received  for  the  nine 

years  immediately  preceding  the  passage  of  the 
act  of  the  third  of  March,  1845,  by  the  sum  of  six 

thousand  four  hundred  and  fifty-three  dollars,  and 
exceeding  the  amount  received  for  the  year  ending 
the  thirtieth  of' June,  1847,  by  the  sum  of  four 
hundred  and  twenty-five  thousand  one  hundred 

and  eighty-four  dollars. The  expenditures  for  the  year,  excluding  the 
sum  of  ninety-four  thousand  six  hundred  and 
seventy-two  dollars,  allowed  by  Congress,  at  its 
last  session,  to  individual  claimants,  and  including 
the  sum  of  one  hundred  thousand  five  hundred 

dollars  paid  for  the  services  of  the  line  of  steamers 
between  Bremen  and  New  York,  amounted  to  four 

million  one  hundred  and  ninety-eight  thousand 

eight  hundred  and  forty-five  dollars,  which  is  less 
than  the  annual  average  for  the  nine  years  pre- 

vious to  the  act  of  1845,  by  three  hundred  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  forty-eight  dollars. 

The  mail  routes,  on  the  thirtieth  day  of  June 

last,  were  one  hundred  and  sixty-three  thousand 
two  hundred  and  eight  miles  in  extent — being  an 

increase  during  the  last  year  of  nine  thousand" three  hundred  and  ninety  miles.  The  mails  were 

transported  over  them,  during  the  same  time,  forty- 
one  million  twelve  thousand  five  hundred  and 

seventy-nine  miles;  makingvan  increase  of  trans- 
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portation  for  the  year  of  two  million  one  hundred 
arid  twenty-four  thousand  six  hundred  and  eighty 
miles,  whilst  the  expense  was  less  than  that  of  the 
previous  year  by  four  thousand.two  hundred  and 
thirty-five  dollars. 

The  increase  in  the  mail  transportation  within 
the  last  three  years  has  been  five  million  three 
hundred  arid  seventy-eightthousand  three  hundred 
and  ten  miles,  whilst  the  expenses  were  reduced 
four  hundred  and  fifty-six  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  thirty-eight  dollars — making  an  increase  of 
service  at  the  rate  of  fifteen  percent.,  and  a  reduc- 

tion in  the  expenses  of  more  than  fifteen  per  cent. 
During  the  past  year,  there  have  been  employed, 

under  contracts  with  the  Post  Office  Department, 

two  ocean  steamers  in  conveying  the  mails  month- 
ly between  New  York  and  Bremen,  and  one,  since 

October  last,  performing  semi-monthly  service  be- 
tween Charleston  and  Havana;  and  a  contract  has 

been  made  for  the  transportation  of  the  Pacific 
mails  across  the  isthmus  from  Chagres  to  Panama. 

Under  the  authority  given  to  the  Secretary  of 

the  Navy,  three  ocean  steamers  have  been  con-1 structed  and  sent  to  the  Pacific,  and  are  expected 
to  enter  upon  the  mail  service  between  Panama 
and  Oregon,  and  the  intermediate  ports,  on  the 
first  January  next,  and  a  fourth  has  been  engaged 
by  him  for  the  service  between  Havana  and  Cha- 

gres; so  that  a  regular  monthly  mail  line  will  be 
kept  up  after  that  time  between  the  United  States 
and  our  territories  on  the  Pacific. 

.  Notwithstanding  this  great  increase  in  the  mail 
service,  should  the  revenue  continue  to  increase 
the  present  year  as  it  did  in  the  last,  there  will  be 
received  near  four  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dol- 

lars more  than  the  expenditures. 
These  considerations  have  satisfied  the  Postmas- 
ter General  that,  with  certain  modifications  of  the 

act  of  1845,  the  revenue  maybe  still  further  in- 
creased, and  a  reduction  of  postages  made  to  a 

uniform  rate  of  five  cents,  without  an  interference 
with  the  principle,  which  has  been  constantly  and 

properly  enforced,  of  making  thatdepartment  sus- 
tain itself. 

A  well-digested  cheap  postage  system  isthebest 
means  of  diffusing  intelligence  among  the  people, 
and  is  of  so  much  importance  in  a  country  so 
extensive  as  that  of  the  United  States,  that  I  recom- 

mend to  your  favorable  consideration  the  sugges- 
tions of  the  Postmaster  General  for  its  improve- 

ment. 

Nothing  can  retard  the  onward  progress  of  our 
country,  and  prevent  us  from  assuming  and  main- 

taining the  first  rank  among  nations,  but  a  disre- 
gard of  the  experience  of  the  past,  and  a  recurrence 

to  an  unwise  public  policy.  We  have  just  closed 
a  foreign  war  by  an  honorable  peace — a  war  ren- 

dered necessary  and  unavoidable  in  vindication  of 
the  national  rights  and-honor.  The  present  con- 

dition of  the  country  is  similar  in  some  respects  to 
that  which  existed  immediately  after  the  close  of 
the  war  with  Great  Britain  in  1815,  and  the  occa- 

sion is  deemed  to  be  a  proper  one  to  take  a  retro- 
spect of  the  measures  of  public  policy  which  fol- 

lowed that  war.  There  was  at  that  period  of  our 
history  a  departure  from  our  earlier  policy.  The 
enlargement  of  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Govern- 

ment by  construction,  which  obtained,  was  not 
warranted  by  any  just  interpretation  of  the  Con- 

stitution. A  fev/  years  after  the  close  of  that  war, 
a  series  of  measures  was  adopted  which,  united  and 
combined,  constituted  what  was  termed  by  their 

authors  and  advocates  the  "American  system." 
The  introducion  of  the  new  policy  was  for  a 

time  favored  by  the  condition  of  the  country;  by 
the  heavy  debt  which  had  been  contracted  (luring 
the  war;  by  the  depression  of  the  public  credit;  by 
the  deranged  state  of  the  finances  and  the  currency; 
and  by  the  commercial  and  pecuniary  embarrass- 

ment which  extensively  prevailed.  These  were 
not  the  only  causes  which  led  to  its  establishment. 
The  events  of  the  war  with  Great  Britain,  and  the 
embarrassments  which  had  attended  its  prosecu  tion , 
had  left  on  the  minds  of  many  of  our  statesmen 
the  impression  that  our  Government  was  not 
strong  enough,  and  that  to  wield  its  resources  suc- 

cessfully in  great  emergencies,  and  especially  in 
war,  more  power  should  be  concentrated  in  its 
hands.  This  increased  power  they  did  not  seek 
to  obtain  by  the  legitimate  and  prescribed  mode — 
an  amendment  of  the  Constitution — but  by  con- 

struction. They  saw  governments  in  the  Old 
World  based  upon  different  orders  of  society,  and 
so  constituted  as  to  throw  the  whole  power  of 

nations  into  the  hands  of  a  few,  who  taxed  and 
controlled  the  many  without  responsibility  or 
restraint.  In  that  arrangement  they  conceived 
the  strength  of  nations  in  war  consisted.  There 
was  also  something  fascinating  in  the  ease,  luxr 
ury,  and  display  of  the  higher  orders,  who  drew 
their  wealth  from  the  toil  of  the  laboring  millions. 
The  authors  of  the  system  drew  their  ideas  of 
political  economy  from  what  they  had  witnessed 
in  Europe,  and  particularly  in  Great  Britain.  They 
had  viewed  the  enormous  wealth  concentrated  in 

few  hands,  and  had  seen  the  splendor  of  the  over- 
grown establishments  of  an  aristocracy  which  was 

upheld  by  the  restrictive  policy.  They  forgot  to 
look  down  upon  the  poorer  classes  of  the  English 
population,  upon  whose  daily  and  yearly  labor  the 
great  establishments  they  so  much  admired  were 
sustained  and  supported.  They  failed  to  perceive 
that  the  scantily-fe.d  and  half-clad  operatives  were 
not  only  in  abject  poverty,  but  were  bound  in 
chains  of  oppressive  servitude  for  the  benefit  of 
favored  classes,  who  were  the  exclusive  objects  of 
the  care  of  the  government. 

It  was  not  possible  to  reconstruct  society  in  the 
United  States  upon  the  European  plan.  Here 
there  was  a  written  constitution,  by  which  orders 
and  titles  were  not  recognized  or  tolerated.  A 
system  of  measures  was  therefore  devised,  calcu- 

lated, if  notintended,  to  withdraw  power  gradually 
and  silently  from  the  States  and  the  mass  of  the 
people,  and  by  construction  to  approximate,  our 
government  to  the  European  models,  substituting; 
an  aristocracy  of  wealth  for  that  of  orders  and 
titles. 

Without  reflecting  upon  the  dissimilarity  of  our 
institutions,  anrT  of  the  condition  of  our  people  and 
those  of  Europe,  they  conceived  the  vain  idea  of 
building  up  in  the  United  States  a  system  similar 
to  that  which  they  admired  abroad.  Great  Britain 
had  a  national  bank  of  large  capital,  in  whose 
hands  was  concentrated  the  controlling  monetary 
and  financial  power  of  the  nation;  an  institution 
wielding  almost  kingly  power,  and  exerting  vast 
influence  upon  all  the  operationsof  trade,  and  upon 
the  policy  of  the  government  itself.  Great  Britain 
had  an  enormous  public  debt,  and  it  had  become  a 

part  of  her  public  policy  to  regard  this  as  a  "  pub- 
lic blessing."  Great  Britain  had  also  a  restrictive 

policy,  which  placed  fetters  and  burdens  on  trade, 
and  trammeled  the  productive  industry  of  the  mass 
of  the  nation.  By  her  combined  system  of  policy, 
the  landlords  and  other  property-holders  were  pro- 

tected and  enriched  by  the  enormous  taxes  which 
were  levied  upon  the  labor  of  the  country  for  their 
advantage.  » 

Imitating  this  foreign  policy,  the  first  stop -in 
establishing' the  new  system  in  the  United  States was  the  creation  of  a  national  bank.  Not  fore- 

seeing the  dangerous  power  and  countless  evils 
which  such  an  institution  might  entail  on  the 
country,  nor  perceiving  the  connection  which  it 
was  designed  to  form  between  the  bank  and  the 

other  branches  of  the  miscalled  "  American  sys- 
tem,''but  feeling  the  embarrassments  of  the  treas- 
ury, and  of  the  businessof  the  country,  consequent 

upon  the  war,  some  of  our  statesmen  who  had 
held  dUTerent  and  sounder  views  were  induced  to 

yield  their-scruples,  and,  indeed,  settled  convic- 
tions of  its  unconstitutionality,  and  to  give  it  their 

sanction,  as  an  expedient  which  they  vainly  hoped 
might  produce  relief.  It  was  a  most  unfortunate 
error,  as  the  subsequent  history  and  final  catas- 

trophe of  that  dangerous  and  corrupt  institution 
have  abundantly  proved.  The  bank,  with  its  nu- 

merous branches,  ramified  into  the  States,  soon 

brought  many  of  the  active  political  and  commer- 

cial men  in  "different  sections  of  the  country  into 
the  relation  of  debtors  to  it,  and  dependants  upon 
it  for  pecuniary  favors;  thus  diffusing  throughout 

the  mass  of  society  a  great  number  of*individuals 
of  power  and  influence  to  give  tone  to  public  opin- 

ion, and  to  act  in  concert  in  cases  of  emergency. 
The  corrupt  power  of  such  a  political  engine  is  no 
longer  a  matter  of  speculation,  having  been  dis- 

played in  numerous  instances,  but  most  signally 

in  the  political  struggles  of  1832- '3-'4,  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  public  will  represented  by  a  fearless  and 

patriotic  President. 
But  the  bank  was  but  one  branch  of  the  new 

system.  A  public  debt  of  more  than  one  hundred 
and  twenty  millions  of  dollars  existed;  and  it  is 
not  to  be  disguised  that  many  of  the  authors  of 
the  new  system  did  not  regard  its  speedy  payment 
as  essential  to  the   public  prosperity,  but  looked 

upon  its  continuance  as  noViational  evil.  Whilst 
the  debt  existed,  it  furnished  aliment  to  the  national 

bank,  and  rendered  increased  taxation  necessary 
to  the  amount  of  the  interest,  exceeding  seven  mil- 

lions of  dollars  annually. 

This  operated  in  harmony  with  the  next  branch 
of  the  new  system,  which  was  a  high  protective 
tariff.  This  was  to  afford  bounties  to  favored 

classes  and  particular  pursuits,  at  the  expense  of 
all  others.  A  proposition  to  tax  the  whole  people 

for  the  purpose  of  enriching  a  few,  was  too  mon- 
strous to  be  openly  made.  The  scheme  was, 

therefore,  veiled  under  the  plausible  but  delusive 

pretext  of  a  measure  to  protect  "  home  industry;" 
and  many  of  our  people  were,  for  a  time,  led  to 
believe  that  a  tax  which  in  the  main  fell  upon  la- 

bor, was  for  the  benefit  of  the  laborer  who  paid  it. 
This  branch  of  the  system  involved  a  partnership 
between  the  Government  and  the  favored  classes — 

the  former  receiving  the  proceeds  of  the  tax  im- 
posed on  articles  imported,  and  the  latter  the  in- 

creased price  of  similar  articles  produced  at  home, 
caused  by  such  tax.  It  is  obvious  that  the  portion 
to  be  received  by  the  favored  classes  would,  as  a 

general  rule,  be  increased  in  proportion  to  the  in- 
crease of  the  rates  of  tax  imposed,  and  diminished 

as  those  rates  were  reduced  to  the  revenue  standard 

required  by  the  wants  of  the  Government.  The 
rates  required  to  produce  a  sufficient  revenue  for 

the  ordinary  expenditures  of  government,  for  ne- 
cessary purposes,  were  not  likely  to  give  to  the 

private  partners  in  this  scheme  profits  sufficient  to- 
satisfy  their  cupidity;  and  hence  a  variety  of  expe- 

dients and  pretexts  were  resorted  to  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enlarging  the  expenditures,  and  thereby 

creating  a  necessity  for  keeping  up  a  high  protect- 
ive tariff.  The  effect  of  this  policy  was  to  inter- 

pose artificial  restrictions  upon  the  natural  course 
of  the  business  and  trade  of  the  country,  and  to 

advance  the  interests  of  large  capitalists  and  mo- 
nopolists, at  the  expense  of  the  great  mass  of  the 

people,  who  were  taxed  to  increase  their  wealth. 
Another  branch  of  this  system  was  a  compre- 

hensive scheme  of  internal  improvements,  capable 

of  indefinite  enlargement,  and  sufficient  to  swallow 
up  as  many  millions  annually  as  could  be  exacted 
from  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  country.  This 
was  a  convenient  and  necessary  adjunct  of  the 

protective  tariff.  It  was  to  be  the  great  absorbent 

of  any  surplus  which  might  at  any  time  accumu- 
late in  the  treasury,  and  of  the  taxes  levied  on  the 

people,  not  for  necessary  revenue  purposes,  but  for 
the  avowed  object  of  affording  protection  to  the favored  classes. 

Auxiliary  to  the  same  end,  if  it  was  not  an 
essential  part  of  the  system  itself,  was  the  scheme 
which,  at  a  later  period,  obtained,  for  distributing 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands  among 
the  States.  Other  expedients  were  devised  to  take 
money  out  of  the  treasury,  and  prevent  its  coming 

in  from  any  other  source  than  the  "protective  tariff. 
The  authors  and  supporters  of  the  system  were 
the  advocates  of  the  largest  expenditures,  whether 
for_  necessary  or  useful  purposes  or  not,  because 
the  larger  the  expenditures  the  greater  was  the 
pretext  for  high  taxes  in  the  form  of  protective duties. 

These  several  measures  were  sustained  by  pop- 
ular names  and  plausible  arguments,  by  which 

thousands  were  deluded.  The  bank  was  repre- 
sented to  be  an  indispensable  fiscal  agent  for  the 

Government;  was  to  equalize  exchanges,  and  to 
regulate  and  furnish  a  sound  currency,  always  and 
everywhere  of  uniform  value.  The  protective 

tariff  wastogiveemployment  to  "American  labor" 
at  advanced  prices;  \fas  to  protect  "home  indus- 

try," and  furnish  a  steady  market  for  the  farmer. 
Internal  improvements  were  to  bring  trade  into 
every  neighborhood,  and  enhance  the  value  of 

every  man's  property.  The  distribution  of  the 
land  money  was  to  enrich  the  States,  finish  their 

puhlic  works,  plant  schools  throughout  their  bor- 
ders, and  relieve  them  from  taxation.  But  the 

fact,  that  for  every  dollar  taken  out  of  the  treasury 

for  these  objects  a  much  larger  sum  was  trans- 
ferred from  the  pockets  of  the  people  to  the  favored 

classes,  was  carefully  concealed,  as  was  also  the 
tendency,  if  not  the  ultimate  design  of  the  system, 
to  burld  up  an  aristocracy  of  wealth,  to  control  the 
masses  of  society,  and  monopolize  the  political 
power  of  the  country. 
The  several  branches  of  this  system  were  so 

intimately  blended  together,  that  in  their  operation 
each  sustained  and  strengthened  the  others.    Their 
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joint  operation  was,  toJ  add  new  burdens  of  tax- ation and  to  encourage  a  largely  increased  and 
wasteful  expenditure  of  public  money.  It  was 
the  interest  of  the  bank  that  the  revenue  collected 

and  the  disbursements  made  by  the  Government 
should  be  large,  because,  being  the  depository  of 
the  public  money,  the  larger  the  amount,  the 
greater  would  be  the  bank  profits  by  its  use.  It 
was  the  interest  of  the  favored  classes,  who  were 
enriched  by  the  protective  tariff,  to  have  the  rates 
of  that  protection  as  high  as  possible ;  for  the 

higher  those  rates,  the  greater  would  be  their  ad- 

vantage. It  was  the  interest  of  the  people  of  all' 
those  sections  and  localities,  who  expected  to  be 

benefited  by  expenditures  for  internal  improve- 
ments, that  the  amount  collected  should  be  as 

large  as  possible,  to  the  end  that  the  sum  disbursed 
might  also  be  the  larger.  The  States  being  the 
beneficiaries  in  the  distribution  of  the  land  money, 
had  an  interest  in  having  the  rates  of  tax  imposed 
by  the  protective  tariff  large  enough  to  yield  a 
sufficient  revenue  from  that  source  to  meet  the 

v/ants  of  the  Government,  without  disturbing  or 
taking  from  them  the  land  fund;  so  that  each  of 
the  branches  constituting  the  system  had  a  com- 

mon interest  in  swelling  the  public  expenditures. 
They  had  a  direct  interest  in  maintaining  the  pub- 

lic debt  unpaid,  and  increasing  its  amount,  because 
this  would  produce  an  annual  increased  drain  upon 
the  treasury,  to  the  amount  of  the  interest,  and 

render  augmented  taxes  necessary.  The  opera- 
tion and  necessary  effect  of  the  whole  system 

were,  to  encourage  large  and  extravagant  expend- 
itures, and  thereby  to  increase  the  public  patron- 

age, and  maintain  a  rich  and  splendid  government 
at  the  expense  of  a  taxed  and  impoverished  peo- 

ple. It  is  manifest  that  this  scheme  of  enlarged  taxa- 
tion and  expenditures,  had  it  continued  to  prevail, 

must  soon  have  converted  the  Government  of  the 

Union,  intended  by  its  framers  to  be  a  plain,  cheap, 
and  simple  confederation  of  States,  united  together 
for  common  protection,  and  charged  with  a  few 

specific  duties,  relating  chiefly  to  our  foreign  af- 
fairs, into  a.  consolidated  empire,  depriving  the 

States  of  their  reserved  rights,  and  the  people  of 
their  just  power  and  control  in  the  administration 
of  their  Government.  In  this  manner  the  whole 
form  and  character  of  the  Government  would  be 

changed,  not  by  an  amendment  of  the  Constitution, 
but  by  resorting  to  an  unwarrantable  and  unau- 

thorized construction  of  that  instrument. 

The  indirect  mode  of  levying  the  taxes  by  a 
duty  on  imports,  prevents  the  mass  of.  the  people 
from  readily  perceiving  the  amount  they  pay,  and 
has  enabled  the  few,  who  are  thus  enriched,  and 

who  seek  to  wield  the  political  power  of  the  coun- 
try, to  deceive  and  delude  them.  Were  the  taxes 

collected  by  a  direct  levy  upon  the  people,  as  is 
the  case  in  the  States,  this  could  not  occur. 

The  whole  system  was  resisted  from  its  inception 
by  many  of  our  ablest  statesmen,  some  of  whom 
doubted  its  constitutionality  and  its  expediency, 
while  others  believed  it  was,  in  all  its  branches,  a 

flagrant  and  dangerous  infraction  of  the  Constitu- 
tion. 

That  a  national  bank,  a  protective  tariff,  levied 
not  to  raise  the  revenue  needed,  but  for  protection 
merely,  internal  improvements,  and  the  distribution 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  are 
measures  without  the  warrant  of  the  Constitution, 
would,  upon  the  maturest  consideration,  seem  to  be 
clear.  It  is  remarkable  that  no  one  of  these  meas- 

ures, involving  such  momentous  consequences,  is 
authorized  by  any  express  grant  of  power  in  the 
Constitution.  No  one  of  them  is  "incident  to,  as 
being  necessary  and  proper  for  the  execution  of, 

the  specific  powers"  granted  by  the  Constitution. 
The  authority  under  which  it  has  been  attempted  to 
justify  each  of  them  is  derived  from  inferences  and 
constructions  of  the  Constitution  which  its  letter 

and  its  whole  object  and  design  do  not  warrant. 
Is  it  to  be  conceived  that  such  immense  powers 
would  have  been  left  by  the  framers  or  the  Con- 

stitution to  mere  inferences  and  doubtful  construc- 
tions? Had  it  been  intended  to  confer  them  on  the 

Federal  Government,  it  is  but  reasonable  to  con- 
clude that  it  would  have  been  done  by  plain  and 

unequivocal  grants.  This  was  not  done;  but  the 

whole  structure  of  which  the  "  American!  system" 
consisted,  was  reared  on  no  other  or  better  found- 

ation than  forced  implications  and  inferences  of 
power  which  its  authors  assumed  might  be  de- 

duced by  construction  from  the  Constitution. 

But  it  has  been  urged  that  the  National  Bank, 
which  constituted  so  essential  a  branch  of  this 

combined  system  of  measures,  was  not  a  new 
measure,  and  that  its  constitutionality  had  been 
previously  sanctioned,  because  a  bank  had  been 
chartered  in  1791,  and  had  received  the  official 
signature  of  President  Washington.  A  few  facts 
will  show  the  just  weight  to  which  this  precedent 
should  be  entitled  as  bearing  upon  the  question  of 
constitutionality. 

Great  division  of  opinion  upon  the  subject  exist- 
ed in  Congress.  It  is  well  known  that  President 

Washington  entertained  serious  doubts  both  as  to 
the  constitutionality  and  expediency  of  the  meas- 

ure; and  while  the  bill  was  beforehim  forhis  official 

approvalor  disapproval,  sogreatwere  thesedoubts, 

that  he  required  "the  opinion  in  writing"  of  the 
members  of  his  cabinet  to  aid  him  in  arriving  at  a 
decision.  His  cabinet  gave  their  opinion, and  were 

divided  upon  the  subject — General  Hamilton  being 
in  favor  of,  and  Mr.  Jefferson  and  Mr.  Randolph 

being  opposed  to  the  constitutionality  and  expedi- 
ency of  the  bank.  It  is  well  known,  also,  that 

President  Washington  retained  the  bill  from  Mon- 
day, the  fourteenth,  when  it  was  presented  to  him, 

until  Friday,  the  twenty-fifth  of  February — being 
the  last  moment  permitted  him  by  the  Constitution 
to  deliberate,  when  he  finally  yielded  to  it  his  re- 

luctant assent,  and  gave  it  his  signature.  It  is  cer- 
tain that  as  late  as  the  twenty-third  of  February- 

being  the  ninth  day  after  the  bill  was  presented  to 
him— he  had  arrived  at  no  satisfactory  conclusion; 
for  on  that  day  he  addressed  a  note  to  General 

Hamilton,  in  which  he  informs  him  that  "  this  bill 
'  was  presented  to  me  by  the  joint  committee  of 
'  Congress  at  12  o'clock  on  Monday,  the  fourteenth 
'instant;"  and  he  requested  his  opinion  "  to  what 
'  precise  period,  by  legal  interpretation  of  the  Con- 
'  stitution,  can  the  President  retain  it  in  his  posses- 
'  sion,  before  it  becomes  a  law  by  the  lapse  of  ten 
'  days."  If  the  proper  construction  was,  that  the 
day  oh  which  the  bill  was  presented  to  the  Presi- 

dent, and  the  day  on  which  his  action  was  had  upon 
it,  were  both  to  be  counted  inclusive,  then  the  time 
allowed  him,  within  which  it  would  be  competent 
for  him  to  return  it  to  the  House  in  which  it  origi- 

nated with  his  objections,  would  expire  on  Thurs- 
day, the  twenty-fourth  of  February.  General 

Hamilton  on  the  same  day  returned  an  answer,  in 
which  he  states:  "  I  give  it  as  my  opinion  that  you 
'  have  ten  days  exclusive  of  that  on  which  the  bill 
'  was  delivered  to  you,  and  Sundays;  hence,  in  the 
'  present  case,  if  it  is  returned  on  Friday,  it  will  be 
'  in  time."  By  this  construction,  which  the  Presi- 

dent adopted'  he  gained  another  day  for  delibera- 
tion, and  it  was  not  until  the  twenty -fifth  of  Febru- 

ary that  he  signed  the  bill;  thus  affording  conclu- 
sive proof  that  he  had  at  last  obtained  his  own  con- 
sent to  sign  it  not  without  great  and  almost  insu- 

perable difficulty.  Additional  light  has  been  re- 

cently shed  upon  the"  serious  doubts  which  he  had 
on  the  subject,  amounting  at  one  time  to  a  convic- 

tion that  it  was  his  duty  to  withhold  his  approval 
from  the  bill.  This  is  found  among  the  manuscript 

papers  of  Mr.  Madison,  authorized  to  be  purchased 
for  the  use  of  the  Government  by  an  act  of  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  and  now  for  the  fiiSt  time 
accessible  to  the  public.  From  these  papers,  it  ap- 

pears that  President  Washington,  while  he  yet  held 
the  bank  bill  in  his  hands,  actually  requested  Mr. 
Madison,  at  that  time  a  member  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  to  prepare  the  draught  of  a  veto 
message  for  him.  Mr.  Madison,  at  his  request, 
did  prepare  the  draught  of  such  a  message,  and 
sent  it  to  him  on  the  twenty-first  of  February,  1791. 

A  copy  of  this  original  draught,  in  Mr.  Madison's 
own  handwriting,  was  carefully  preserved  by  him, 
and  is  among  the  papers  lately  purchased  by  Con- 

gress.1 It  is  preceded  by  a  note,  written  on  the 
same  sheet*  which  is  also  in  Mr.  Madison's  hand- 

writing, and  is  as  follows: 

"  February  21st,  1791.  Copy  of  a  paper  made 
'  out  and  sent  to  the  President  at  his  request,  to  be 
'  ready  in  case  his  judgment  should  finally  decide 
'  against  the  bill  for  incorporating^  national  bank, 
'  the  bill  being  then  before  him." 
Among  the  objections  assigned  in  this  paper  to 

the  bill,  and  which  were  submitted  for  the  consid- 
eration of  the  President,  are  the  following: 

"I  object  to  the  bill,  because  it  is  an  essential 
'  principle  of  the  government  that  powers  not  del- 
'  egated  by  the  Constitution  cannot  be  rightfully 
'  exercised;  because  the  power  proposed  by  the  bill 
'  to  be  exercised  is  not  expressly  delegated,  and  be- 

'  cause  I  cannot  satisfy  myself  that  it  results  from 

'any  express  power  by  fair  and  safe  rules  of  inter- 

'  pretatiori. " 
The  weight  of  the  precedent  of  the  bank  of  1791, 

and  the  sanction  of  the  great  name  of  Washing- 
ton which  has  been  so  often  invoked  in  its  sup- 

port, are  greatly  weakened  by  the  development  of 
these  facts:  The  experiment  of  that  bank  satis- 

fied the  country  that  it  ought  not  to  be  continued, 
and  at  the  end  of  twenty  years  Congress  refused 
to  recharter  it.  It  would  have  been  fortunate  for 

the  country,  and  saved  thousands  from  bankruptcy 
and  ruin,  had  ourpublic  men  of  1816  resisted  the 
temporary  pressure  of  the  times  upon  our  financial 
and  pecuniary  interests,  and  refused  to  charter  the 
second  bank.  Of  this  the  country  became  abun- 

dantly satisfied,  and  at  the  close  of  its  twenty 

years'  duration,  as  in  the  case  of  the  first  bank,  it 
-also  ceased  to  exist.  Under  the  repeatedblbws  of 
President  Jackson,  it  reeled  and  fell,  and  a  subse- 

quent attempt  to  charter  a  similar  institution  was 
arrested  by  the  veto  of  President  Tyler._ 

Mr.  Madison,  in  yielding  his  signature  to'  the 
charter  of  1816,  did  so  upori  the  ground  of  the  re- 

spect due  to  precedents;  and,  as  he  subsequently 
declared,  "the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  though, 

on  the  original  question,  held  to  be  unconstitution- 

al, received  the  Executive  signature." It  is  probable  that  neither  the  bank  of  1791,  nor 
that  of  1816,  would  have  been  chartered  but  for 
the  embarrassments  of  the  Government  in  its 

finances,  the  derangement  of  the  currency,  and 

the  pecuniary  pressure  which  existed — the  first 
the  consequence  of  the  war  of  the  Revolution,  and 
the  second  the  consequence  of  the  war  of  1812. 
Both  were  resorted  to  in  the  delusive  hope  that 

they  would'  restore  public  credit,  and  afford  relief 
to  the  Government,  and  to  the  business  of  the 
country. 

Those  of  our  public  men  who  opposed  the 

whole  "American  system,"  at  its  commencement, 
and  throughout  its  progress,  foresaw  and  predicted 
that  it  was  fraught  with  incalculable  mischiefs, 
and  must  result  in  serious  injury  to  the  best  inter- 

ests of  the  country.  For  a  series  of  years  their 
wise  counsels  were  unheeded,  and  the  system  was 

established.  It  was  soon  apparent  that  its  practi- 
cal operation  was  unequal  and  unjust  upon  differ- 
ent portions  of  the  country,  and  upon  the  people 

engaged  in  different  pursuits.  All  were  equally 
entitled  to  the  favor  and  protection  of  the  Govern- 

ment. It  fostered  and  elevated  the  money-power, 
and  enriched  the  favored  few  by  taxing  labor,  and 
at  the  expense  of  the  many.  Its  effect  was  to 

"make  the  rich  richer,  and  the  poor  poorer. "  Its 
tendency  was  to  create  distinctions  in  society  based 
on  wealth,  and  to  give  to  the  favored  classes  undue 
control  and  sway  in  our  Government.  It  was  an 
organized  money-power,  which  resisted  the  popu- 

lar will,  and  sought  to  shape  and  control  the  public 

policy. Under  the  pernicious  workings  of  this  combined 

system  of  measures,  the  country  witnessed  alter- 
nate seasons  of  temporary  apparent  prosperity;  of 

sudden  and  disastrous  commercial  revulsions;  of 

unprecedented  fluctuation  of  prices,  and  depres- 
sion of  the  great  interests  of  agriculture,  naviga- 
tion, and  commerce;  of  general  pecuniary  suffer- 

ing, and  of  final  bankruptcy  of  thousands.  After 
a  severe  struggle  of  more  than  a  quarter  of  a  cen- 

tury, the  system  was  overthrown. 
The  bank  has  been  succeeded  by  a  practical 

system  of  finance,  conducted  and  controlled  solely 
by  the  Government.  The  constitutional  currency 

has  been  restored;  the  "public  credit  maintained 
unimpaired,  even  in  a  period  of  foreign  war;  and 
the  whole  country  has  become  satisfied  that  banks, 
national  or  State,  are  not  necessary  as  fiscal  agents 
of  the  Government.  Revenue  duties  have  taken 

the  place  of  the  protective  tariff.  The  distribu- 
tion of  the  money  derived  from  the  sale  of  the 

public  lands  has  been  abandoned,  and  the  corrupt- 
ing system  of  internal  improvements,  it  is  hoped, 

has  been  effectually  checked. 
It  is  not  doubted,  that  if  this  whole  train  of 

measures  designed  to  take  wealth  from  the  many, 
and  bestow  it  upon  the  few,  were  to  prevail,  the 
effect  would  be  to  change  the  entire  character  of 
the  Government.  One  only  danger  remains.  It  is 
the  seductions  of  that  branch  of  the  system,  which 
consists  in  internal  improvements,  holding  out,  as 
it  does,  inducements  to  the  people  of  particular 
sections  and  localities  to  embark  the  Government 

in  them  without  stopping  to  calculate  the  inevitable 
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consequences.  This  branch  of  the  system  is  so 
intimately  combined  and  linked  with  the  others, 

that  as  surely  as  an  effect  is  produced  by  art  ade- 
quate cause,  if  it  be  resuscitated  and  revived,  and 

firmly  established, 'it  requires  no  sagacity  to  fore- 
see that  it  will  necessarily  and  speedily  draw  after 

it  the  reestablishment  of  a  national  bank,  the 
revival  of  a  protective  tariff,  the  distribution  of  the 
land  money,  and  not  only  the  postponement  to 
the.distant  future  of  the  payment  of  the  present 
national  debt,  but  its  annual  increase. 

I  entertain  the  solemn  conviction,  that  if  the 

internal  improvement  branch  of  the  "American 
system"  be  not  firmly  resisted  at  this  time,  the 
whole  series  of  measures  composing  it  will  be 
speedily  reestablished,  and  the  country  be  thrown 
back  from  its  present  high  state  of  prosperity, 
which  the  existing  policy  has  produced,  and  be 
destined  again  to  witness  all  the  evils,  commercial 
revulsions,  depression  of  prices,  and  pecuniary 
embarrassments,  through  which  we  have  passed 
during  the  last  twenty-five  years. 
To  guard  against  consequences  so  ruinous,  is 

an  object  of  high  national  importance,  involving, 
in  my  judgment,  the  continued  prosperity  of  the 
country. 

I  have  felt  it  to.  be  an  imperative  obligation  to 
withhold  my  constitutional  sanction  from  two  bills 
which  had  passed  the  two  Houses  of  Congress, 
involving  the  principle  of  the  internal  improve- 

ment branch  of  the  "American  system,"  and 
conflicting  in  their  provisions  with  the  views  here 
expressed. 

This  power,  conferred  upon  the  president  by 
the  Constitution,  I  have  on  three  occasions,  du- 

ring my  administration  of  the  Executive  depart- 
ment of  the  Government,  deemed  it  my  duty  to 

exercise;  and  on  this  last  occasion  of  making  to 

Congress  an  annual  communication  "  of  the  state 
of  the  Union,"  it  is  not  deemed  inappropriate  to 
review  the  principles  and  considerations  which 
have  governed  my  action.  I  deem  this  the  more 
necessary,  because,  after  the  lapse  of  nearly  sixty 
years  since  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution,  the 
propriety  of  the  exercise  of  this  undoubted  con- 

stitutional power  by  the  President  has  for  the  first 
time  been  drawn  seriously  in  question  by  a  portion 
of  my  fellow-citizens. 

The  Constitution  provides  that  "  every  bill  which 
'  shall  have  passed  the  House  of  Representatives 
'  and  the  Senate  shall,  before  it  become  a  law,  be 
'  presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States:  if 
'  he  approve,  he  shall  sign  it;  but  if  not,  he  shall 
'  return  it,  with  his  objections,  to  that  House  in 
'  which  it  shall  have  originated, who  shall  enter  the 
'  objections  at  large  on  their  Journal,  and  proceed 
'  to  reconsider  it." 

The  preservation  of  the  Constitution  from  infrac- 

tion is  the  President's  highest  duty.  He  is  bound 
to  discharge  that  duty,  at  whatever  hazard  of  in- 

curring the  displeasure  of  those  who  may  differ 
with  him  in  opinion.  He  is  bound  to  discharge  it, 
as  well  by  his  obligations  to  the  people  who  have 
clothed  him  with  his  exalted  trust,  as  by  his  oath 
of  office,  which  he  may  not  disregard.  Nor  are 
the  obligations  of  the  President  in  any  degree  les- 

sened by  the  prevalence  o£  views  different  from 
his  own  in  one  or  both  houses  of  Congress.  It  is 
not  alone  hasty  and  inconsiderate  legislation  that 
he  is  required  to  check;  but  if  at  any  time  Con- 

gress shall,  after  apparently  full  deliberation,  re- 
solve on  measures  which  he  deems  subversive  of 

the  Constitution,  or  of  the  vital  interests  of  the 
country,  it  is  his  solemn  duty  to  stand  in  the  breach 
and  resist  them.  The  President  is  bound  to 

approve,  or  disapprove,  every  bill  which  passes 
Congress  and  is  presented  to  him  for  his  signature. 
The  Constitution  makes  this  his  duty,  and  he  can- 

not escape  it  if  he  would.  He  has  no  election.  In" 
deciding  upon  any  bill  presented  to  him,  he  must 
exercise  his  own  best  judgment.  If  he  cannot 
approve,  the  Constitution  commands  him  to  return 
the  bill  to  the  House  in  which  it  originated,  with 
his  objections;  and  if  he  fail  to  do  this  within  ten 
days,  (Sundays  excepted,)  it  shall  become  a  law 
without  his  signature.  Right  or  wrong,  he  may  be 
overruled  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of  each  House; 
and,  in  that  event,  the  bill  becomes  a  law  without 
his  sanction.  If  his  objections  be  not  thus  over- 

ruled, the  subject  is  only  postponed,  and  is  re- 
ferred to  the  States  and  the  people  for  their  con- 

sideration and  decision.  The  President's  power  is 
negative  merely,  and  not  affirmative.  He  can 
enact  no  law      The  only  effect,  therefore,  of  his 

withholding  his  approval  of  a  bill  passed  by  Con- 
gress, is  to  suffer,  the  existing  laws  to  remain 

unchanged,  and  the  delay  occasioned  is  only  that 
required  to  enable  the  States  and  the  people  to 
consider  and  act  upon  the  subject  in  the  election  of 
public  agents  who  will  carry  out  their  wishes  and 
instructions.  Any  attempt  to  coerce  the  President 
to  yield  his  sanction  to  measures  which  he  cannot 
approve,  would  be  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the 

Constitution,  palpable  and~ flagrant;  and  if  suc- cessful, would  break  down  the  independence  of 
the  executive  department,  and  make  the  President, 

elected  by  the  people,  and  clothed  by  the  Constitu- 
tion with  power  to  defend  their  rights,  the  mere 

instrument  of  a  majority  of  Congress.  A  sur- 
render, on  his  part,  of  the  powers  with  which  the 

Constitution  has  invested  his  office,  would  effect 
a  practical  alteration  of  that  instrument,  without 
resorting  to  the  prescribed  process  of  amendment. 

With  the  motives  or  considerations  which  may 
induce  Congress  to  pass  any  bill,  the  President 
can  have  nothing  to  do.  He  must  presume  them 
to  be  as  pure  as  his  own,  and  look  only  to  the 
practical  effect  of  their  measures  when  compared 
with  the  Constitution  or  the  public  good. 

But  it  has  been  urged  by  those  who  object  to 
the  exercise  of  this  undoubted  constitutional  pow- 

er, that  it  assails  the  representative  principle  and 
the  capacity  of  the  people  to  govern  themselves; 
that  there  is  greater  safety  in  a  numerous  repre- 

sentative body  than  in  the  single  Executive  cre- 
ated by  the  Constitution,  and  that  the  Executive 

veto  is  a  "one-man  power,"  despotic  in  its  char- 
acter. To  expose  the  fallacy  of  this  objection,  it 

is  only  necessary  to  consider  the  frame  and  true 
character  of  our  System.  Ours  is  not  a  consoli- 

dated empire,  but  a  confederated  Union.  The 
States,  before  the  adoption  of  the  Constitution, 
were  coordinate,  coequal,  and  separate  independ- 

ent sovereignties,  and  by  its  adoption  they  did 
not  lose  that  character.  They  clothed  the  Federal 
Government  with  certain  powers,  arid  reserved  all 
others,  including  their  own  sovereignty,  to  them- 

selves. They  guarded  their  own  rights  as  States 
and  the  rights  of  the  people,  by  the  very  limita- 

tions which  they  incorporated  into  the  Federal 
Constitution,  whereby  the  different  departments 
of  the  General  Governmeni  were  checks  upon 
each  other.  That  the  majority  should  govern,  is 
a  general  principle,  controverted  by  none;  but 
they  must  govern  according  to  the  Constitution, 
and  not  according  to  an  undefined  and  unrestrained 

discretion,  whereby  they  may  oppress  the  mi- nority. 

The  people  of  the  United  States  are  not  blind  to 
the  fact  that  they  may  be  temporarily  misled,  and 
that  their  representatives,  legislative  and  execu- 

tive, may  be  mistaken  or  influenced  in  their  action 
by  improper  motives.  They  have  therefore  in- 

terposed between  themselves  and  the  laws  which 
may  be  passed  by  their  public  agents,  various  repre- 

sentations, such  as  Assemblies,  Senates,  and  Gov- 
ernors in  their  several  States;  a  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives, a  Senate,  and  a  President  of  the  United 
States.  The  people  can  by  their  own  direct  agency 

make  no  law;'  nor  can  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives immediately  elected  by  them;  nor  can  the 

Senate;  nor  can  both  together,  without  the  con- 
currence of  the  President,  or  a  vote  of  two-thirds 

of  both  Houses. 

Happily  for  themselves,  the  people,  in  framing 
our  admirable  system  of  government,  were  con- 

scious of  the  infirmities  of  their  representatives; 
and,  in  delegating  to  them  the  power  ofMegisIation, 
they  have  fenced  them  around  with  checks,  to 
guard  against  the  effects  of  hasty  action,  of  error, 
of  combination,  and  of  possible  corruption.  Error, 
selfishness,  and  faction  have  often  sought  to  rend 
asunder  this  web  of  checks,  and  subject  the  Gov- 

ernment to  the  control  of  fanatic  and  sinister  in- 
fluences; but  these  efforts  have  only  satisfied  the 

people  of  the  wisdom  of  the  checks  which  they 
have  imposed,  and  of  the  necessity  of  preserving 
them  unimpaired. 

The  true  theory  of  our  system  is  not  to  govern 
by  the  acts  or  decrees  of  any  one  set  of  represent- 

atives. The  Constitution  interposes  checks  upon 
all  branches  of  the  Government,  in  order  to  give 
time  for  error  to  be  corrected,  and  delusion  to  pass 
away;  but  if  the  people  settle  down  into  a  firm 
conviction  different  from  that  of  their  representa- 

tives, they  give  effect  to  their  opinions  by  chan- 

ging their 'public  servants.  The  checks  which  the 
people  imposed  on  their  public  servants  in  the 

adoption  of  the  Constitution,  are  the  best  evidence 

of  their  capacity  for  self-government.  They  know 
that  tjie  men  whom  they  elect  to  public  .stations 
are  of  like  infirmities  and  passions  with  themselves, 
and  not  to  be  trusted  without  being  restricted  by 
coordinate  authorities  and  constitutional  limita- 

tions. Who  that  has  witnessed  the  legislation  of 
Congress  for  the  last  thirty  years  will  say  that  he 
knows  of  no  instance  in  which  measures  not  de- 

manded by  the  public  good,  have  been  carried? 
Who  will  deny  that,  in  the  State  governments,  by 

combinations  of  individuals  and  sections,  in  der'0-1 
gation  of  the  general  interest,  banks  have  been 
chartered,  systems  of  internal  improvement  adopt- 

ed, and  debts  entailed  upon  the  people,  repressing 
their  growth,  and  impairing  their  energies  for 

years  to  come  ? After  so  much  experience,  it  cannot  be  said  that 
absolute  unchecked  power  is  safe  in  the  hands  of 
any  one  set  of  representatives,  or  that  the  capacity 

of  the  people  for  self-government,  which  is  admit- 
ted in  its  broadest  extent,  is  a  conclusive  argu- 

ment to  prove  the  prudence,  wisdom,  and  integrity 
of  their  representatives. 

The  people,  by  the  Constitution,  have  com- 
manded the  President,  as  much  as  they  have  com- 
manded the  legislative  branch  of  the  Government, 

to  execute  their  will.  They  have  said  to  him  in 
the  Constitution,  which  they  require  he  shall  take 
a  solemn  oath  to  support,  that  if  Congress  pass 

any  bill  which  he  cannot  approve,  "  he  shall  return 
it  to  the  House  in  which  it  originated,  with  his 

objections."  In  withholding  from  it  his  approval 
and  signature,  he  is  executing  the  will  of  the 
people  constitutionally  expressed,  as  much  as  the 
Congress  that  passed  it.  No  bill  is  presumed  to 
be  in  accordance  with  the  popular  will  until  it 
shall  have  passed  through  all  the  branches  of  the 
Government  required  by  the  Constitution  to  make 
it  a  law.  A  bill  which  passes  the  House  of  Rep- 

resentatives maybe  rejected  by  the  Senate;  and  so 
a  bill  passed  by  the  Senate  may  be  rejected  by 

the  House.  In  each  case  the  respective  Houses  ' 
exercise  the  veto  power  on  the  other. 

Congress,  and  each  House  of  Congress,  hold 
under  the  Constitution  a  check  upon  the  President, 

and  he,  by  the  power  of  the  qualified  veto,  a  check 
upon  Congress.  When  the  President  recommends 
measures  to  Congress,  he  avows,  in  the  most 
solemn  form,  his  opinions,  gives  his  voice  in  their 
favor,  and  pledges  himself  in  advance  to  approve 
them  if  passed  -by  Congress.  If  he  acts  without 
due  consideration,  or  has  been  influenced  by  im- 

proper or  corrupt  motives — or  if  from  any  other 
cause  Congress,  oreither  House  of  Congress,  shall 
differ  with  him  in  opinion,  they  exercise  their  veto 
upon  his  recommendations,  and  reject  them;  and 
there  is  no  appeal  from  their  decision,  but  to  the 

people  at  the  ballot-box.  These  are  proper  checks 
upon  the  Executive,  wisely  interposed  by  the 
Constitution.  None  will  be  found  to  object  to 
them,  or  to  wish  them  removed.  It  is  equally 

important  that  the  constitutional  checks  of  the 
executive  upon  the  legislative  branch  should  be 

preserved. If  it  be  said  that  the  Representatives  in  the 

popular  branch  of  Congress  are  chosen  directly  by 
the  people,  it  is  answered,  the  people  elect  the 
President.  If  both  Houses  represent  the  States 

and  the  people,  so  does  the  President.  The  Presi- 
dent represents  in  the  executive  department  the 

whole  people  of  the  United  States,  as  each  member 
of  the  legislative  department  represents  portions  of them. 

The  doctrine  of  restriction  upon  legislative  and 

executive  power,  while  a  well  settled  public  opin- 
ion is  enabled  within  a  reasonable  time  to  hecom^ 

plish  its  ends,  has  made  our  country  what  it  is, 

and  has  opened  to  us  a  career  of  glory  and  happi- 
ness to  which  all  other  nations  have  been  strangers. 

In  the  exercise  of  the  power  of  the  veto,  the 
President  is  responsible  not  only  to  an!enlightened 

public  opinion,  but  to  the  people  of  the  whole 

Union,' who  elected  him,  as  the  representatives  in 
the  legislative  branches,  who  differ  with  him  in 
opinion,  are  responsible  to  the  people  of  particular 
States,  or  districts,  who  compose  their  respective 

constituencies.  To  deny  to  the  President  the  exer- 

cise of  this  power,  would  be  to  repeal  that  provis- ion of  the  Constitution  which  confers  it  upon  him. 

To  charge  that  its  exercise  unduly  controls  the 

legislative  will,  is  to  complain  of  the  Constitution itself. 
If  the  Presidential  veto  be  objected  to  upon  the 
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ground  that  it  checks  and  thwarts  the  public  will, 

upon  the  same  principle  the  equality  of  represent- 
ation of  the  States  in  the  Seriate  should  be  stricken 

out  of  the  Constitution.  The  vote  of  a  Senator 

from  Delaware  has  equal  weight  in  deciding  upon 
the  most  important  measures  with  the  vote  of  a 
Senator  from  New  York;  and  yet  the  one  repre- 

sents a  State  containing,  according  to  the  existing 
apportionment  of  representatives  in  the  House  of 
Representatives,  but  one  thirty-fourth  part  of  the 
population  of  the  other.  By  the  constitutional 
composition  of  the  Senate,  a  majority  of  that  body 
from  the  smaller  States  represent  less  than  one- 
fourth  of  the  people  of  the  Union.  There  are 

thirty  States;  and,  under  the  existing  apportion- 
ment of  representatives,  there  are  two  hundred 

and  thirty  members  in  the  House  of  Representa- 

tives. Sixteen  of  the  smaller  States 'are  repre- 
sented in  that  House  by  but  fifty  members;  and 

yet  the  Senators  from  these  States  constitute  a 
majority  of  the  Senate.  So  that  the  President 
may  recommend  a  measure  to  Congress,  and  it 
may  receive  the  sanction  and  approval  of  more 
than  three-fourths  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  of  all  the  Senators  from  the  large  States,  con- 

taining more  than  three-fourths  of  the  whole  pop- 
ulation of  the  United  States;  and  yet  the  measure 

may  be  defeated  by  the  votes  of  the  Senators  from 
the  smaller  States.  None,  it  is  presumed,  can  be 

found  ready  to  change  the  organization  of  the  Sen- 
ate on  this  account,  or  to  strike  that  body  practi- 

cally out  of  existence,  by  requiring  that  its  action 
shall  be  conformed  to  the  will  of  the  more  numer- 

ous branch. 

Upon   the  same  principle  that  the  veto  of  the 
President  should  be  practically  abolished,  the  power 
of  the  Vice  Presideut  to  give  the  casting  vote  upon 
an  equal  division  of  the  Senate  should  be  abolished 
also.    The  Vice  President  exercises  the  veto  power 
as  effectually  by  rejecting  a  bill  by  his  casting  vote, 
as  the  President  does  by  refusing  to  approve  and 
sign  it.     This   power  has  been  exercised   by  the. 
Vice  President  in  a  few  instances,  the  most  import- 

ant of  which  was  the  rejection  of  the  bill  torecharter 
the  Bank  of  the  United   States  in  1811.     It  may 

happen  that  a  bill  may  be  passed  by  a  large  major- 
ity of  the  House  of -Representatives,  and   may  be 

supported  by  the  Senators  from  the  larger  States, and 
the  Vice  President  may  reject  it  by  giving  his  vote 
with  the  Senators  from  the  smaller  States;  and  yet 
none,  it  is  presumed,  are  prepared  to  deny  to  him 
the  exercise  of  this  power  under  the  Constitution. 

But  it  is,  in  point  of  fact,  untrue  thatan  act  passed 
by  Congress   is  conclusive  evidence  that  it  is  an 
emanation  of  the  popular  will.     A  majority  of  the 
whole  number  elected  to  each  house  of  Congress 

constitutes  a  quorum,  and  a  majority  of  that  quo- 
rum is  competent  to  pass  laws.     It  might  happen 

that  a  quorum  of  the   House  of  Representatives, 
consisting  of  a  single   member  more  than  half  of 
the  whole   number  elected  to  that  House,   might 
pass  a  bill  by  a  majority  of  a  single  vote,  and  in 
that  case  a  fraction   more  than   one-fourth  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  would  be  represented 
by  those  who  voted  for  it.     It  might  happen  that 
the  same  bilf  might  be  passed  by  a  majority  of  one, 
of  a  quorum  of  the  Senate,  composed  of  Senators 
from  the  fifteen  smaller  States,  and  a  single  Sena- 

tor from  a  sixteenth   State,  and   if  the   Senators 
voting  for  it  happened  to  be  from  the  eight  of  the 
smallest  of  these  States,  it  would  be  passed  by  the 
votes  of  Senators  from  States  having  but  fourteen 
Representatives  in  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  containing  less  than  one-sixteenth  of  the  whole 
population  of  the  United    States.     This  extreme 
case  is  stated  to  illustrate  the  fact,  that  the  mere 
passage  of  a  bill  by  Congress  is  no  conclusive  evi- 

dence that  those  who  passed  it  represent  the  ma- 
jority of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  or  truly 

reflect  their  will.     If  such  an  extreme  case  is  not 

likely  to  happen,  cases  that  approximate 'it  are  of constant  occurrence.     It  is  believed  that  not  a  sin- 

gle law  has  been  passed  since  the  adoption  of  the 
Constitution,  upon  which  all  the  members  elected 
to  both  Houses  have  been  presentand  voted.   Many 
of  the  most   important   acts   which   have  passed 
Congress  have  been  carried  by  a  close  vote  in  thin 
Houses.     Many  instances  of  this  might  be  given. 
Indeed,  our  experience   proves  that  many  of  the 
most  important  acts  of  Congress  are  postponed 
to  the  last  days,  and  often  the  last  hours  of  a  ses- 

sion, when  they  are  disposed  of  in  haste,  and  by 
Houses  but  little  exceeding  the  number  necessary 
to  form  a  quorum. 

Besides,  in  most  of  the  States  the  members  of 

the  House  of  Representatives  are  chosen  by  plu- 
ralities, and  not  by  majorities  of  all  the  veters  in 

their  respective  districts;  and  it  may  happen  that 
a  majority  of  that  House  may  be  returned  by  a  less 
aggregate  vote  of  the  people  than  that  received  by the  minority. 

If  the  principle  insisted  on  be  sound,  then  the 
Constitution  should  be  so  changed  that  no  bill 
shall  become  a  law  unless  it  is  voted  for  by  mem- 

bers representing  in  each  House  a  majority  of  the 

whole  people  of  the  United  States.  We  must  re- 
model our  whole  system,  strike  down  and  abolish 

not  only  the  salutary  checks  lodged  in  the  Execu- 
tive branch,  but  must  strike  out  and  abolish  th#se 

lodged  in  the  Senate  also,  and  thus  practically 
invest  the  whole  power  of  the  Government  in  a 

majority  of  a  single  assembly — a  majority  uncon- 
trolled and  absolute,  and  which  may  become  des- 

potic. To  conform  to  this  doctrine  of  the  right  of 
majorities  to  rule,  independent  of  the  checks  and 
limitations  of  the  Constitution,  we  must  revolu- 

tionize our  whole  system.  We  must  destroy 
the  constitutional  compact  by  which  the  several 
States  agreed  to  form  a  Federal  Union,  and  rush 
into  consolidation,  which  must  end  in  monarchy 

or  despotism.  No  one  advocates  such  a  propo- 
sition; and  yet  the  doctrine  maintained,  if  carried 

out,  must  lead  to  this  result. 

One  great  object  of  the  Constitution,  in  confer- 
ring upon  the  President  a  qualified  negative  upon 

the  legislation  of  Congress,  was  to.  protect  minori- 
ties from  injustice  and  oppression  by  majorities. 

The  equality  of  their  representation  in  the  Senate, 
and  the  veto  power  of  the  President,  are  the  con- 

stitutional guarantees  which  tilt  Smaller  States 
have  that  their  rights  will  be  respected.  Without 
these  guarantees,  all  their  interests  would  be  at  the 
mercy  of  majorities  in  Congress  representing  the 
larger  States.  To  the  smaller  and  weaker  States, 
therefore,  the  preservation  of  this  power,  and  its 
exercise  upon  proper  occasions  demanding  it,  hs 

of  vital  importance.  They  ratified  the  Constitu- 
tion, and  entered  into  the  Union,  securing  to  them- 

selves an  equal  representation  with  the  larger 
States  in  the  Senate;  and  they  agreed  to  be  bound 
by  all  laws  passed  by  Congress,  upon  the  express 
condition,  and  none  other,  that  they  should  be 

approved  by  the  President,  or  passed,  his  objec- 
tions to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,  by  a  vote 

of  two-thirds  of  both  Houses.  Upon  this  condi- 
tion, they  have  a  right  to  insist,  as  a  part  of  the 

compact  to  which  they  gave  their  assent. 
A  bill  might  be  passed  by  Congress  against  the 

will  of  the  whole  people  of  a  particular  State,  and 
against  the  votes  of  its  Senators  and  all  its  Repre- 

sentatives. However  prejudicial  it  might  be  to 
the  interests  of  such  State,  it  would  be  bound  by 
it  if  the  President  shall  approve  it,  or  it  should  be 

passed  by  a  vote  of  two-tlurds  of  both  Houses; 
but  it  has  a  right  to  demand  that  the  President 
shall  exercise  his  constitutional  power,  and  arrest 
it,  if  his  judgment  is  against  it.  If  he  surrender 
this  power,  or  fail  to  exercise  it  in  a  case  where  he 
cannot  approve,  it  would  make  his  formal  approval 
a  mere  mockery,  and  would  be  itself  a  violation  of 
the  Constitution,  and  the  dissenting  State  would 
become  bound  by  a  law  which  had  not  been  passed 
according  to  the  sanctions  of  the  Constitution. 

The  objection  to  the  exercise  of  the  veto  power 
is  founded  upon  an  idea  respecting  the  popular 
will,  which,  if  carried  out,  would  annihilate  State 
sovereignty,  and  substitute  for  the  present  Federal 
Government  a  consolidation,  directed  by  a  sup- 

posed numerical  majority.  A  revolution  of  the 
Government  would  be  silently  effected,  and  the 
States  would  be  subjected  to  laws  to  which  they 
had  never  given  their  constitutional  consent. 

The  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States  is  in- 
vested with  the  power  to  declare,  and  has  declared, 

acts  of  Congress  passed  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  Senate,  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  the 
approval  of  the  President,  to  be  unconstitutional 
and  void;  find  yet  none,  it  is  presumed,  can  be 
found,  who  will  be  disposed  to  strip  this  highest 
judicial  tribunal  under  the  Constitution  of  this 
acknowledged  power — a  power  necessary  alike  to 
its  independence  and  the  rights  of  individuals. 

For  the  same  reason  that  the  Executive  veto 

should,  according  to  the  doctrine  maintained,  be 
rendered  nugatory,  and  be  practically  expunged 
from  the  Constitution,  this  power  of  the  court 
should  also  be  rendered  nugatory  and  be  expunged, 
because  it  restrains  the  legislative  and  executive 

will,  and  because  the  exercise  of  such  a  power  by 
the  court  may  be  regarded  as  being  in  conflict  with 
the  capacity  of  the  people  to  govern  themselves. 
Indeed,  there  is  more  reason  for  striking  this, 

power  of  the  court  from'  the  Constitution  than there  is  that  of  the  qualified  veto  of  the  President; 
because  the  decision  of  the  court  is  final,  nnd  can 
never  be  reversed,  even  though  both  Houses  of 

Congress  and  the  President-should  be  unanimous 
in  opposition  to  it;  whereas  the  veto  of  the  Presi- 

dent may  be  overruled  by  a  vote  of  two-thirds  of 
both  Houses  of  Congress,  or  by  the  people  at  the 

polls. 

It  is  obvious  that  to  preserve  the  system  estab- 
lished by  the  Constitution,  each  of  the  coordinate 

branches  ofthe  Government — the  executive,  legisla- 
tive, and  judicial — mustbeleft  in  the  exercise  of  its 

appropriate  powers.  If  the  executive  or  the  judicial 
branch  be.deprived  of  powers  conferred  upon  either 
as  checks  on  the  legislative,  the  preponderance  of 

the  latter  will  become  disproportionate  a*nd  absorb- 
ing, and  the  others  impotent  for  the  accomplish- 

ment of  the  great  objects  for  which  they  were 

established.  Organized  as  they  are  by  the  Con- 
stitution, they  work  together  harmoniously  for 

the  public  good.  If  the  Executive  and  the  Judiciary 

shall  be  deprived  of  the  constitutional  powers  in- 
vested in  them,  and  of  their  due  proportions,  the 

equilibrium  ofthe  system  must  be  destroyed,  and 
consolidation,  with  the  most  pernicious  results, 
must  ensue — a  consolidation  of  unchecked,  des- 

potic power  exercised  by  majorities  of  the  legisla- tive branch. 

The  executive,  legislative,  and  judicial,  each 
constitutes  a  separate  coordinate  department  of  the 
Government;  and  each  is  independent  of  the  others. 
In  the  performance  of  their  respective  duties  under 
the  Constitution,  neither  can,  in  its  legitimate  action, 
control  the  others.  They  each  act  upon  their 
several  responsibilities  in  their  respective  spheres; 
but  if  the  doctrines  now  maintained  be  correct,  the 

executive  must  become  practically  subordinate  to 

the  legislative,  and  the  judiciary  must  become  sub- 
ordinate to  both  the  legislative  and  the  executive; 

and  thus  the  wholepower  of  theGovernmentwould 
be  merged  in  a  single  department.  Whenever,  if 
ever,  this  shall  occur,  our  glorious  system  of  well- 

regulated  self-governmentwillcrumble  into  ruins — 
to  be  succeeded,  first  by  anarchy,  and  finally  by 

monarchy  or  despotism.  I  am  far  from  believing 
that  this  doctrine  is  the  sentiment  of  the  American 

people;  and  during  the  short  period  which  remains 
in  which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  administer  the  Exec- 

utive Department,  it  will  be  my  aim  to  maintain 
its  independence,  and  discharge  its  duties,  without 
infringing  upon,  the  powers  or  duties  of  either  of 
the  other  departments  ofthe  Government. 

The  power  of  the  Executive  veto  was  exercised 
by  the  first  and  most  illustrious  of  my  predeces- 

sors, and  by  four  of  his  successors  who  preceded 
me  in  the  administration  ofthe  Government,  and, 
it  is  believed,  in  no  instance  prejudicially  to  the 

public  interests.  It  has  never  been,  and  there  is 
but  little  danger  that  it  ever  can  be  abused.  No 
President  will  ever  desire,  unnecessarily,  to  place 

his  opinion  in  opposition  to  that  of  Congress.  He 
must  always  exercise  the  power  reluctantly,  and 

only  in  cases  where  his  convictions  make  it  a  mat- 
ter of  stern  duty,  which  he  cannot  escape.  Indeed, 

there  is  more  danger  that  the  President,  from  the 

repugnance  he  must  always  feel  to  come  in  collis- 
ion with  Congress,  may  fail  to  exercise  it  in  cases 

where  the  preservation  of  the  Constitution  from 
infraction,  or  the  public  good,  may  demand  it, 
than  that  he  will  ever  exercise  it  unnecessarily  or wantonly. 

During  the  period  I  have  administered  the  Ex- 
ecutive Department  ofthe  Government,  great  and 

important  questions  of  public  policy,  foreign  and 
domestic,  have  arisen,  upon  which  it  was  my 
duty  to  act.  It  may  indeed  be  truly  said  that  my 
administration  has  fallen  upon  eventful  times.  I 
have  felt  most  sensibly  the  weight  of  the  high 

responsibilities  devolved  upon  me.  With  no  other 
object  than  the  public  good,  the  enduring  fame, 
and  permanent  prosperity  of  my  country,  I  have 
pursued  the  convictions  of  my  own  best  judgment. 
The  impartial  arbitrament  of  enlightened  public 

opinion,  present  and  future,  will  -determine  how 
far  the  public  poliey  I  have  maintained,  and  the 
measures  I  have  from  time  to  time  recommended, 

may  have  tended  to  advance  or  retard  the  public 
prosperity  at  home,  and  to  elevate  or  depress  the 
estimate  of  our  national  character  abroad. 



1848. THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 
IB 

Invoking  the  blessings  of  the  Almighty  upon 

your  deliberations  at  your  present  important  ses- 
sion, my  ardent  hope  is,  that  in  a  spirit  of  harmony 

and  concord,  you  may  be  guided  to  wise  results, 
and  such  as  may  redound  to  the  happiness,  the 

honor,  and  the  glory'of  our  beloved  country. JAMES  K.  POLK. 

Washington,  December  5,  1848. 

Mr.  ATHERTON  moved  that  five  thousand 

copies  of  the  message,  and  two  thousand  copies  of 
the  message  and  accompanying  documents,  in  ad- 

dition to  the  usual  number,  be  printed  for  the  use 
of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BREESE  suggested  that  the  importance 
of  the  document  rendered  it  necessary  that  it  should 

be'generally  circulated,  and  he  would  suggest  that the  order  be  so  modified  as  to  read  ten  thousand 
of  the  message  and  documents. 
Mr.  ATHERTON  said  that  the  documents 

were  voluminous,  but  as  the  message  without  the 
documents  would  be  generally  circulated  through 
the  newspapers,  he  was  willing  to  yield  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  and  to 
modify  his  motion  accordingly.  » 
The  motion,  as  amended j  was  then  agreed  to, 

and  the  order  was  passed  in  the  following  form  :  • 
Ordered,  That  ten  thousand  copies  of  the  message  and 

accompanying  documents,  in  addition  to  the  usual  number, 
be  printed  tor  tiie  use  of  the  Senate. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuesdat,  December  5,  1848. 

Several  other  members  appeared  this  day  and 
took  their  seats,  viz  : 

From  the  State  of  Pennsylvania — David  Wil- 
mot  and  Andrew  Stewart. 

From  the  State  of  South  Carolina — Armistead 
Burt  and  R.  Barnwell  Rhett. 

From  the  State  of  Georgia — Alfred  Iverson. 
Frorrv-the  Slate  of  Tennessee — John  H.  Cro- 

zier  and  William  M.  Cocke. 

From  the  State  of  Maryland — J.  G.  Chapman. 
From  the  State  of  Illinois — O.  B.  Ficklin. 
From  the  State  of  Iowa — S.  Leffler. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JAMES  THOMPSON, 
Resolved,  Thai  the  Clerk  cause  to  be  furnished  to  the 

members  of  this  House,  during  Hie  present  session,  such 
papers  as  Ihey  may  direct,  the  expense  thereof  not  to  exceed 
the  rate  of  thirty  dollars  per  annum  to  each  member,  from 
the  commencement  of  this  session. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HENLEY, 
Resolved]   That  the  standing  committees  be  appointed 

according  to  the  rules  and  orders  of  this  House. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

were  given  as  follows,  viz: 
By  Mr.  SAWYER:  A  bill  to  legalize  the  loca- 

tion of  certain  land  warrants  at  the  land  office  at 

Defiance,  Ohio,  and  for  other  purposes. 
By  Mr.  GOGGINf  A  bill  to  reduce  the  rates  of 

postage  on  letters  and  newspapers,  to  establish 
uniform  postage  charges,  and  to  correct  abuses  of 
the  franking  privilege. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  gave  notice  of  a  motion 
for  leave  to  introduce  bills  of  the  following  titles  : 

A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  preserva- 
tion, repair,  and  completion  of  certain  harbor  im- 

provements on  the  northern  lakes. 
A  bill  making  appropriation  for  the  improve- 

ment of  certain  harbors  on  Lake  Michigan,  and 
of  the  St.  Clair  Flats. 

A  bill  making  an  appropriation  of  land  for  the 
construction  of  a  canal  around  the  falls  of  St. 

Marie,  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 
By  Mr.  GREELY:  A  bill  to  discourage  spec- 

ulation in  public  lands,  and  to  secure  homes 
thereon  to  actual  settlers  and  cultivators. 

Mr,  WENTWORTH,  from  the  Joint  Commit-' 
tee  appointed  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  Uni- 

ted States,  and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the 
two  Houses  is  assembled,  and  that  Congress  is 
ready  to  receive  any  communication  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make,  reported  that  the  committee  had 
waited  on  the  President -of  the  United  States  and 

discharged  the  duties  of  its  appointment,  and  that 
the  President  answered  that  he  would  make  a 
communication  in  writing  to  the  two  Houses  at 
twelve  o'clock,  instant. 

president's  message. 
A  communication  in  writing  was  received  from 

the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  J.  Knox 
Walker,  his  Private  Secretary;  which  was  read. 

[See  Senate  report  for  the  message.] 

The  Clerk  being  interrupted  in  the  reading  by 
the  confusion  occasioned  by  the  pages  distributing 
printed  copies  of  the  message,  and  by  members 

rushing  forward  to  the  Clerk's  table  for  them, 
Mr.  STEPHENS  moved  that  the  further  read- 

ing of  the  message  be  dispensed  with. 
The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  motion  could 

only  be  received  by  unanimous  consent. 
Objections  were  made,  and  the  Clerk  resumed 

the  reading;  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  which, 
Mr.  HASKELL  renewed  the  motion  to  dispense 

with  the  reading,  observing  that  every  member  of 
the  House  had  a  copy  in  his  hand,  and  that  the 
reading  would  consume  the  entire  day. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  believed  the  reading  of 

the  President's  message  had  never  been  dispensed 
with  upon  any  occasion,  and  as  it  would  perhaps 
be  regarded  as  disrespectful  to  the  Executive,  he 
hoped  the  Clerk  would  proceed. 

The  SPEAKER  repeated  that  the  reading  could 
not.be  dispensed  with  except  by  common  consent. 

Objections  were  again  made,  and  the  reading  was 
resumed;  and  having  been  concluded — 

Mr.  BRODHEAD  moved  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved,  That  the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  and  that  fifteen  thousand  copies,  with 
the  accompanying  documents,  be  furnished  for  the  use  of 
this  House. 

Mr.  BRODHEAD  remarked  that  the  number 

he  proposed  was  the  usual  number — the  number 
printed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress.  He  did 
not  provide  in  the  resolution  for  the  printing  of 

any  of  the  messages  unaccompanied  with  the  doc- 
uments, because*  he  believed  the  simple  message 

would 'be  in  the  hands  of  all  their  constituents 
before  those  printed  by  order  of  the  House  could 
reach  them.  But  the  accompanying  documents 

were  important,  and  were  not  so  generally  pub- 
lished in  the  newspapers. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  moved  to  amend  the 

resolution,  by  striking  out  "fifteen  thousand," 
and  inserting  "  ten  thousand." 

Mr,  CONGER  suggested,  that  under  the  rules 
of  the  House,  all  motions  to  print  extra  copies 
must  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  his  impression  that  the 
annual  message  of  the  President  was  an  exception 
to  the  general  rule. 
Mr.  SMITH  observed,  that  during  the  last 

session,  and  the  preceding  session,  there  had  been 
great  anxiety  felt  throughout  the  country  to  get 
hold  of  this  document,  because  it  contained  in- 

formation in  relation  to  the  war  of  great  interest. 
That  subject  had  now  lost  much  of  its  interest,  and 
there  was  not  now  the  same  anxiety  felt  to  obtain 
the  message.  He  was  satisfied  that  10,000  copies 

would  be  ample  to  supply  every  man  in  the  coun- 
try, who  was  really  desirous  of  getting  this  docu- 

ment. 
He  understood  that  a  large  portion  of  the  docu- 

ments of  the  last  session  were  not  yet  printed;  and 
judging  from  the  manner  in  which  the  public 
printing  had  been  executed  recently,  they  would 
not  be  able  to  ge^t  15,000  copies  of  this  document 
by  the  end  of  the  session,  and  then,  he  presumed, 
no  gentleman  would  want  them. 

Mr.  CONGER  read  from  the  law  regulating  the 
public  printing,  the  third  section,  which  prescribes 
that  all  motions  to  print  extra  copies  of  any  bill, 
paper,  or  document,  in  either  House,  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing,  to  report 

upon  the  proper  number. 
The  SPEAKER  stated  that  he  had  always  been 

of  the  opinion  that  the  House  of  Representatives 
made  a  great  mistake  in  allowing  any  other  branch 
of  the  Government  to  interfere  with  its  own  rules 

of  proceedings.  The  Constitution  gives  each 
House  the  right  to  determine  its  own  rules  of  pro- 

ceedings, and  was  paramount  to  any  law.  There 
was  a  rule  of  the  House  requiring  all  motions  to 

print  extra  copies  of  documents,  except  the  Presi- 
dent's message,  to  lie  on  the  table  one  day  for 

consideration.  Here  the  President's  message  was 
excepted  from  the  general  rule,  and  the  Chair  was 
under  the  impression  that  there  was  no  rule  re- 

quiring the  question  of  printing  the  message  to  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment  pro- 
posing^ reduce  the  number  to  10,000,  and  was 

decided  in  the  negative  :  ayes  68,  noes  70. 
The  question  recurring  on  the  adoption  of  the 

resolution — 

Mr.  HENLEY  said  he  could  notunderstand  from 

bis  quarter  of  the  Hall,  whether  a  motion  had  been 
made  to  refer  this  motion  to  the  Committee  on 
Printing,  or  not.) 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  no  such  motion  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  HENLEY  would  make  the  motion,  then. 
That  was  the  law,  as  read  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Conger.]  It  required  that  all 
motions  to  print  exlra  copies  of  documents  should 
first  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  motion  was  in 

order,  but  repeated  that  the  Chair  was  of  the  opin- 
ion that  the  Constitution,  giving  to  each  House  the 

power  to  determine  its  own  rules  of  proceedings, 
was  superior  to  a  law, 

Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  moved  that  the 
House  adjourn.     Lost. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  so  much  of  the 

resolution  as  proposed  to  refer  the  message,  and 
wa«  decided  in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  President's  message  and  accompanying 
documents  were  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

The  question  recurring;  on  Mr.  Henley's  mo- 
tion, to  refer  the  proposition  to  print  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Printing — 

Mr.  HENLY  remarked  that  Congress  had  un- 
dertaken to  pass  some  laws  in  reference  to  regula- 

ting the  public  printing.  It  was  a  very  important 
question.  The  printing  of  the  public  documents 
involved  a  very  large  expenditure.  Congress,  two 
years  ago,  after  maturely  examining  the  subject, 

had  passed  a  law  in'order  to  carry  into  effect  a 
complete  system  in  relation  to  the  public  printing, 

and  to  prevent  the  extraordinarily  and  unnecessa- 
rily large  numbers  of  public  documents  being 

printed  without  examining  into  the  necessity  of 
such  printing.  Congress  had  decided,  among  other 
things,  that  the  motion  to  print  extra  copies  should 

always  first  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, to  examine  the  necessity  and  propriety  of  their 

printing.  That  committee  had  always  carefully 
examined  the  questions  referred  to  them,  and  had 
never  reported  in  favor  of  printing  unnecessarily 
large  numbers.  The  practice  of  printing  large 

numbers  of  documents  had  grown  to  a  most  ex- 
traordinary degree  of  excess.  If  they  had  a  law,  let 

them  pay  some  attention  to  it;  if  they  were  not  to 
be  governed  by  it,  let  them  repeal  it:  but  as  long 
as  the  solemn  law  remained  on  the  statute  book 

requiring  motions  to  print  extra  numbers  of  pub- 
lic documents  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Printing  before  they  were  acted  on  by  the  House', 
let  the  law  be  observed. 

He  concluded  by  demanding  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  motion  to  refer. 

The  yeas  and  nays  having  been  refused — 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to  without  a  division. 

So  fifteen  thousand  copies  of  the  President's 
message  and  accompanying  documents  were  or- 

dered to  be  printed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  POLLOCK, 

The  House  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  December  6,  1848. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid.before  the  Senate 
a  communication  from  the  Department  of  State, 
containing  the  report  of  he  Secretary  of  State, 

made  agreeably  to  law,  accompanied  by  statements 
showing  the  appropriations  and  disbursements 
for  the  service  of  the  Department  for  the  year 

ending  30th  June,  1848;  which  was  read,  and  laid 
on  the  table. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  also  laid  before  the 

Senate  a  report  of  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 
States,  accompanied  by  copies  of  his  accounts  for 
the  third  and  fourth  quarters  of  the  year  1847, 
and  the  first  and  second  quarters  of  the  year  1848, 

as  adjusted  by  the  accounting  officers  of  the  De- 
partment; which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  PHELPS  presented  the  credentials  of  the 
Hon.  William  Upham,  elected  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  Vermont  for  the  term  of  six  years  from 
the  3d  of  March  next;  which  were  read. 

Mr.  PHELPS  asked  leave  to  withdraw  from 
the  files  of  the  Senate  the  petition  and  papers  of 

Thomas  Fillebrown;  and  leave  having  been  gran- 
ted, they  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the Judiciary. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  asked  and  obtained 
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leave  to  withdraw  from  the  files  of  the  Senate  the 

papers  in  the  case  of  John  Crawford  and  wife. 
Mr.  DICKINSON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 

withdraw  from  the  files  of  the  Senate  the  petition 

and  papers  in  the  c'ase  ofrS.  J.  Bowen. 
Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  asked  and  ob- 

tained leave  to  withdraw  the  petition  and  papers 
in  the  case  of  Peter  A.  Carnes  from  the  files  of 
the  Senate. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
following  joint  resolution  from,  the  House  of 
Representatives: 

Resolved,  (the  Senate  concurring,)  That  two  Chaplains, 
of  different  denominations,  be  elected_by  Congress,  one  by 
each  Hou^e,  to  serve  during  the  present  session,  who  shalJ 
exchange  weekly. 

The  resolution  having  been  read,  considered,  and 
agreed  to, 

Mr.  CAMERON  moved  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed forthwith  to  the  election  of  a  Chaplain  on  their 

part. Mr.  R.  JOHNSON.     I  hope  not. 
Mr.  HALE.  The  resolution  had  better  lie  over 

for  a  day  or  two,  to  give  time  for  a  fuller  attend- 
ance of  Senators. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Cameron,  when  the  following  was  announced  as 
the  result:  Ayes  16,  noes  13 — no  quorum. 

The  Chair  being  about  to  repeat  the  question — 
Mr.  KING  said  he  would  suggest  to  the  Senator 

from  Pennsylvania  so  to  modify  his  motion  as  to 

make  it  for  one  o'clock  this  day.  This  would  give time  for  Senators  to  come  in. 

Mr.  CAMERON  said  he^  had  no  objection  to 
alter  his  motion  accordingly. 

Mr.  DAYTON  suggested  the  propriety  of  fixing 

one  o'clock  to-morrow,  as  the  time  for  proceeding to  the-election. 

Mr.  KING  replied  that  he  would  have  had  no 
objection  to  this  change  but  for  particular  reasons 
which  would  probably  prevent  any  action  on  the 
subject  to-morrow,  in  which  case  the  election  would 
go  over  until  Monday. 

Mr.  DAYTON  said  he  would  then  move  to 

proceed  to  the  election  on  Monday,  at  one  o'clock. 
Mr.  CAMERON  intimated  that  he  would  pre- 
fer going  into  the  election  to-day. 

Mr.  HALE  inquired  whether  the  Senate  would 
not  have  the  services  of  the  acting  Chaplain  until 
Monday. 

The  question  was  then  again  put,  and  the  num- 
bers appearing  as  before — no  quorum  having  voted, 

Mr.  DAYTON  moved  that  the  Senate  now  ad- 

journ. The  question  being  taken  on  this  motion,  the 
result  was  announced  as  follows:  Ayes  13,  noes  15 
— no  quorum. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Do  I  understand  the  Chair 

that  there  is  no  quorum  present? 
The  CHAIR  replied  that  there  was  no  quorum. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Then  if  there  is  no  quorum, 

I  presume  no  business  is  in  order. 

The  CHAIR'  replied  that  no  business  was  in 
order  until  a  quorum  was  present. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HALE, 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES: 

Wednesday,  December  6,  1848. 

Several  other  members  appeared  this  day,  viz: 
From    the   State   of  Kentucky— -Mr,   Garnett 

Duncan. 

From  the  State  of  Tennessee — Mr.  Meredith 
P.  Gentry. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  gave  notice  that  he  should  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  a  grant  of  land  to  aid 
in  the  completion  of  the  Clinton  and  Kalamazoo 
canal,  in  the  State  of  Michigan. 

Also,  a  bill  for  the  construction  of  a  military 
road  from  Lansing,  the  capital  of  the  State  of 
Michigan,  to  Mackinac,  in  said  State. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 
the  House  do  now  proceed  to  the  election  of  a 
Chaplain.     Agreed  to. 
The  SPEAKER  announced  that  nominations 

were  now  in  order. 

Mr.  POLLOCK  nominated  Rev.  Mr.  Gurley. 
Mr.  LORD  nominated^Rev.  Mr.  Dewey. 
Messrs.  Pollock,  Lord,  and  Rockwell  of 

Connecticut,  were  appointed  tellers. 
The  SPEAKER  then  directed  the  Clerk  to  call 

the  roll. 

Which  being  done — ■ 
The  tellers  reported  that  the  whole  number  of 

votes  given  were  173;  necessary  to  a  choice,  87; 

of  which — Rev,  Mr.  Gurley  received   156 
Rev.  Mr.  Dewey     16 
Rev.  Mr.  Cushman   .......       1 

173 

Mr.  Gurley,  having  received  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  votes  given,  was  declared  duly 

elected  Chaplain  of  the  House  for  the  present  ses- 
sion. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  asked  leave  to  offer  the 

following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  inform  this  House  whether  he  has  received  any 
information  of  the  imprisonment  or  arrest  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  in  the  Province  of  Ireland  by  the  British  au- 

thorities ;  and  if  so,  the  causes  thereof.  And  also,  if  lfot 
deemed  inconsistent  with  the  public  interests,  to  inform  this 
House  what  stops  have  been  taken  for  their  release ;  and  to 
furnish  it  with  copies  of  all  correspondence  that  has  taken 

place  in  relation  to  the  matter. 

Mr.  HUDSON  objected  to  the  reception  of  the 
resolution,  and  to  all  other  business  out  of  order. 

Mr.  HAMPTON,  of  Pennsylvania,  asked  leave 
to  give  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave  to  introduce  a 
bill.     Objected  to. 
The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 

lowing messages  received  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  and  which  had  not  been  laid 
before  the  House  at  that  session  owing  to  want  of 
time  : 

I.  A  message  from  the  President  of  the  United 

States,  assigning  his  reasons  for*  his  approval  of 
the  bill  to  establish  the  Territorial  Government  of 

Oregon.  Laid  on  the  table,,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 
II.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

transmitting  copies  of  the  treasury  accounts  of  the 
United  Stateis  for  the  third  and  fourth  quarters  of 
the  year  1847,  and  the  first  and  second  quarters  of 
the  year  1848.  Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 
III.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

stating  that  it  was  found  impracticable  for  that 
department  to  comply  with  the  joint  resolution  of 
Congress  of  the  3d  March,  1847,  prohibiting  the 
sale  at  private  entry  of  certain  lands  in  Cincinnati, 
Ohio.     Laid  on  the  table. 

IV.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  trans- 
mitting, in  obedience  to  the  20th  section  of  the  act 

of  August  26,  1842,  and  the  act  making  appro- 

priations for  the  civil  and  diplomatic  expens'es  of 
Government  for  the  year  1836,  statements  show- 

ing what  expenditures  have  been  made  under  the 
authority  of  that  department  during  the  year  1848. 
Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed, 

V.  Certain'  papers  from  N.  P.  Trist,  Esq.^  in 
addition  to  those  laid  before  the  House  at  the  last 

se.ssion.     Laid  on  the  table. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia, 
The  House  adjourned. 

ESTIMATES  OF  APPROPRIATIONS. 

Letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  transmit- 
ting estimates  of  additional  appropriations  required 

for  the  service  of  thefiscal  year  ending  June  30, 
1849,  and  for  thefiscal  year  ending  June  30, 1850. 

Treasury  Department, 
November  16,  1848. 

Sir:  Agreeably  to  the  joint  resolution  of  Con- 
gress of  the  7th  January,  1846,  I  have,  the  honor 

to  transmit,  for  the  information  of  the  Plouse  of 
Representatives,  printed  estimates  of  additional 
appropriations  proposed  to  be  made  for  the  service 
of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  of  June,  1849, 
amounting  to    .$3,744,903  69 
All  of  which  is  on  account  of  the  civil 

list,  foreign  intercourse,  and  mis- 
cellaneous, including  payment  to 

be    made    to    Mexico  under  the 

12th  article  of  the  treaty. 
To  the  estimates  is  added  a  state-    » 

ment  showing— 
The  indefinite  appropriations  for  the 

service  of  the  three  last  quarters  of 
the   fiscal   year   ending   the    30th 
June,  1849,  made  by  former  acts 

of  Congress,  of  a  permanent  char- 
acter, amounting  to   6,542,431  43 

Viz: 
Civil  list,'  foreign  intercourse,  and miscellaneous,  including  payments 

made  of  liquidated  claims  against 
Mexico  under  the  13th  article  of 
the  treaty,  $2,882,019  84. 

Pensions,  $213,000. 

Interest,  &c,  public  debt  and  treas- 
ury notes,  §3,285,422  28. 

Reimbursement  of  treasury  notes  is- 
sued under  the  several  acts  prior 

to  act  of  July  22, 1846,  $161,989  31. 

$10,287,335  12 
I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

R.  J.  WALKER, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
Hon.  Robert  C.  Winthrop, 

Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

Estimate  of  Additional  Appropriations  required  for  the 
support  of  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  ending 
June  30,  1849. 

civil  list,  miscellaneous,  and  foreign  inter- 
*  COURSE. 

For  salary  of  the  late  Paymaster  General  (Daniel 
Parker)  from  January  1,  to  May  9,  1822,  at 

$2,500  per  annum,  being  the  amount  carried  to 
the  surplus  fund  on  the  31st  of  December, 
1824  ...    $886  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  the  Gen- 
eral Land  Office,  to  cover  a  defi- 

ciency in  appropriation  for  parch- 
ment, the  increase  required  to  sat- 

isfy military  locations  being  much 
greater  than  was  estimated  ......         [4,000  00 

For  contingent  expenses  of  the  office 
of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury  for 

amount  due  on  an  account  for  print- 
ing and  binding  blank  books  for  the 

entry  of  the  collectors'  quarterly 
return^  of  the  commerce  and  navi- 
gation  of  their  several  districts...  975  00 

For  salary  of  the  Secretary  to  sign 
patents  for  public  lands,  per  act  of 
4th  July,  1836,  (9  Laws,  page  536,) 

omitted  to  be  appropriated  lastyear         1,500  00 
For  the  salary  of  the  Governor  and 

Superintendent  of  Indian  Affairs  of 

Oregon  Territory,  from  18th  Au- 
gust, 1848,  to  30th  June,  1849,  at 

$3,000  per'annum,  per  act  14th  Au- gust, 1848,  page  198           2,608  74 
For  salaries  of  the  Chief  Justice  and 

two  Associate  Judges  of  Oregon 

Territory,  at  $2,000  each  per  an- 
num, from  14th  August,  1848,  to 

30th  June,  1849,  per  same  act    5,266  29 

For  salary  of  the  Secretary  of  Ore- 
gon Territory,  from  14th  August, 

1848,  to  30th  June,  1849,  at  $1,500 
per  annum,  per  same  act    1,316  58 

For  salaries  of  the  District  Attorney 
and  Marshal  of  Oregon  Territory, 

from  14th  August,  1848,  to  30th 

June,  1849,  at  $200  each  per  an- 
num, per  same  act   •  • .  •,  351  08 

The  Secretary  of  State  estimates,  to 

complete  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  ending  June  30,  1849,  viz: 

For  compensation  to  the  Commis- 
sioner in  China,  under  the  act  to 

carry  into  effect  certain  provisions 
in  the  treaties  between  the  United 
States  and  China  and  the  Ottoman 
Porte,  &c,  of  11th  August,  1848, 
page  127...    583  33 

For  compensation  to  the  Consuls  of 
the  United  States  at  the  five  ports 

in  China,  viz:  Kwangehow,  Amoy," 
Fuchow,  Ningpo,  and  Shanghai, 
under  same  act    2,916  67 

For  outfit  of  a  Charge  d 'Affaires  to the  Papal  States,  per  act  1st  May, 

1810,  page  309           4,500  00 
For  payment  to  be  made  under  the 

12th  article  of  the  treaty  with  Mex- 
ico of  2d  February,  1848,  including 

interest           3,720  00 

3,744,903  69 
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Estimated  indefinite  appropriations  which  may  be  re- 
quired for  the  service  of  the  three  last  quarters  of 

the  fiscal  year  ending  the  3i)th  June,  1849,  made  by 
former  acts  of  Congress. 

Additional  clerks  in  the  offices  of  the  Treasurer 

of  the  United  States  and  Register  of  the  Treasu- 
ry-) pei'  acts  12th  October,  1837,  and  28th  Janu- 

ary, 1847    $8,100  00 
Relief  of  the  several  corporate  cities 

of  the  District  of  Columbia,  per 
act  May,  1836.     Principal           60,000  00 

Interest    35,940  00 
Two,  three,  and  five  per  cent,  to 

certain  States  under  the  several 
acts  for  their  admission  into  the 

Union,  &c.'         129,000  00 
Repayments  for  lands  erroneously 

sold,  per  act  12th  January,  1825,         20,000  00 
Refunding  purchase  money  for  lands 

sold  in  the  Greensburg  district, 
Louisiana,  per  act  29th  August, 
1842    3,000  00 

Payment  of  horses,  &c,  lost,  per 
act  2d  March,  1847    5,000  00 

Relief  of  certain  inhabitants  of  East 

Florida,  per  act  26th  June,  1834,  10,000  00 
Refunding  duties  in   certain   cases 

where  they  are  unascertained  or 
paid   wnder  protest,  per  act   3d 
March,  1839         200,000  00 

A  klitional  compensation  to  collect- 
ors and  other  officers  of  the  cus^- 

toms.'per  act  21st  July,  1840....  3,750  00 Debentures  and  other  charges,  per 
act  16th  October,  1837    37,500  00 

Marine   hospital  fund,  per   act  3d 
May,  1803           56,250  00 

Smithsonian  Institution,  for  interest 
on  $515,169  due  in  January,  1849, 
per  act  10th  August,  1846,  page 
162           15,455  07 

Payment  of  liquidated  claims  against 
Mexico  under  the  13th  article  of 

the  treaty,  per  act  29th  July,  1848,    2,098,024  77 
Postages  on  letters,  &c,  received 

by  the  executive  departments  or 
bureaus    thereof,    and    for    both 
Houses  of  Congress,  per  act  3d  . 
March,  1847         200,000  00 

Revolutionary  claims,  per  act  15th 
May,  1828   ,    6,000  00, 

Revolutionary  pensions,  per  act  7th 
June,  1832         175,000  00 

Claims  of  the  State  of  Virginia,  per 
act  5th  July,  1832    8,000  00 

Unclaimed  pensions,   per  act   23d 
August,  1842  ...  _.      9,000  00 

Certain  naval  pensions,  per  act  3d 
March,  1847    7,500  00 

Certain  naval  pensions,  per  act  11th 
August,  1848    7,500  00 

Public   debt   (old)   payable   at   the 
treasury,  per  act  3d  March,  1817  2,000  00 

Interest  on  the  public  debt  created 
under  acts   15th  April,  1842,  3d 
March,  1843,  22d  July,  1846,28th 
January,  1847,  and  31st  March, 
1848      2,776,306  43 

Interest    on    Mexican     indemnity 
.  stock    7,589  35 

Interest  on  war  bounty  stock    11,500  00 
Interest  on  treasury  notes  ........       488,026  50 
Reimbursement  of  treasury   notes 

issued  under  acts  prior  to  act  22d 
July,  1846         161,989  31 

$6,5.42,431  43 
Treasury  Department,  ■    = 

Register's  Office,  November  16,  1848. 
DANIEL  GRAHAM, 

Register  of  the  Treasury. 

Treasury  Department, 
November  16,  1848. 

Sir:  Agreeably  to  the  joint  te solution  of  Con- 
gress of  the  7th  January,  1846,  1  have  the  honor 

to  transmit,  for  the  information  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  printed  estimates  of  the  appropri- 

ations proposed  to  be  made  for  the  fiscal  year 
endingJune30,1850,amountingto  $24,153,102  92 Viz: 

Civil  list,   foreign  intercourse,  and 
miscellaneous,  including  payment 

to  be  made  to  Mexico  under  12th 

article  of  the  treatyr$7,786,662  48 

Army  proper   '  4,432,286  00 Military  Academy..        170,142  61 
Fortifications,     ord- 

inance, &c      1,564,58100  / 
Survey  s,  lighthouses, 
&c   „         15,700  00 

Indian  Department. .       857,473  45 
Pensions  and  arrear- 

ages          467,400  00 
Naval  establishment,    8,858,857  38 

To  the  estimates  are  added  state-  . 
merits  showing — 
1.  The  appropriations  for  the  fiscal 

year  ending  the  30th  June,  1850, 

made  by  former  acts  of  Con- 
gress of  a  permanent  character, 

amounting  to    5,297,512  52 
Viz: 

Civil  list,  foreign  intercourse,  and 
miscellaneous   $869,410  14 

Arming  and  equip- 
ping militia......       200,000  00 

Civilization  of  In- 

dians   ~.          10,000  00 Pensions          419,000  00 
Interest,  &c;  public 

debt  and  treasury 
notes      3,799,102  38 

2.  The  existing  appropriations 

which  will  be  required  to  be  ex- 
pendedin  the  fiscal  year  ending 
the  30th  of  June,  1850,  amount- 

ing to      3,762,753  29 

Viz: Civil  list,  foreign  intercourse,  and 
miscellaneous....      $691,718  29 

Army  proper,  &c. . .    1,300,000  00 
Pensions          572,000  00 
Indian  department. .  236,541  00 
Fortifications,  &c...  462,278  00 
Naval  establishment       500,000  00 

$33,213,152  73 

3.  There  is  also  added  to  the  esti- 
mates a  statement  of  the  several 

appropriations  which  will  prob- 
ably   be  carried^  to    the   surplus 

fund,  amounting  to     $3,157,197  03 

Accompanying  the  estimates  are  sundry  papers 
furnished  by  the  Treasury,  War,  and  Navy  De- 

partments, containing   reference  to  acts   of  Con- 
gress, &c;  on  which  the  estimates  are  founded. 

I  am,  very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
R.  J.  WALKER, 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Hon.  Robert  C.  Winthrop, 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

IN  SENATE. 

Thursday,  December  7,  1848. 

Mr.  Borland,  of  Arkansas,  and  Mr.  Rusk,  of 

Texas,  appeared  in  their  seats  to-day. 
The  Journal  having  been  read, 

On  motion,  it  was  ordered,  that  when  the  Sen- 
ate adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday. 

DEATH  OF  DIXON  H.  LEWIS. 

Mr.  KING  then  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate 
as  follows: 

I  rise,  Mr.  President,  to  call  the  attention  of  this 
honorable  body  to  an  afflictive  dispensation  of 
Providence,  which  has  deprived  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  of  one  of  its  most  esteemed  and 

honored  members,  the  country  of  a  talented  and 

useful  citizen,  and  the  State  of  Alabama  of  a  vigi- 
lant and  faithful  representative. 

On  the  25th  day  of  October  last,  and  in  the  47th 
year  of  his  age,  Dixon  H.  Lewis,  a  Senator  from 
the  State  of  Alabama,  breathed  his  last  in  the  city 
of  New  York.  Although  far  from  his  home,  he 
was  surrounded  by  anxious  and  devoted  friends. 
The  amiable  and  affectionate  partner  of  his  bosom 
watched  over  him  with  that  tender  care  which 
none  but  woman  could  bestow;  and  nothing  was 
omitted  which,  it  was  believed,  could  contribute  to 
his  recovery,  allay  his  sufferings,  or  soothe  his 
dying  moments.  His  immortal  spirit  calmly  passed 

away  without  a  struggle,  and  his  lifeless  body 
alone  remained  to  his  bereaved  family  and  sorrow- 

ing friends. Then  it  was,  Mr.  President,  that  the  Mayor  and 
Common  Council  of  the  city  of  New  York,  actu- 

ated by  that  liberal  spirit  which  has  ever  character- 
ized the  emporium  of  our  country,  desirous  of 

showing  the  high  respect  in  which  they  held  that 
distinguished  individual  for  his  many  private  vir- 

tues and  useful  public  services,  asked  and  obtained 
permission  to  take  upon  itself  the  necessary  ar- 

rangements for  his  funeral.  They  were  of  a  public 
character,  and  conducted  in  such  amanner  as  could 
not  fail  to  be  most  gratifying  to  the  family  and 
friends  of  the  deceased. 

His  body  reposes  in  the  beautiful  grounds  of 
Greenwood,  in  the  identical  spot,  as  I  am  informed, 
where  he  once  expressed  a  wish  to  be  interred, 
should  it  so  happen  that  his  earthly  career  should 
be  terminated  while  in  its  vicinity.  Providence 
so  ordered  it;  and  I  avail  myself  of  this  occasion 
to  tender  to  the  Mayor  and  Common  Council  of 
the  city  of  New  York,  the  gratitude  of  the  State 
of  Alabama  for  the  distinguished  respect  paid  to 

the  memory  of  one  of  her  most  honored  and  cher- 
ished sons. 

Mr.  Lewis,  Mr.  President,  was  a  native  of  the 
State  of  Georgia.  He  received  his  education  at 
the  College  of  South  Carolina,  where,  by  his  so- 

cial qualities,  he  endeared  himself  to  his  asso- 
ciates; while  his  scholastic  attainments  furnished 

evidence  that  he  was  possessed  of  talents  of  a  supe- 
rior order,  and  pointed  him  out  as  one  destined  tx> 

acquire  reputation  in  whatever  pursuit  he  might 
engage.  , 

On  the  completion  of  his  collegiate  course,  Mr. 
Lewis  removed  to  the  State  of  Alabama,  became 
a  student  in  a  law  office,  and,  by  close  application, 
soon  qualified  himself  for  the  bar.  He  obtained 
a  license  to  practise  in  the  several  courts  of  the 
State.  His  professional  career  was  short,  but  he 
had  obtained  a  reputable  standing;  and  had  he  con- 

tinued to  pursue  the  profession,  he  must  soon  have 
become  eminent  as  a  lawyer.  The  inclination, 
however,  of  Mr.  Lewis  immediately  led  him 
to  engage  in  politics.  He  became  a  candidate 
for  the  State  Legislature,  and  the  people  of  the 
county  in  which  he  resided  elected  him  with  great 

unanimity  as  one  of  its  members'.  Although  quite 
a  young  man,  he  very  soon  acquired  a  commanding 
influence  with  the  members  of  the  House  in  which 

he  served. 
Mr.  Lewis  was  what  is  termed  a  State-rights 

man,  a  strict  constructionist;  and,  while  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Legislature,  rendered  himself  conspicu- 
ous by  an  able  advocacy  of  resolutions  denying  to 

Congress  the  power  to  establish  a  national  bank, 
to  impose  a  tariff  for  protection,  or  to  execute 
works  of  internal  improvement.  His  opinions 
were  in  accordance  with  those  of  a  large  majority 
of  the  people  of  Alabama;  and  in  the  year  1829, 
as  I  believe,  he  was  elected  by  the  Congressional 
district  in  which  he  resided  to  represent  them  in 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  He  continued, 
without  intermission,  to  serve  in  the  House  of 
Representatives  until  the  spring  of  the  year  1844, 
commanding,  by  his  talents,  firmness,  and  urban- 

ity, the  respect  and  confidence  of  its  members. 
In  1844  a  vacancy  was  produced  in  the  Senate 

of  the  United  States  by  my  resignation,  and  Mr. 
Lewis  was  appointed  by  the  Governor  of  Ala- 

bama to  fill  the  vacancy.  On  the  meeting  of  the 
State  Legislature,  the  selection  of  the  Governor 

was  approved,  and  Mr.  Lewis  was  elected,  with- 
out, opposition,  for  the  unexpired  term.  Again 

was  he  chosen,  at  the  session  of  the  Legislature  of 
the  last  winter,  for  the  full  term  of  six  years. 

Few,  Mr.  President,  very  few  of  the  distin- 
guished men  of  our  country  have,  for  so  long  a 

period,  maintained  their  position  in  the  councils  of 
the  nation,  and  have  more  firmly  adhered  to  the 
principles  they  professed,  than  my  late  lamented 
colleague.  Most  of  the  Senators  present  have 
served  with  him,  and  to  them  I  can  fearlessly  ap- 

peal to  bear  testimony  to  the  high  esteem  in  which 
he  was  held  by  his  brother  Senators,  and  to  the 
zeal  and  ability  with  which  he  discharged  the 
various  duties  which  devolved  upon  him. 

But  it  is  not  my  purpose  to  pronounce  a  eulogy 
on  the  life  and  public  services  of  Dixon  H.  Lewis. 
They  are  known  and  properly  appreciated  by  his 
countrymen;  and  nothing  which  1  could  say  would 
add  to  his  well-earned  reputation,  or  cause  his  loss 
to  be  more  deeply  lamented.     He  has  gone  from 
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among  us;  and   the  places  which  knew  him  shall 
know  him  no  more  forever. 

It  only  remains  for  me,  Mr.  President,  to  sub- 
mit the  following  resolutions  for  the  adoption  of 

the  Senate: 

Resolved,  unanimously,  That  the  Senate,  from  a  sincere 
desire  of  showing  every  mark  of re>pect  due  to  the  memory 
of  the  Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis,  deceased,  late  a  member 

thereof,  will  go  into  mourning  hy' wearing  crape  on  the  left arm  for  thirty  days. 
Resolve/I,  unanimously,  That,  as  an  additional  mark  of 

respect  for  the  memory  of  the  Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis,  the 
Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

The  resolutions  being  under  consideration — 
Mr.  D1X  said: 
T  rise,  Mr.  President,  to  second  the  resolutions 

offered  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Alabama, 
[Mr.  King.] 
When  the  career  of  his  lamented  colleague  was 

suddenly  terminated  in  the  city  of  New  York,  I 
chanced  to  be  there,  and  I  was  the  only  one  of  his 
associates  on  this  floor  who  had  the  opportunity 
of  following  him  to  his  final  resting-place.  It 
seemed  to  me  for  this  reason  that  I  might  appro- 

priately speak  of  his  last  illness;  of  the  honors 
paid  to  his  memory;  and,  for  the  satisfaction  of 
distant  friends,  of  the  spot  where  his  remains 
repose.  Of  his  talents,  his  patriotism,  his  public 
services,  the  kindly  feeling  which  he  carried  into  his 
intercourse  with  others,  the  purity  of  his  private 
character,  his  stern  integrity,  and  his  fidelity  to  all 
the  obligations  of  life,  I  need  say  nothing.  On 
this  subject  the  honorable  Senator  who  moved  the 
resolutions  has  left  little  to  be  said.  But  I  cannot 

forbear  to  add,  that  all  my  intercourse  with  him 
in  this  body  strongly  impressed  me  with  his  liber- 

ality as  a  gentleman,  his  uprightness  as  a  man, 
and  his  conscientiousness  as  a  legislator. 

Mr.  Lewis  arrived  at  New  York  on  the  9th  of 

Octpber  unwell,  though  not,  as  was  supposed, 
seriously  so.  He  accompanied  a  friend,  shortly 
after  his  arrival,  on  an  excursion  through  the  city, 
and  passed  nearly  an  entire  day  in  the  examina- 

tion of  various  objects  of  interest.  On  several 
succeeding  days  he  was  out  again.  But  he  soon 
afterwards  became  indisposed  a  second  time; 
from  this  moment  his  strength  rapidly  declined, 
and  on  the  25th  of  October  his  connection  with 

the  tilings  of  earth  was  dissolved  forever. 
The  Mayor  of  the  city,  on  receiving  the  mourn- 

ful intelligence,  called  the  Common  -Council  to- 
gether, and  it  was  immediately  resolved,  with  one 

accord,  to  give  his  remains  a  public  burial.  I  will 
not  dwell  on  the  funeral  ceremonies  performed  at 
the  City  Hall,  the  words  of  eloquence  spoken 
over  him,  or  the  extended  procession  moving 
through  streets  thronged  with  the  population  of 
the  city.  Suffice  to  say,  the  former  Mayors  of 
New  York,  members  of  Congress,  State  and  city 
authorities,  public  societies,  citizens,  all  united  in 
paying  the  honors  due  to  him  as  one  of  the  rep- 

resentatives of  a  sovereign  State  in  this  body,  cut 
off  at  a  distance  from s  those  by  whom  these 
tributes  of  respect  would  otherwise  have  been 
rendered. 

Thus  attended,  his  remains  were  consigned  to 
the  earth,  in  one  of  the  rural  cemeteries,  which  the 

principal  cities  of  New  York  and  some  of  the  neigh- 
boring States  have,  within  a  few  years  set  apart  for 

the  reception  of  their  dead — places  selected  for  their 
natural  beauty,  and  adorned  with  all  that  art  could 
devise,  or  taste  suggest.  Greenwood,  where  our 
departed  associate  lies,  is  one  of  the  most  beautiful 
of  these  receptacles  for  the  dead.  It  is  on  Long 
Island,  four  miles  from  New  York,  and  contains 
near  two  hundred  acres,  covered  with  forest  trees, 
and  in  its  season  with  luxuriant  vegetation,  swell- 

ing into  hills  and  sinking  into  valleys  and  dells, 
where  all  that  could  offend  the  eye  has  given  way 
to  embellishments  in  harmony  with  "  the  religion 
of  the  place."  There  is  nothing  in  which  the 
spirit  of  improvement  has  manifested  itself  in.  a 
purer  sentiment  and  taste.  Our  ancient  burying- 
grounds  were  too  often  bare  and  unsheltered  fields, 
on  which  settlement  had  encroached  and  robbed 
them  of  their  only  fitness — solitude.  Sometimes 
they  hud  become  unsightly  enclosures,  in  the  heart 
of  busy  towns,  with  the  tide  of  population  sweep- 

ing by,  and  the  noisy  conflict  of  life  perpetually 
breaking  the  silence  of  the  scene. 
Turning  from  these  exposed  and  neglected  re- 

positories to  the  rural  cemeteries,  the  mind  is 

relieved  and  elevated  by  the""contrast.  It  was  a 
noble  conception — worthy  of  our  endowments  and 
our  destinies — to  make  the  cities  of  the  dead  more 

attractive  in  their  external  aspect  than  the  cities  of the  living;. 

Among  the  surest  of  our  instincts  is  the  desire  that 
our  own  remains,  and  those  ofourkindred,  may  rest 
amid  scenes  of  rural  beauty  in  undisturbed  re- 

pose. Nature  herself  associates  quietude  and  still- 
ness with  sleep — whether  it  be  the  sleep  of  life  or 

of  death.  It  is  her  voice  which  speaks  within  us, 
when  we  ask  that  our  last  resting-place  may  be 
chosen  apart  from  the  turbulent  haunts  of  men.  It 
is  said  (with  what  truth  I  do  not  know)  that  Mr. 
Lewis,  when  he  first  visited  Greenwood,  inti- 

mated a  wish,  if  he  should  die  in  the  neighborhood, 
that  his  remains  might  be  deposited  there.  I  have 

before  me  a  letter  from  one  of  his'most  intimate 
friends  in  New  York,  who  says:  "  A  year  ago  he 
visited  Greenwood,  and  was  enchanted  with  it. 

He  often  referred  to  this  visit,  and  spoke  of  the 
cemetery  as  above  all  others  suited  to  be  the  last 
resting-place  of  men.  It  was,  therefore,  with 

melancholy  pleasure  that  we  selected  it  for  him." 
It  is  satisfactory  to  reflect,  that  he  rests  in  the 

spot  which  so  often  called  forth  expressions  of  his 
admiration,  and  to  believe  that  his  own  wishes,  in 
this  respect,  could  not  have  been  better  fulfilled. 
Near  the  principal  entrance  into  these  consecrated 
grounds,  on  a  slight  elevation  overlooking  some  of 
the  most  varied  and  beautiful  scenery  they  con- 

tain, reposes  all  that  was  mortal  of  our  deceased 
associate  and  friend.  And  if  I  might  express  the 
feeling  of  the  community,  by  whom  his  remains 
were  given  back  to  the  dust,  from  which  they 

came,  it'  would  be  responsive  to  his  own — that 
they  may  rest  where,  in  the  order  of  Providence, 
the  thread  of  his  life  was  severed — among  those 
whose  mournful  privilege  it  was  to  enshrine  them 
with  the  ashes  of  their  own  kindred.  If  this  feel- 

ing shall  be  gratified,  his  family,  his  friends,  the 
State  he  represented  here,  may  be  assured  that  he 
will  lie  among  us — not  as  a  stranger,  but  as  one 
of  ourselves — children  alike  of  a  common  Union, 
and  heirs  of  a  common  prosperity  and  fame: 
Mr.  DICKINSON  said:  With  no  ordinary 

emotion,  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  unite  in  lament- 
ing the  dispensation  which  has  deprived  a  sover- 
eign State  of  an  able  and  faithful  representative  and 

the  Senate  of  a  courteous  and  honorable  member; 
and  to  second  with  my  whole  heart  the  glowing 
and  eloquent  tribute  which  has  just  been  paid  to 
the  memory  of  a  valued  friend  by  his  late  colleague. 
The  deceased  was  amongst  my  earliest  and  most 
intimate  acquaintances  here.  Our  seats  were  ad- 

joining, and  we  had  much  opportunity  for  free  and 
friendly  conversation.  I  found  him  kind,  frank, 
and  sincere;  a  ready  and  able  counsellor;  firm  and 
decided  in  his  opinions,  yet  yielding  and  concil- 

iatory, and  regardful  of  the  opinions  and  motives 
of  those  with  whom  he  differed.  With  an  intui- 

tive perception  and  a  mind  of  uncommon  vigor,  he 
grasped  the  rhbst  intricate  subjects;  and,  though 
he  seldom  spoke  publicly,  he  gave  evidence  in  his 
intercourse  of  the  mature  strength  of  the  statesman 
and  the  cultivated  taste  of  the  scholar.  Though 
he  finished  his  earthly  course  in  a  State  distant 

from  his  own,  he'died  at  home,  for  his  home  was 
the  Union.  He  was  surrounded  by  kind  and  sym- 

pathizing friends  and  skillful  professional  atten- 
dants, and  the  companion  of  his  joys  and  sor- 

rows stood  by  his  bedside  to  smooth  his  dying 
pillow  and  close  his  eyes  in  death.  He  expired  in 
a  city  where  his  public  services  and  private  virtues 
were  properly  appreciated,  and  where  the  public 
authorities  did  honor  to  themselves  and  their  State 

by  paying  becoming  respect  to  his  memory.  His 
mortal  remains  were  interred  at  Greenwood,  whose 
fadeless  verdure  aptly  illustrates  the  immortality 
to  which  his  deathless  spirit  has  flown,  and  where 
we  are  often  admonished,  by  seats  made  vacant 
in  our  midst,  we  must  soon  be  prepared  to  follow. 

The  resolutions  were  then  agreed  to,  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  December  7,  184S. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

Several  other  members  appeared  this  day,  viz: 
From  the  State  of  Virginia — Mr.  Beale. 
From  the  State  of  Kentucky — Mr.  Morehead. 
From  the  State  of  Illinois — Mr.  Lincoln.     • 
From  the  State  of  Louisiana — Mr.  Thibodeaux. 

NOTICE   OF  A  BILL. 

Mr.  NICOLL  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title. 

A  bill  to  amend  an  act  making  appropriations 
for  thecivil  and  diplomaticexpenses  of  Government 
for  the  year  ending  the  30th  day  of  June,  1849, 
and  for  other  purposes,  approved  August  12,  1848, 

by  declaring  that  a  proviso  in  said  bill  limiting  the 
fees  for  taking  depositions  in  certain  cases  be  ex- 

tended to  all  and  every  civil  cause  between  any 
parties  whatever,  and  all  proceedings  in  admiralty 
brought  and  to  Be  brought  in  the  circuit  and  dis- 

trict courts  of  the  UniteTj  States;  and  further  direct- 
ing that  the  clerks  of  said  courts  furnish  to  all 

persons  desiring  to  inspect  the  same  during  office 
hours,  all  alphabetical  and  other  indices  of  the 
judgment  and  decrees  recorded  in  said  courts,  with- 

out any  fee  or  charge  therefor. 
CONGRESSIONAL  REPORTS. 

Mr.  ASHMUN  offered  the  following  resolu- tion: 

Resolved,  That  in  order  to  s.ecure  a  more  full,  impartial, 

and  prompt  publication  of  the  proceedings  and' debates  of this  House,  the  Clerk  be  authorized  and  directed  to  enter 
into  a  contract,  to  take  effect  from  the  beginning  of  the  pres- 

ent session,  and  to  continue  until  otherwise  ordered  by  this 
House,  with  the  proprietors  of  the  two'  daily  papers  in  this 
city-- the  National  Intelligencer  and  Union-for  the  daily  pub- 

lication in  each  paper  of  the  proceedings  and  debates  of  this 
House  ;  for  which  the  Clerk  shall  make  weekly  payment  out 
of  the  contingent  fund,  at  the  rate  of  seven  dollars  and  a  half 
for  a  column  of  brevier  type :  Provided,  That  the  proceedings 
and  current  debate  shall  be  transferred  to  the  country  edi- 

tion of  each  of  said  papers,  and  one  copy  of  each  of  said 
daily  papers  shall  be  furnished  to  each  member  during  the 
session  of  Congress  without  additional  charge. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  inquired 
of  the  Chair  if  the  resolution  was  in  order?  If  not, 
he  objected  to  its  reception. 
"~  Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  made  the  same  in- 

quiry and  objection. Mr.  ASHMUN  said  the  resolution  was  in  order 

notwithstanding  the  objections.  He^did  not  un- derstand that  any  rules  had  been  adopted  at  this 
session — certainly  not  those  of  the  last  session ; 
those  rules  had  been  in  force  only  for  the  last 
session.  He  understood  I  hat  a  different  opinion 
had  been  entertained  in  the  House,  and  by  the 
Chair,  but  that  he  found  was  an  error  growing  out 
of  a  misprint  of  the  Journal;  for,  on  looking  at 
the  original  resolution,  which  was  in  the  handwri- 

ting pf  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  C. 
J.  Ingersoll,]  it  expressly  confined  those  rules  to 
the  then  session  of  Congress.  He  would  send  the 
original  resolution  to  the  Chair,  and  ask  that  it  be 
read. 
The  Clerk  read  the  said  resolution  in  manu- 

script of  the  last  session,  which  adopted  the  rules 

only  for  "this  session  of  Congress." 
The  SPEAKER  read  the  printed  Journal  on 

this  point,  to  sustain  the  construction  which  he 
said  he  had  been  disposed  to  place  upon  the  reso- 

lution, and  which  had  been  acquiesced  in  by  the 
House,  viz:  that  the  resolution  kept  alive  the  rules 
of  the  last  session  as  long  as  the  present  Congress 
was  in  session.  The  original  resolution,  however, 

seemed  to  confine  the  rules  to  "  this  [the  last]  ses- 
sion of  Congress."  Under  these  circumstances, 

the  House  was  without  rules,  and  the  resolution 
of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  was  in  order. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  raised  a  point,  and  made 
an  ineffectual  effort,  under  this  decision  of  the 

Speaker,  to  bring  up  the  resolution  which  he  had 
yesterday  asked  leave  to  offer,  but  which  had  not 
been  received  on  account  of  objections  made. 

Mr.  HARALSON  inquired  of  the  Speaker  what 
evidence  there  was  that  the  manuscript  resolution 
just  read  was  the  resolution  adopted  by  the  House? 
It  might  be  the  original  resolution  reported  by  the 

gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  and  yet  not  the  res- 
olution adopted  by  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  replied,  that  it  was  taken  from 
the  files  of  the  Clerk's  office,  and  the  name  of  the 
mover  was  appended  to  it.  There  was  no  ques- 

tion but  it  was  the  original  paper. 
The  resolution  being  thus  before  the  House — 
Mr.  ASHMUN  said  he  wished  merely  to  state, 

in  reference  to  this  resolution,  that  it  was  similar 
in  substance  to  the  one  which  he  had  introduced 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  which  then 
failed,  for  two  reasons:  it  was  then  objected  to  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Cobb,]  and 
others,  that  it  was  too  late  in  the  session,  and 

that  it  ought  to  be  adopted  at  the  commencement 
of  the  session;  and  it  was  also  objected  to  on  the 
ground  that  it  would  then  provide  For  the  publi- 

cation of  the  revised  speeches  of  members.  But 
these  objections  were  now  obviated.  He  had 
stricken  from  the  original  resolution  the  provision 
authorizing    members   to    revise  and   write    out 
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speeches;  so  that  the  resolution  now  only  pro- 
vided for  the  publication  of  the  current  debates  in 

the  next  morning  papers.  He  would  not  consume 
the  time  of  the  House;  he  would  only  say  he 
thought  it  was  the  only  practicable  mode  in  which 
the  people  of  the  country  could  ascertain  what 
Congress  was  doing. 

Mr.  WE  NT  WORTH  called  for  the  reading  of 
the  resolution,  which  was  again  read. 

He  said,  before  the  resolution  was  adopted  by 
the  House,  he  thought  it  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Printing,  that  that  committee  might 
ascertain  what,  the  expense  would  be  arising  from 
this  publication.  His  opinion  was,  that  no  member 
of  this  House  knew  anything  like  what  would  be 
the  enormous  expenditures  that  would  accrue  to 
the  country  from  the  adoption  of  this  resolution. 

Mr.  ASHMUN  wished  to  state,  on  that  point, 

that  this  subject  had  been  referred  to  a  joint  com- 
mittee of  the  two  Houses-at  the  last  session  of  Con- 

gress. That  committee  investigated  the?question 
of  expense;  they  had  before  them  practical  print- 

ers, and  those  who  were  best  qualified  to  give  an 
opinion  on  the  subject;  and  the  committee  reported 
the  precise  sum  which  they  believed  to  be  the  actual 
expense  of  the  reporting  and  publication. 

[A  voice:  "What  was  it?"] Mr.  ASHMUN.  Seven  dollars  and  a  half  for 

a  column  brevier  type. 

[A  voice:  "What  was  the  aggregate  sum?"] 
No  reply  was  heard  from  Mr.  Ashmun. 
Mr.  McLANE  wished  to  make  an  inquiry; 

but— 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  claimed  the  floor,  and 

stated  that  he  had  but  a  few  words  to  say. 
Since  the  last  session  of  Congress  (hecontinued) 

we  had,  had  some  new  light  on  the  subject,  and  a 
committee  could  investigate  it,  and  come  to  a  more 
accurate  and  satisfactory  conclusion,  as  to  what 
the  expense  of  this  publication  would  be.  For 
instance,  the  two  papers  mentioned  in  the  resolu- 

tion had  been  publishing,  during  the  recess,  the 
speeches  delivered  in  the  Senate  at  the  last  session, 
with  everything  else  which  their  authors  had  seen 
fit  to  add  ;  and  the  House  could  know,  after  an 
examination,  what  the  publication  of  these  speeches 
had  cost  the  country,  and  what  would  be  the  ex- 

pense, if  they  should  also  adopt  the  system. 
But  he  had  another  objection:  he  objected  to 

singling  out  two  papers  in  this  city.  He  believed 
the  day  had  passed,  when  there  were  but  two  parties 
in  the  country;  and  it  did  not  become  them,  who 
belonged  to  one  or  the  other  of  the  two  parties,  to 

attempt  to  pension  their  organs — the  two  old  parti- 
san papers  of  this  city — upon  the  treasury  of  the 

Government,  to  the  exclusion  of  other  papers. 

Why  was  the  Washington  "Globe"  left  out? 
He  would  willingly  vote,  for  the  National  Intelli- 

gencer. But  why  was  the  "  Globe''  left  out?  and 
the  "National  Era?"  and  Mrs.  Royall's  paper? 
[a  laugh.]  He  would  as  soon  vote  for  that  paper 
as  he  would  for  one  of  the  papers  mentioned  in 
the  resolution.  It  was  not  for  the  members  of  the 

House  to  attempt  to  select  out  the  papers  in  which 
the  people  would  read  the  proceedings  of  Congress. 
Every  individual  had  his  own  taste  as  to  the 
paper  he  would  take.  The  country  was  all  divided 
up  into  parties;  and  if  the  two  old  parties  could  not 
stand  without  pensioning  those  two  papers  upon 
the  public  purse,  then  surely  they  ought  to  stand 
no  longer, 

Mr.  MURPHY  would  like  to  know  of  the  gen- 

tleman what  party  the  Washington  "  Globe"  rep- resented ? 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  replied,  he  understood  it 
belonged  to  the  great  party  that  has  recently  tri- 

umphed in  this  country — that  was,  to  no  party  at 
all!     [A  general  laugh.] 

Plcdid  not  believe,  if  the  people  of  the  country 
understood  the  expenses  this  resolution  would  in- 

volve, that  a  single  individual  on  this  flooiv  could 
sustain  himself  before  his  constituents  in  voting 
for  it.  He  believed  it  unjust  in  every  sense,  and 
prodigal  and  extravagant  in  the  highest  degree; 
and,  in  order  that  the  members  of  this  House 
might  know  what  they  were  voting  for,  he  should 
move  that  the  resolution  be  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Printing.  He  would  first  move,  how- 
ever, that  it  be  laid  on  the  tableland  upon  that 

motion  he  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  SPEAKER  was  about  to  propound  the 

question,  when — Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  said,  if  there  were  no 
rules  in  force,  he  desired  to  ask  the  Chair  if  the 
motion  to  lay  on  the  table  was  not  a  debatable 

question  ? The  SPEAKER  replied,  he  believed  it  was  under 
the  Parliamentary  law. 

Mr.  INGERSOLL.    I  do  not^wish  to  debate  it. 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  wished  to  know,  if 

the  Chair  decided  the  House  was  without  rules, 

on  what  the  decision  was  grounded — on  the  printed 
journal,  or  on  the  original  record  ? 

The  SPEAKER  replied,  on  the  original  record. 
Mr.  JONES  inquired  if  the  House  was  to  be 

governed  by  that  as  theirrecord  ?  It  might  be  the 
original  resolution  as  offered  by  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania;  but  it  might  have  been  modi- 

fied subsequently,  and  no  record  made  of  the  modi- 
fication. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  he  was  of  the  opinion 
that  the  point  of  order  came  too  late.  The  same 
point  had  already  been  decided  by  the  Chair,  and 
the  decision  had  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  House. 

Mr.  JONES.  Will  it  be  too  late  to  take,  an 

appeal  ? The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  ROOT  said  he  should  vote  for  this  motion 

to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table,  with  a  view  to 
get  rid  of  the  whole  subject,  as  the  shortest  way  to 
defeat  it,  if  there  were  enough  members  of  the 
House  to  go  with  him.  If  it  was  not  precisely  the 
same  proposition,  it  was  very  nearly  like  the  one 
moved  at  the  close  of  the  last  session.  That  reso- 

lution had  failed.  The  reasons  given  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  might  have  had  weight 

on  the  minds  of  some  gentlemen,  but  he  confessed 
they  had  had  but  very  little  weight  with  him.  He 
was  opposed  to  it  for  other  and  different  reasons. 

He  did  not  know  what  were  the  intentions  of 

gentlemen  in  bringing  forward  this  resolution;  it 
was  not  for  him  to  speak  of  the  intention  of  gen- 

tlemen; the-motives  of  those  who  had  moved  in 
this  matter  might  be  all  very  correct;  but  he  be- 

lieved the  effect  of  this  resolution  would  be  to  bol- 
ster up  Old  Hunherism  of  both  kinds  in  this  Hall 

and  in  the  country.  He  believed  it  was  intended 
to  put  down  political  heresies.  It  would  tax  the 

people  of  this  country  to  support  the  two  leading 
presses  in  this  city;  and  in  return  for  thecompen- 
sation  the  House  was  to  give  them,  what  were 

they  to  get?  Why,  more  perfect,  fair,  prompt  re- 
ports of  their  doings!  Everything  they  did  here 

worth  knowing  the  people  heard  of.  It  was  for 
the  interest  of  every  public  journal  to  publish  all 
that  was  done  and  said  in  both  Houses  of  Con- 

gress which  was  worth  being  published;  and  he 
thought,  for  fear  of  leaving  out  something  which 
ought  to  be  published,  they  sometimes  published 
that  which  had  better  be  left  out — that  which  he 
did  not  believe  did  the  country  any  good,  or  this 
House  any  good.  He  did  not  believe  it  raised  the 
character  of  this  nation  at  home  or  abroad  to  have 

everything  which  was  said  and  done  in  Congress 
published;  nor  did  he  believe  it  would  have  any 
good  effect  upon  the  House — any  salutary  restraint 
upon  the  members,  or  upon  their  discussions  here. 

He  should  like  to  know  something  more  about 
the  expenses  which  this  system  would  involve. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  had  told  them 
that  it  had  been  ascertained  by  a  committee  at 
the  last  session  that  the  expenses  would  be  $>7  50 
a  column.  Well,  as  there  were  two  papers  in 
which  the  publication  was  to  be  made,  the  ex- 

pense to  the  country  would  be  $15  a  column  for  all 
the  matter  giving  an  account  of  their  proceedings 
and  debates.  He  was  not  prepared  to  say — for  he 
was  no  practical  printer — that  this  was  too  much; 
but  he  should  really  like  to  know  how  many  col- 

umns they  were  likely  to  have  in  publishing  the 
proceedings  of  this  House? 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  rose  to  a  question  of 
order.  He  always  liked  to  hear  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio — he  had  not  the  least  objection  to  hear 

him  now — but  as  he  (Mr.  I.)  was  answerable  for 
this  debate,  he  begged  leave  to  ask  the  Chair  an- 

other question:  that  was,  whether  the  parliament- 
ary law,  which  admitted  of  debate  on  a  motion  to 

lay  on  the  table,  did  not  strictly  confine  the  debate' 
to  that  motion  ? 

Mr.  GIDD1NGS,  (in  his  seat.)     My  colleague 

is  assigning  his  reasons  why  he  would  lay  the  res- 
olution on  the  table- 

Mr.  INGERSOLL.     If  so,. then  he  is  in  order. 
Mr.  ROOT  said  he  understood  that  this  was  a 

proposition  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table.  He 
was  in  favor  of  it,  because  he  wanted  to  defeat  the 
resolution,  and  he  wanted  to  defeat  the  resolution 
for  the  reasons  he  was  now  giving.  If  he  was 
wandering  from  the  question,  he  should  lie  under 
great  obligations  to  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 

vania and  to  the  Chair  to  restrain  him. 

He  had  not  one  word  to  say  about  these  papers. 
He  believed  they  were  as  good  as  papers  in  gen- 

eral. But  it  was  wrong  to  pay  any  paper  in  this 
way;  it  was  wrong  to  tax  the  whole  people  of  the 
United  States  to  sustain  the  Union  and  the  Na- 

tional Intelligencer;  for  that  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  resolution.  Why,  the  Senate  had  already 
been  trying  this  system  since  the  close  of  the 
last  session.  We  had  had  one  speech  which 
had  been  delivered,  or  which  purported  to  have 
been  delivered,  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States, 

which  had  been  published  under  a  similar  resolu- 
tion of  the  Senate,  which  had  occupied  two-thirds 

or  three-fourths  of  the  Intelligencer  and  Union  for 
he  did  not  know  how  many  weeks;  the  publica- 

tion of  which  single  speech,  he  understood,  had 
cost  the  Government  some  $1,600.  It  was  one  of 
the  best  speeches,  made  by  one  of  the  greatest  men 
in  the  United  States;  but  he  presumed  nobody  had 
ever  read  it,  or  ever  intended  to  read  it,  such  was 
its  great  length. 

But  this  resolution  did  not-provide,  it  was  said, 
for  publishing  revised  speeches.  So  much  the 
worse.  If  it  was  good  to  have  the  speeches  pub- 

lished as  reported,  it  was  better  to  publish  them 
revised.  If  they  were  to  send  forth  the  speeches 
made  here,  it  was  better  for  those  who  made  and 
for  those  who  read  them,  that  they  should  be  re- 

vised before  they  were  sent  forth. 
But  they  were  to  have  them  published  so  prompt- 
ly that  there  Would  be  no  opportunity  for  revision, 

and  that,  it  was  said,  would  lessen  the  expense. 
But  if  the  speeches  were  reported  fully,  the  report 
would  contain  as  great  an  amount  of  matter. 

DEATH  OF  HON.  DIXON  H.  LEWIS. 

■  A  message  was  here  received  from  the  Senate, 
informing  the  House  of  the  death,  during  the  re- 

cess of  Congress,  of  the  Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis, 
Senator  from  the  State  of  Alabama. 

The  message  having  been  read — 
Mr.  HARRIS,  of  Alabama,  rose  and  addressed 

the  House  as  follows: 

Mr.  HARRIS  said:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  com- 
munication just  made  by  the  Senate  to  the  House, 

notifies  us  officially  that  a  seat  upon  its  floor  is  no 

longer  filled  by  its  accustomed  occupant!  —  that 
Dixon  H.  Lewis,  another  Senator  of  this  great 

confederated  republic,  has  passed  from  the  coun- 
cil chambers  of  earth  to  the  unseen,  mysterious, 

and  solemn  realities  of  another  state  of  existence. 

Days,  yea  weeks,  have  passed  away  since  the 
unwelcome  event  was  first  heralded  to  the  nation 

at  large.  We  have  all  accustomed  ourselves  to 
contemplate  the  unalterable  fact,  free  from  that 
shock  to  the  sensibilities  of  our  nature  which  every 
generous  bosom  first  feels  when  a  good  and  a  great 
man  is  called  from  his  country,  his  famiiy,  and  his 

friends.  Perhaps  the  assuasive  influence  of  time 
may  have  even  partially  relumed  with  returning 
cheerfulness  the  happy  domestic  circle,  rendered 
lonely  and  desolate  by  his  taking  away.  She,  the 
companion  of  his  youthful  days;  the  mother  of 
his  children;  his  faithful,  constant  friend,  even  to 

the  gates  of  death;  she  who  bends  lowest  heside 
his  bier;  even  she  may  have  learned  to  school  her 

wrung  sensibilities  to  the  hard  lessons  of  Chris- 
tian resignation  !  Heaven  grant  that  it  may  be 

so ! 
But  still,  Mr.  Speaker,  the  long  and  uninterrupted 
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continuance  in*  the  councils  of  the  country  of  this 
distinguished  statesman;  the  relations  of  intimacy 

and  friendship  in- which  he  stood  to.  many  on  this 
floor,  and  of  official  responsibility  and  cooperation 
in -which  he  stood  to  all,  render  peculiarly  fit  the 
melancholy  task  of  pausing  in  the  midst  of  other 
duties,  briefly  to  contemplate  the  character  of  a 
great  man,  who  was  with  us  but  yesterday,  and 

with  whom  wt  may  be  to-morrow. 
Dixon  H.  Lewis  was  born  in  the  county  of 

Hancock,  in  the  State  of"  Georgia.  At  an  early 
period  of  his  life  lie  emigrated  with  his  father  to 
the  State  of  Alabama,  then  a  new  State,  and  des- 

tined to  prove  the  cherishing  friend  of  his  unfold- 
ing talents  and  his  manly  virtues.  At  a  premature 

age  he  exhibited  traits  of  that  mental  vigor  and 

power  of  discrimination  which  in  after  years,  de- 
veloped and  strengthened  by  exercise  in  the  prac- 

tical business  of  life,  placed  him  among  the  pro- 
foundest  statesmen  of  his  country.  His  education 
was  completed  at  South  Carolina  College;  and  there, 
within  the  walls  of  his  alma  mater,  the  first  intellect- 

ual triumphs  of  the  embryo  statesman  were  achiev- 
ed. In  the  emulous  conflicts  of  scholastic  rivalry, 

his  were  competitors  whose  ascendency  would  have 
reflected  no  discredit  upon  any  from  whom  they 
might  have  snatched  the  palm.  In  the  catalogue 
of  names  constituting  the  class  in  which  Mr.  Lewis 
graduated  are  an  unprecedented  number  of  those 
who  have  held  high  and  prominent  positions  be- 

fore the  country;  many  of  whom  have  graced  with 
theirpresence  the  halls  of  this  Capitol, and  adorned 
other  stations  of  equal  responsibility  in  the  States 
to  which  they  respectively  belonged.  And  yet 

among  these  stood,  primus  inter  pares,  the  distin- 
guished Senator  whose  death  we  deplore.  Emer- 

ging from  the  shades  of  the  academy  crowned  with 
its  highest  honors,  and  with  a  mind  well  stored 
with  the  rich  endowments  of  classic  lore,  he  en- 

tered upon  the  more  rugged  arena  of  practical  life. 
And  here  the  promise  of  his  schoolboy  days  was 
not  disappointed.  Competition  paused  to  admire 
his  rapid  and  early  ascendency  to  the  head  of  his 
profession  as  a  lawyer.  He  continued,  however, 
but  a  short  time  at  the  bar.  His  active  and  ex- 

citable mind  panted  for  a  more  enlarged  and  con- 
genial range  of  thought  than  could  be  supplied  by 

the  dry  details  of  the  law.  He  stepped  upon  the 
theatre  of  politics,  and  there  performed  his  part  till 
the  curtain  of  death  concealed  him  from  our  eyes. 

Perhaps  no  circumstance  connected  with  the 
history  of  this  eminent  citizen  is  so  demonstrative 
of  his  true  worth,  as  the  long  and  uninterrupted 
career  of  public  honor  it  was  Iris  fortune  to  enjoy. 
Scarce  had  he  passed  the  boundary  which  sepa- 

rates youth  from  manhood,  when,  in  eighteen  hun- 
dred and  twenty-six,  the  voice  of  the  people  placed 

him  in  the.  Legislature  of  his  State.  He  took  at 
once,  and  by  common  consent,  a  position  in  that 
body  to  which  mere  pretension  or  mediocrity 
would  have  aspired  in  vain.  And  be  it  spoken  to 
his  honor,  as  a  consistent  and  farsighted  statesman, 

that  at  that  period,  twenty-two  years  ago,  he  im- 
pressed upon  the  archives  of  the  State  the  evidence 

ol  those  principles  of  public  action  from  which,  to 
the  day  of  his  death,  he  never  departed.  From 
the  councils  of  the  State  he  was  transferred  to  this 

branch  of  Congress,  and  was  removed  hence  only 
to  be  promoted  to  an  office  of  still  higher  dignity 
in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol.  On  this  floor  he 
sat  as  a  representative  for  eighteen  consecutive 
years;  in  the  Senate  for  two;  and  had  been  elected 
in  December  last  for  an  additional  full  senatorial 
term,  under  circumstances  which  went  far  to  show 

how  strong  the  confidence  his  talents  and  fidelity 
had  inspired.  It  was  at  a  time  like  this,  with  the 
highest  honor  his  State  could  bestow,  newly  con- 

ferred upon  him,  with  a  bright  career  of  honor  and 
usefulness  before  him,  that  the  inexorable  tyrant 
summoned  him  away. 

Dixon  H.  Lewis,  whether  we  regard  the  physi- 
cal, the  mental,  or  the  moral  man,  was  cast  in  no 

ordinary  mould.  The  more  than  usual  propor- 
tions which  distinguished  him.  physically,  but 

typified  the  large  and  comprehensive  grasp  of  in- 
tellect which  was  his,  and  which  directed  the  im- 
pulses of  a  heart  which  beat  in  unison  with  all 

that  was  generous  or  elevated  in  man.  There  was 
nothing  groveling  in  his  nature.  The  attainment 
of  "  noble  ends  by  noble  means,"  was  the  highest reward  to  which  his  virtuous  ambition  aspired. 
Prom  all  expedientsof  doubtful  propriety  heshrunk 
with  instinctive  timidity.  But,  governed  as  he  was, 
i|i  all  (he  relations  of  life,  by  wcll-oonsidered  and 

fixed  principles,  he  always  moved  forward  to  the 
performance  of  a  known  dutywith  a  heart  that 
knew  no  quailing.  Hence,  amid  all  the  fluctuations 

of  opinion  to  which  the  public  mind  has  been  sub- 
jected, since  he  became  connected  with  the  political 

history  of  his  own  times,  his  last  recorded  acts 
are  in  perfect  consistence  with  his  first.  His  nature 
was  essentially  democratic.  His  sympathies  were 
ever  with  the  masses.  Hence  his  uniform  oppo- 

sition'to  every  species  of  partial  legislation,  and 
his  strenuous  advocacy  of  whatever  respected  the 
greatest  good  of  the  greatest  number.  A  more 
critical  review  of  his  public  life  than  would  be 
suited  to  the  present  occasion,  would  exhibit  him 
as  prominently  connected  with  every  great  measure 
of  progress  and  reform  which  has  marked  the  last 
twenty  years  of  our  public  history. 

But  his  race  on  earth  is  ended.  He  will  be 

missed  from  the  councils  of  his  country,  so  long 
adorned  by  his  virtues  and  enlightened  by  his 
wisdom;  from  the  social  throng,  once  enlivened  by 
the  flow  of  his  generous  heart;  but  most  of  all, 
from  that  magic  circle  where  cluster  the  hallowed 
affections  of  home,  and  where  he  formed  the  idol 
of  every  heart. 

Unlike  the  patriarch  statesman  who  fell  before 
our  eye3,  full  of  years  as  well  as  of  honors,  his 
earthly  sojourn  was  comparatively  brief. 

Forty-six  years  only  served  to  fill  the  measure 
of  his  allotment  in  time.  His  sun  of  earthly 
existence  was  but  at  its  meridian  when  the  mid- 

night of  death  was  tolled;  the  summer  of  his  life 
but  half  gone,  when  the  sickle  was  put  in,  and  the 
harvest  gathered  I 

The  hand  of  tlie  reaper 
.  Takes  the  ears  that  are  hoary; 

But  the  voice  of  the  weeper 
Wails  manhood  in  glory. 

Mr.  HARRIS  concluded  by  offering  the  follow- 
ing resolutions,  which  were  read,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representatives  has  received 
with  deep  sensibility  the  message  from  the  Senate  announ- 

cing the  death  of  the  Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis, a  Senatorfrom 
the  State  of  Alabama. 

Resolved,  That  the  members  and  officers  of  this  House, 
from  a  sincere  desire  of  manifesting  their  respect  for  the 
memory  of  the  deceased,  will  wear  the  usual  badge  of 
mourning  for  thirty  days. 

Resolved,  That  the  proceedings  of  this  House,  in  relation 
10  the  death  of  tile  Hon.  Dixo.nH.  Lewis,  be  communicated 
to  his  family  by  the  Clerk. 

Resolved,  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect  for  the  mem- 
ory of  the  deceased,  the  House  do  now  adjourn. 

Before  the  question  was  put  on  the  above  reso- 

lutions—     " On  motion  of  Mr.  HILLIARD,  it  was 
Ordered,  That  when  the  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to 

meet  on  Monday  next. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  foregoing 
resolutions,  and  they  were  unanimously  adopted. 

And  the  House  accordingly  adjourned  to  Mon- 

day, at  twelve  o'clock. 

PETITIONS,  ETC. 

The  following  petitions  were  presented  under  the  rule, 
and  referred : 

By  Mr.  KAUFMAN:  Apeiilion  for  the  erection  of  alight- 
house  at  Sabine  pass,  in  the  State  of  Texas. 

By  Mr.  WHITE:  The  petition  of"  Abraham  Van  Tngen, only  surviving  son  and  heir  of  Dr.  Dirk  Van  Ingen,  praying 
Congress  to  authorize  the  payment  to  him  of  a  loss  he  sus- 

tained in  continental  money,  See. 

IN  SENATE. 

Monday,  December  11,  1848. 

Messrs.  Clayton  of  Delaware,  Yulee  of  Flor- 
ida, and  Johnson  of  Georgia,  appeared  in  their 

seats. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  communication  from  the  Navy  Department, 
enclosing  reports  from  the  officers  of  the  First  and 
Second  Comptrollers,  in  compliance  with  the  act 
of  May,  1820. 

Mr.  KING  presented  the  credentials  of  Benja- 
min Fitzpatrick,  appointed  a  Senator  from  the 

State  of  Alabama,  to  fill  a  vacancy  caused  by  the 
death  of  the  Hon.  Dixon  H.  Lewis. 

The  credentials  having  been  read,  Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick wa3  duly  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Mr.  FELCPI  presented  the  credentials  of  Solon 
Borland,  elected  a  Senator  from  the  State  of  Ar- 

kansas, to  fill  the  vacancy  created  by  the  resig- 
nation of  the  Hon.  Ambrose  H.  Sevier. 

The  credentials  having  been  read,  Mr.  Borland 
was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 
A  message  was  received  from  the  Hou3e  of 

Representatives,  announcing  that  the  House  had 
elected  the  Rev.  R.  R.  Gurley  as.  their  Chaplain. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested 
to  report  to  the  Senate,  as  far  as  practicable,  what  portion 
of  the  transfers  of  the  stocks  of  the  United  States  are  made 
for  ijecoutit  of  residents  of  the  city  of  New  York,  or  for 
whom  said  residents  are  acting  agents.  And  that  he  further 
report  whether  a  transfer  office  established  in  said  city 
would  be  of  public  convenience  ;  and  if  so,  apian  for  estab- 

lishing the  same. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  communication  from  the  Treasury  Department, 

containing  the  report  of  the  Secretary  on  the  finan- 
cial state  of  the  country,  and  a  statement  of  the 

receipts  and  expenditures  for  the  last  year. 
The  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 

having  been  read — 
Mr.'TURNEY  moved  that  it  be  printed. 

■  Mr.  DAVIS;  of  Mississippi,  moved  that  twenty 
thousand  extra  copies  thereof  be  printed.  He  said 
he  disliked  very  much  to  make  a  motion  to  print  so 
large  a  number  of  any  document;  but  he  looked 
upon  this  report  as  embodying  a  new  system  of 
finance — which,  however,  had  been  in  operation 
long  enough  to  be  tested  by  the  people. 

Mr.  CAMERON  hoped  so  large  a  numberwoulrl 
not  be  ordered.  He  thought  that  the  country  had 

•already  decided  on  the  merits  of  the  Secretary's 
system  of  finance,  and  they  had  decided  against 
it.  Besides,  a  greater  number  of  copies  of  the 

Secretary's  report  of  last  year,  were  printed  than the  members  of  the  Senate  had  been  able  to  use. 

Many  of  them  were  now  lying  waste  in  the  com- 
mittee rooms.  He  thought  that  the  number  of 

copies  of  the  President's  message  and  accompa- 
nying documents  provided  for  by  the  resolution  of 

last  Tuesday,  ten  thousand,  would  be  amply  suffi- 
cient to  meet  all  the  wants  of  the  Senate  and  the country. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  was  prepared,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  go  against  the  printing  of  the  extra 
number;  but  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 

Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Cameron]  convinced  him  that 
the  whole  matter  should,  go  before  the  country  for 
examination,  and  that  it  should  be  disseminated  as 
widely  as  possible.  He  differed  entirely  from  tlie 
honorable  Senator  when  he  said  that  the  country 
had  decided  against  the  financial  system  of  the 
present  Administration;  and  he  would  therefore 
cheerfully  vote  for  printing  the  larger  number. 

Mr.  CAMERON  desired  to  say  a  word  in  reply 
to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  In 

his  State,  (Pennsylvania,)  the  question  upon  the 
financial  system  introduced  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  had  been  fairly  before  the  people,  and 
they  had  decided  against  it.  He  thought  that  the 
candidate  of  the  Democratic  party  at  the  late  elec- 

tion was  unfortunately  defeated  chiefly  on  account 
of  the  opposition  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
to  this  financial  system  of  the  present  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury.  This  fact  furnished  the  most  iacon- 
trovertible  evidence  to  hi3  mind  that  the  people  of 
this  country  disavowed  the  system;  and  it  was 
also  a  sufficient  reason  with  him  for  opposing  the 
motion  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi, 

[Mr.  Davis.) 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  was  sorry  that  the 

honorable  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Cam- 
eron] had  introduced  the  subject  of  the  tariff  in 

this  irregular  manner.  But,  since  it  had-  been 
introduced,  he  would  ask,  has  that  Senator,  or  has 
any  other  member  of  this  honorable  body,  ever 
presented  the  issue  of  the  tariff  of  1846,  or  known 
it  to  have. been  fairly  and  distinctly  presented,  to 

the  people  of  the  United  States  during  the  late 
Presi'dental  contest?  If  so,  I  should  like  to  know 
where.  It  is  not  the  financial  system  of  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Treasury  alone.  The  Democratic 
party  in  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  enacted  the 
tariff  of  1846.  The  Secretary  has  carried  it  out  as 
an  Executive  officer,  and  the  people  should  under- 

stand the  manner  in  which  he  has  discharged  that 
duty^  A  ml  J  add,  is  it  fair,  if  it  has  been  decided 
against  him,  as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania 
[Mr.  Cameron]  says,  that  the  Secretary  should 
not  be  heard  in  relation  to  the  manner  in  which  he 

has  executed  the  high  and  imperative  law  of  the 
United  States?  Why  does  he  wish  to  conceal  the 

facts  and  arguments  embodied  in"  the  Secretary's 
report?  Has  the  decision  of  the  people — the  hon- 

orable gentleman's  constituents — been  given  upon 
a  false  showing?  Why  not  allow  the  testimony 

in  favor  of  the  system -to  go  before  the  country  as 
broadly  and  freely  as  the  accusation  against  it? 
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Mr. 'ALLEN  said  he  should  vote  for  the  largest 

number  proposed,  because  he  believed  that  the  ex- 
pense of  pri mine:  will  bear  but  a  very  small  pro- 

portion to  the  value  of  the  intelligence  which  the 
document  contains,  and  the  benefit  which  its  dis- 

semination will  confer.  The  financial  conditjpn  of 
a  country  at  the  termination  of  a  war,  is  always  a 

very  importaYH  part  of  the  business  of  its  Govern- 
ment— showing  the  means  with  which  the  Gov- 

ernment has  had  to  carry  on  the  war — the  manner 
in  which  it  has  applied  those  means — and  the 
amount  of  debt,  if  any  has  been  incurred.  In  one 
word.,  the  financial  condition  of  any  country,  at 
the  termination  of  a  war,  is  a  most  important  part 

■of  the  public  concern. 
I  shall  not  undertake  to  say  what  has  or  what 

Jias  not  been  decided  by  the  recent  Presidential 

election.  I  leave  all  such  questions  to  the  revela- 
tions of  the  future,  when  those  shall  have  come 

into  place  who  have  derived  the  benefit  of  the  elec- 
tion. But  I  will  undertake  to  say  that  the  party 

who  are  responsible  for  the  present  tariff,  a'nd  the 
present  financial  condition  of  the  country,  should 
be  allowed  to  spread  their  justification  and  the  result 
of  their  policy  fairly  and  fully  before  the  country. 
It  is  a  custom  coeval  with  the  Government,  when- 

ever .'a  report  from  either  department  is  invested 
with  peculiar  importance,  arising  out  of  any  con- 

tingency of  the  public  affairs,  to  give  to  sucli  a 
document  greater  publicity  than  other  reports  from 
the  same  department.  Such  was  the  case  with  the. 

report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  communicated  'at 
the  last  session.  It  became  interesting  to  the 
whole  country,  because  it  contained  the  details  of 

the  war;  and  especially  was  it  interesting  and  im- 
portant to  the  friends  and  relatives  of  the  gallant 

men  who  fell  in  the  service,  as  an  authorized  record 
of  the  time,  place,  and  circumstances  under  which 
they  fell. 
The  Government  was  now  about  to  change 

foands,  and  an  Administration  whose  policy  had 
been  engraven  upon  the  country  was  drawing  to  its 
close,  and  the  main  principles  upon  which  was  con- 

structed the  present  financialsystem  of  the  country, 
as  well  as  its  results,  were  to  be  found  in  tlie  docu- 

ment on  the  table.  It  was  due,  therefore,  to  the 
outgoing  Administration,  it  was  due  to  the  Ameri- 

can people,  that  the  document  should  be  printed 
and  spread  before  them  in  great  abundance,  that 
all  might  see  for  themselves  whether  the  pledges 
of  the  Democratic  party  have  been  violated  or  not. 

Mr.  CAMERON  voted  last  year  for  twenty-five 

thousand  copies  of  the  President's  message,  but 
this  year  only  ten  thousand  copies  had  been  ordered 
to  be  printed;  and  he  did  not  see  why  the  Secre- 

tary's report  should  receive  peculiar  attention,  nor 
why  a  greater  number  of  copies  of  it  should  be 

printed  than  of  the  President's  message.  It  must 
be  for  some  other  reasons  than  its  mere  connec- 

tion with  the  financial  policy  of  the  present  Admin- 
istration. The  substance  of  this  report  will  be 

published  in  all  the  newspapers  in  the  land  long 
before  this  document  will  be  ready,  and,  therefore, 
ten  thousand  will  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  N1LES  said  he  did  not  know  that  any  per- 
son had  a  right  to  know  the  contents  of  the  docu- 
ment underconsideration  tiii  they  had  been  commu- 

nicated officially  to  the  Senate.  He  was  disposed  to 
act  upon  this  question  as  upon  every  other;  and, 

"without  knowing  what  the  report  was",  without 
knowing  what  critical  views  and  arguments  it 
might  contain  in  reference  to  matters  connected 
with  the  finances  of  the  country,  he  certainly  was 
disposed  to  be  reasonable,  but  he  could  not  vote 

'  for  the  priming  of  an  unusual 'extra  number  of 
copies  of  the  report.  He  was  not  disposed  to 
treat  the  report  of  a  subordinate  member  of  the 
Cabinet  with  any  more  consideration  than  they 
treated  the  message  of  the  President.  Hear  the 
merits  of  the  document,  and  make  them  the  basis 
of  the  number  to  be  printed.  He  thought  the  de- 

bate altogether  irregular,  and  he  would  not  be 
drawn  into  it.  The  subject  would  probably  come 
up  during  the  session,  when  it  could  be  freely  and 

,  thoroughly  discussed.  Plis  friend  front  Mississip- 
pi, [Mr. 'Davis,]  it  seemed  to  him,  ought  not  to  be uneasy  nor  particularly  anxious  to  go  into  the 

merits  of  this  subject  upon  the  present  occasion. 
If  the  peculiar  system  which  he  wishes  to  main- 

tain is  to  be  supported  by  arguments,  his  friend 
(the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury)  had  laid  arguments 
before  the  country  in  which  the  merits  of  the  sys- 

tem were  strongly  set  forth  and  ably  enforced.  He 

made  a  report — a  very  voluminous  one — preceding 

the  tariff  of  1846.  His  report  on  that  occasion 

was  almost  of  the  size  of  the  Piesident's  message; 
and  at  every  session  since  that  period  he  has  made 
a  very  elaborate  leport  His  views  and  arguments 
have  been  before;  the  country.  He  (Mr.  Niles) 
hoped  they  would  be  fully  considered,  and  have 
that  influence  upon  the  public  mind  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  But  he  certainly  would  nbt  depart 
from  the  usual  course  in  such  cases.  He  would 
treat  this  like  all  others  of  a  like  kind.  When  the 

question  came  up  in  its  regular  order  he  would 
probably  have  something  to  say  upon  it.  Perhaps 
it  would  not  so  completely  establish  the  views  of 
the  Secretary  as  his  friends  imagine.  He  thought 
it  would  not  be  found  that  our  exports  will  amount 
to  three  hundred  millions  odd,  as  he  believed  was 
to  be  the  result,  according  to  certain  estimates 
made  some  three  years  ago.  But  he  would  not 
now  go  into  that  matter.  He  would  only  add, 
that  as  only  ten  thousand  copies  of  the  message 
had  been  ordered,  he  would  vote  for  no  greater 

number  of  copies  of  the  Secretary's  report. 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  replied,  that  if  the 

honorable  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Niles] 
imputed  to  him  that  he  was  one  who  had  been 
anxious  to  go  into  the  merits  of  this  system  of 
finance,  he  had  done  him  injustice.  He  had  only 
asked  that  it  should  go  to  the  country,  not  that  he 
wished  to  treat  it  with  more  respect  than  the  Pres- 

ident's message,  but  because  the  subject  was  one 
of  peculiar  interest,  of  peculiar  historical  interest, 
and  formed,  he  thought,  the  most  striking  exam- 

ple ever  presented  to  the  world  of  a  Government 
carrying  on  its  financial  operations,  while  engaged 
in  a  foreign  war,  without  the  aid  of  any  other 
machinery  than  the  ordinary  revenue  of  the  coun- 

try, derived  from  its  imports,  and  without  suffering 
any  loss  by  its  greatly  increased  and  multifarious 
disbursements.  That  the  revenue  of  the  country 
has  increased  under  such  circumstances,  notwith- 

standing all  adverse  influences,  is  true.  These  are 
facts,  not  arguments;  and  it  is  these  facts  that  we 
wish  to  lay  before  the  people,  that  the  public  mind 
may  be  prepared  for  that  powerful  argument  which 
the  Senator  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Niles]  will 
make  when  the  subject  shall  be  brought  before  the 
Senate.  That  is  why  he  went  for  the  printing  of 
so  large  a  num,ber  of  copies  of  the  report. 

Mr.  FOOTE  supposed  the  only  good  reason  for 
printing  the  document  at  all  was,  that  it  should  be 
distributed  throughout  the  country;  and  that  reason 
must  be  potential  always  in  proportion  to  the  value 
of  the  information  to  be  distributed.  The  reasons 
already  adduced  in  support  of  the  proposition  for 
printing  a  large  number  of  this  document  were 
sufficient  to  show  its  immence  and  peculiar  value. 

He  begged  leave  to  suggest,  in  addition — not  in 
any  spirit  of  fulsome  adulation  by  any  means — 
that  one  reason  with  him  for  desiring  to  print  the 
largest  number  of  this  particular  document  was 
the  presumption,  that  from  the  former  productions 
of  that  officer  upon  the  same  subject,  this  particu- 

lar report  may  well  be  recognized  as  being  of  im- 
mense and  incomparable  value,  not  only  to  this 

country,  but  to  all  countries.  Such  has  been  the 
character  of  the  reports  of  that  Secretary  upon 
this  subject  heretofore;  and  various  considerations 
combine  to  show  that  this  particular  report,  marked 
as  it  is  with  that  ability  which  has  heretofore 

characterized  the -productions  of  that  Secretary, 
must  be  the  more  important  and  valuable  to  this 
country  and  to  the  worid  than  any  of  the  former 
productions  of  his  pen.  If  the  fact  be,  as  suggested 
by  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  that  the  people 
of  the  United  States  have  recently  settled  the  ques- 

tion of  free  trade,  and  against  the  doctrine  well 
known  to  be  advocated  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  there  was  an  additional  reason,  it  struck 
him,  for  the  printing  of  the  largest  number  of  this 
document  that  the  Senate  could,  under  any  circum- 

stances, think  of  publishing. 
There  is,  evidently,  if  the  state  of  things  be  such 

as  the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Cameron] 
has  said,  a  want  of  illumination  in  regard  to  tius 
matter — a  sad  want  of  light  which  he  was  inclined 

to  supply  to  the  full  extent  of-  his  ability.  He 
regretted  to  find  that'it  was  a  Democratic  Senator 
from  khe  State  of  Pennsylvania  with  whom  this 
suggestion  originated.  He  (Mr.  Foote)  was  sure 
that  no  member  of  that  party  which  had  been  vic- 

torious at  ttfe  late  Presidential  election,  would  have 

ventured  upon  such  a  suggestion;  for  it  is  undeni- 
able that,  in  nearly  all  the  States  of  this  Union, 

where  the  names  of  Taylor  and  Fillmore  were 

borne  triumphant  at  the  recent  Presidential  elec- 
tion, the  doctrine  of  "  free  trade"  was  not  gainsaid 

by  one  single  advocate  of  that  ticket.  Such  being 
the  case,  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  honoiable  Sen- 

ator from  Pennsylvania  had  been  somewhat  in 
haste,  and  had  committed  a  blunder,  which  waa 
a  common  one.  He  [Mr.  Cameron]  has  imagined 
his  own  State  of  Pennsylvania,  whose  late  action 
he  has  himself  misunderstood,  to  be  the  whole 
Union,  He  (Mr.  Foote)  was  yet  to  be  satisfied 
— and  he  should  not  be  satisfied  without  conclusive 
evidence — that  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  the  pop- 

ulation of  which  has  been  heretofore  so  remarkable 
for  its  intelligence,  astuteness,  and  patriotism,  has 
made  so  egregious  a  blunder  as  that  suggested  by 
the  honorable  Senator  from  that  State.  Pie  (Mr. 
Foote)  never  should  believe,  for  one, that  the  people 

of  Pennsylvania  are  so  much  in  the  dark  upont'iis 
great  subject.  He  was  less  willing  to  believe  that 
the  people  of  that  noble  State  have  been  influenced 
in  the  late  Presidential  election  simply  by  the  sor- 

did and  contemptible  principle,  love  of  pecuniary 

gain. 

Mr.  HALE  said  he  should  go  for  printing  the 
smallest  number  proposed,  because  he  considered 
that  this  printing  large  numbers  of  the  public  doc- 

uments had  been  made  the  subject  of  great  abuse. 
He  cherished  no  sort  of  feeling  on  the  subject  more 
than  what  he  expressed.  He  took  the  same  ground 
at  the  last  session, .when  it  was  proposed  to  print 
a  large  number  of  copies  of  the  report  of  the  Com- 

missioner of  Patents,  of  which  vast  number,  he 
believed,  not  half  had  yet  been  distributed.  He 
esteemed  this  making  books  by  order  of  Congress 
as  another  verification  of  the  saying  of  Solomon, 

"  Of  making  books  there  is  no  end.'"' Being  on  the  floor,  he  desired  to  say  a  word 
with  reference  to-the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from 
Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Cameron.]  He  confessed 
that  he  was  somewhat  surprised  to  learn  from  that 

gentleman  'that  the  people  of  this  country,  in  the 
late  Presidential  election,  had  decided  against  the 
late  tariff  act,  and  in  favor  of  the  tariff  of  1842.  For, 
so  far  as  he  (Mr.  H.)  knew  anything  about  the 
contest,  this  question  of  a  tariff  did  not  enter  very 
much  into  it.  As  he  understood  it,  the  one  great 
question  connected  with  that  election  was,  whether 
General  Taylor,  or  either  of  the  other  nominees, 
was  the  most  genuine  Free  Soil  man?  And  it  was 
generally  conceded  that  Genera!  Taylor  was  the 
genuine,  Simon  Pure  Free  Soil  candidate;  while 
Mr.  Van  Buren  and  his  friends  were  held  as  mere 
pretenders  and  interlopers!  [Laughter.]  If  any- 

thing had  been  settled  by  the  result  of  that  con- 
test, it  v/as,  that  Ger.eral  Taylor  was.  the  Free  Soil 

candidate,  and  he  was  elected  as  such.  He  held 
it,  therefore,  to  be  unfair  toward  the  great  Free 
Soil  party  to  affirm  that-  there  was  any  greater 
issue  involved.  Things  should  be  taken  as  they 
were.  General  Taylor  was  the  Free  Soil  candi- 

date, and  the  Secretary  should  make  up  the  record accordingly. 

Mr.  FOOTE  was  sure  that  the  honorable  Sen- 

ator who  had  just  taken  his  seat  made  a  great 
mistake,  for  everywhere  in  the  South  and  South- 

west, during  the  late  Presidential  campaign,  Gen- 

eral Taylor  was  upheld  as  the  opponent  of  "free 
soil."  General  Cass  was  rejected  as  not  being 
quite  so  violent  an  opponent  of  the  Free  Soil  move- 

ment as  General  Taylor. 

Mr.  CAMERON  was  sorry  that  his  friend  from 
Mississippi  [Mr.  Foote]  had  so  misapprehended 
the  position  of  parties  during  the  late  contest.  He 
believed  that  in  the  South  General  Taylor  was  the 

candidate  of  the  Free  Soil  party — [Some  of  the 
Senators  remarked  that  he  must  mean  the  North.] 
Yes;  in  the  South,  in  Mississippi.  He  had  been 
led  to  that  belief  from  the  vote  of  Mississippi. 
The  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Foote]  had  been  talking  about  the  blunders  of 
Pennsylvania.  He  (Mr.  C.)  remembered  that  it 
was  charged  upon  General  Taylor  by  certain  gen- 

tlemen in  Mississippi  that  he  was  in  favor  of  free 
soil,  and,  when  he  came  to  look  at  the  election 
returns,  he  observed  that  there  was  very  near 
being  a  blunder  in  Mississippi.  In  my  State, 
(Pennsylvania,)  where  the  people  live  by  their 
honest  industry,  where  every  man  works,  and 
subsists  upon  the  labor  of  his  own  hands,  there 
the-tariff  was  the  question  that  was  discussed,  the 
issue  that  was  placed  before  the  people.  The 
Democratic  party  would  not  have  been  prostrated 
had  it  not  been  for  this  financial  system.  He 
spoke  of  this  with  sorrow.     When  he  rose  he  did 
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not  intend  to  go  into  extraneous  matters.  But  he 

found,  upon  -an  examination  of  the  printing;  bill, 

that,  with  the  great  reduction  of  prices,  the  print- 
ing of  the  last  year  cost  upwards  of  one  hundred 

thousand  dollars.  Had  the  Government  paid  the 

prices  given  to  Gales  &  Seaton,  it  would  have 
been  four  hundred  thousand  dollars.  They  had 

nowa  large  number  of  those  documents  about  the 

House,  in  the  committee  rooms,  and  he  believed 

that  it  was  the  duty  of  every  Senator  to  stop  this 
wasteful  extravagance. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  There  is  one  thing  shown 

by  this  debate,  started  upon  the  trifling  question 

of  printing  this  document,  which  has  gratified 
me.  It  is,  that  as  yet  those  who  supported  and 

elected  General  Taylor  as  President  have  not  said 

one  word  against  the  printing  of  the  largest  num- 
ber proposed  of  this  paper.  I  hope  they  will  not 

vote  against  it.  The  illustrious  soldier  and  states- 
man under  whose  banner  they  rallied  and  defeated 

the  Democratic  party,  when  he  assaulted  Monte- 

rey, after  he  had  bombarded  the  town,  got  pos- 
session of  the  suburbs,  and  when  he  had  Ampudia 

and  his  forces  in  his  power,  generously  and  mag- 
nanimously accepted  a  capitulation,  in  which  he 

allowed  the  Mexican  chief  to  retire  with  the  hon- 
ors of  war — with  his  colors  flying,  and  with  his 

other  arms,  artillery,  and  his  baggage.  He  had 
confidence  that  if  Ampudia  did  Join  Santa  Anna, 
he  could  flog  him  again.  This  conduct  became  a 

chivalric  and  proud'soldier.  I  am  glad  to  see,  sir, that  as  yet  no  Senator  on  the  other  side  of  this 
Chamber — those*I  mean  who  were  for  General 

Taylor  "  first,  last,  and  all  the  time" — has  evinced 
a  disposition  to  be  less  generous  and  magnanimous 
towards  the  Administration  they  have  just  de- 

feated by  the  ballot-box  than  the  old  hero  was 
towards  the  Mexicans.  It  is  creditable  to  them. 

The  only  opposition  is  from  the  Senator'from Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Cameron.]  the  Senator  from 

Connecticut,  [Mr.  Niles,]  and  the  Senator  from 

New  Hampshire,  [Mr.  Hale,]  all  of  whom  op- 

posed General  Taylor's  election.  It  would  seem as  if  the  honorable  Senators  were  inclined  to 

change  sides  and  join  the  victorious  party,  since 
the  battle  has  been  fought  and  won.  New  con- 

verts are  always  the  most  zealous,  and  deserters 
the  most  vindictive.  While  the  original  Taylor 

Whigs  are,  as  I  presume  from  their  silence,  dis- 
posed to  give  quarter,  the  honorable  Senators  seem 

determined  to  tomahawk  and  scalp  the  defeated 
Administration  without  mercy.  They  deny  them 
an  honorable  capitulation — they  would  refuse  them 
the  honors  of  war,  and  insist  upon  the  surrender 
of  their  colors,  artillery,  small  arms,  and  all. 
Those  who  follow  the  camp  for  plunder  are  the 
most  cruel  to  the  defeated  foe.  I  hope  the  friends 

of  General  Taylor  wiil  nofallow  those  who  resist- 
ed his  election  as  strenuously  as  I  did,  to  grasp  all 

the  honors  and  spoils  of  the  victory. 
But  one  of  the  strongest  arguments  in  favor  of 

the  printing  of  the  largest  number  of  this  document 
proposed  (20,000)  is,  that  it  is  a  document  which, 
from  its  character,  is  excluded  from  most  of  the 

newspapers.  They  cannot  well  insert  the  statisti- 
cal statements  accompanying  it,  and  without  which 

it  is  not  worth  a  great  deal,  but  the  people  have  to 

rely  on  the  copies  franked  by  members  of  Con- 
gress. The  number  proposed  will  allow  us  but 

360  each.  The  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  says 

there  are  bushels  of  the  Secretary's  report  of  last 
year  in  the  committee  rooms.  If  so,  it  is  because 
Senators  have  been  too  indolent  to  frank  them  off, 
OY,  being  opposed  to  free  trade,  have  been  disposed 
to  suppress  the  circulation  of  the  report.  I  know 
very  well  the  honorable  Senator  very  kindly  gave 
me  many  of  his  copies  of  the  report  of  last  year, 
which  I  sent  away.  He  had  objections  to  sending 
it  to  Pennsylvania;  though,  if  he  had  done  so,  1 
have  little  doubt  he  would  not  now  have  to  lament 
the  defeat  of  the  Democratic  candidate.  If  the 

Senator  will  send  to  his  constituents  the  present 
report,  he  may  reform  the  State  in  some  degree, 
and  four  years  hence  the  Whig  candidate  will  be 
defeated.  I  hope  that  twenty  thousand  will  be 
printed;  it  is  just  to  the  Secretary — it  is  just  to  the 
Administration. 

Mr.  METCALFE.  It  would  afford  me  great 
pleasure,  as  one  of  the  friends  of  Gen.  Taylor,  if 
I  thought  it  were  consistent  with  the  duty  which 
I  owe  to  the  country,  to  accord  the  whole  number 
of  printing  desired  by  the  gentleman  from  Missis- 

sippi, [Mr.  Davis.]  For  one,  it  is  not  my  purpose 
to  allow  anything  to  drop  from  my  lips  that  can 

provoke  party  disputations  in  the  Senate.  The 
question  is  this:  Shall  we  print  twenty  thousand 
copies  of  this  report — double  the  number  of  copies 
ordered  for  the  President's  message;  or  shall  we 
not  rather  print  only  the  same  number — ten  thou- 

sand? Is  it  possible,  sir,  tjiat  it  is  necessary  that 

the  public  mind  should  be  illuminated,  as  the  lan- 

guage of 'the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi 
seemed  to  intimate,  by  Congressional  documents 

exclusively?  Are  there  no  other  sources  of  popu- 
lar information  accessible  to  the  intelligent  people 

of  this  country,  besides  the  documents  emanating 
from  this  body?  On  the  contrary,  the  people  are 
sick  and  tired  of  the  dissemination  throughout  the 
country  of  so  many  of  these  large  documents. 
For  what  are  our  printers  of  newspapers  scattered 

abroad  all  over  the  country,  if  they  cannot  dissemi- 
nate the  matter  of  these  reports  without  the  neces- 

sity of  issuing  from  this  Capitol  so  many  thousands 
of  copies  every  year,  and  extending  them  to  such 
numbers  that,  as  the  gentleman  from  New  Hamp- 

shire has  very  properly  said,  we  have  not  yet  dis- 
tributed half  the  copies  of  one  of  the  documents 

ordered  at  the  last  session,  for  the  reason  that  they 

have  not  yet  come  into  the  possession  of  members. 

They  had  become  extravagant — extremely  extrav- 
agant— in  relation  to  the  printing  of  public  docu- 

ments. Concurring  then,  as  he  heartily  did,  with 

the  views  presented  by  the  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut, he  was  constrained,  notwithstanding  the 

appeal  which  had  been  made  to  his  magnanimity 
by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Florida,  to  vote 
against  the  proposition  to  print  twenty  thousand 

copies. 
The  question  was  then  taken  upon  Mr.  Davis's 

motion,  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  resulted  as  follows: 
•j  YEAS— ;Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Athei ton,  Borland,  Brad- 

bury, Breese,  Bright,  B uller, Davis of  Mississippi,  Dickinson, 
Dix,  Dodge,  Douglas,  Downs,  Felon,  Fitzgerald,  Fitzpatrick, 
Foote,  Hamlin,  Ilou.-ton,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  King, 
Rusk,  Sturgeon,  Turney.  Walker,  Westcoit,  and  Yulee — 29. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien, 

Cameron,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Cor  win,  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 
Dayton,  Hale,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana, 
Metealle,  Miller,  Niles,  Pearce,  Spruauce,  Underwood,  and 

Upham— 21. 
So  the  order  was  agreed  to. 

RAILROAD  ACROSS  THE  ISTHMUS. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  presented  a  memorial  in  rela- 
tion to  the  construction  of  a  railroad  across  the 

Isthmus  of  Panama. 
He  remarked  that  the  memorial  set  forth  the 

great  importance  of  the  construction  of  a  railroad 
across  that  Isthmus,  in  connection  with  steamships 
of  the  Government  for  commerce,  the  post  office, 
military  and  naval  stores,  &c.  It  also  set  forth 
that  the  company  have  obtained  from  the  Govern- 

ment of  New  Granada  a  charter  giving  them  the 
exclusive  privilege  to  the  right  of  way  across  the 
Isthmus  for  ninety-nine  years,  which  would  of 
course  be  protected  by  the  treaty  which  we  have 
already  made  with  that  Government. 

The  memorialists  ask  no  appropriation  of  money; 

they  ask  no  aid  from  this  Government  in  the  con- 
struction of  the  work.  They  propose  to  make  the 

road  with  their  own  money — their  own  means; 
and  all  they  ask  is,  that  this  Government  shall 
contract  with  them,  at.  reasonable  prices,  for  carry- 

ing the  mails,  munitions  of  war,  and  naval  stores, 
when  the  road  shall  be  finished,  and  no  money  to 
be  paid  until  the  work  goes  into  operation  and  the 
service  is  performed. 

The  memorial  is  as  follows: 

To  the  Honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives : 
The  memorial  of  Win.  H.  Aspinwall,  John  L.Stephens, 

Henry  Chauncey,  and  their  associates,  respectfully  repre- sents \t 

Thatlhe  acquisition  of  California  and  the  settlement  of 
our  boundary  line  in  Oregon  have  opened  a  new  erain  tire 
history  of  this  country.  Of  the  value  of  these  new  territo- 

ries they  do' not  propose  to  speak  further  than  to  say,  that 
the  mildness  of  the  climate,  the  richness  of  the  soil,  the 
great  promise  of  mineral  wealth, and,  above  all,  the  long  line 
of  coast,  with  the  magnificent  harbors  on  the  Pacific,  seem 
to  be  sufficiently  appreciated  by  all  classes  of  our  people. 
At  this  moment  hundreds  of  young  men,  full  of  enterprise, 
from  our  eastern  Slates,  are  buffeting  the  storms  of  tape 
Horn,  while  in  the  coming  spring  the  hardy  pioneers  of  the 
West  will  be  moving  by  thousands  over  the  desolate  prairies 
or  climbing  the  rugged  steeps  of  the  Rocky  Mountains,  to 
build  up  for  us  new  States  on  the  Pacific.  Already  it  is  felt 
as  a  hardship  by  those  who  go  out  from  amongst  us;,  that, 

once  settled  in  California  and  Oregon,  they  are,  to*a  great 
extent,  cut  off  from  all  the  dearest  relations  of  life,  and  that 
there  arc  no  means  of  returning  or  of  personal  intercourse 
with  friends  at.  home,  except  by  the  stormiest  passage  ever 
known  at  sea,  or  the  most  toilsome  journey  ever  made  by 
land. 

In  view  of  this  condition  of  things,  and  to  hold  out  some 
encouragement  to  emigrants  that  they  might  not  be  virtually 

expatriated  when  upon  our  own  soil,  and  with  a  further 
view  of  facilitating  our  communications  vviih  our  military 
and  naval  stations  on  the  Pacific,  Congress,  at  its  ses- 

sion' belore  the  last,  established  a  line  of  monthly  mail 
steamers  from  New  York  to  Chagres  on  the  Atlantic  side  of 
the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  and  from  Panama,  on  the  Pacific 
side,  to  California  and  Oregon.  This  will  no  doubt  answer 
sufhcirtilly  the  great  purpose  of  facilitating  correspondence 
by  mail  with  those  territories-,  but  it  cannot  answer,  to  any 
extent,  the  immediate  and  pressing  want  of  a  thoroughfare 
for  travel  which  women  and  children  may  pass  over,  nor 
can  it  answer  at  all  the  constant  and  sometimes  press- 

ing occasions  for  the  transportation  of  men,  munitions  of 
war,  and  naval  stores,  for  oar  military  and  naval  stations  ob 
the  Pacific  ;  all  of  which,  however  great  the  emergency  and 
at  whatever  sacrifice  of  time  and  money,  must  go  by  the 
long  and  hazardous  voyage  around  Cape  Horn,  or  by  the 
wild  paths  across  the  Rocky  Mountains,  for  half  the  yea? 
covered  with  snows,  and  entirely  impracticable. 
The  Isthmus  of  Panama  is  about  fifty  miles  in  breadth, 

less  than  on  any  other  part  of  the  continent  of  America,  and 
from  the  falling  off  of  the  great  rantre  of  Cordilleras,  running, 
from  the  Rocky  Mountains  to  the  Andes,  it  has  always  been 
considered  as  the  region  in  which,  if  ever,  an  easy  commu- 

nication would  be  affected,  either  by  canal  or  road,  between- 
the  two  seas.  The  route  over  it  is  probably  worse  bow  than 
in  the  early  days  of  Spanish  dominion,  when  the  gold  of 
Peru  passed  over  it,  to  freight  with  almost  fabulous  wealth 
the  argosies  of  Spain.  No  wheel  carriage  has  eventftempted 
to  cross  it.  The  present  mode  of  doing  so  is  by  canoe,  up> 
the  Chagres  river,  set,  for  a  great  part  of  the  distance,  by 
poles  against  the  current,  and  requiring  twenty-eight  to 
thirty  hours  to  Cru-ees.  Thence  to  Panama  there  is  a  mule 
road,  difficult  at  all  times  for  women  and  children,  particu- 

larly with  the  effects  of  a  moving  or  emigrating  party,  and, 
during  the  rainy  season,  almost  impassable. 
The  Pacific  Mail  Company,  charged  with  the  transporta- 

tion of  the  mail  from.  Panama  to  California,  and  to  Oregon,- 
comprising  your  memorialists,  immediately  upon  assuming, 
the  obligations  of  their  contract,  saw  the  necessity,  for  their 
own  interest,  of  improving  the  road  across  the  Isthmus;  and, 
after  consultation  with  several  gentlemen  in  high  position. 
at  Washington,  took  upon  themselves  the  burden  and  ex- 

pense of  fitting  out  an  expedition  for  the  purpose  of  an  ex- 
amination and  survey.  One  of  their  associates,  to  whom 

the  execution  of  this  work  was  intrusted  passed  the  last 
winter  on  tiie  Isthmus,  attended  by  two  engineers  of  high 
standing,  who,  besides  making  general  observations  upon> 
the  face  of  the  country,  commenced  a  regular  survey  of  high, 
water  mark  on  the  shore  of  the  Pacific,  and  carried  itaeross- the  Cordilleras  down  to  the  first  stream  that  enters  into  the 
Atlantic,  when  the  further  prosecution  of  the  work  was 
broken  up  by  the  setting,  in  of  the  rainy  season ;  and  the 

party  returned  to  New  York. 
The  scheme  of  this  company,  in  incurring  the  expense  of 

this  expedition,  contemplated,  as  your  memorialists  under- 
stand, some  action  on  the  part  of  the  tJovemment  in  the- 

way  ot'its  aiding  in  the  construction  of  at  least  a  good  wagon 
or  a  plank  road  ;  but  the  result  satisfied  them  that,  from  the 
broken  character  of  the  country  and  the  deluges  of  the  rainy 
season,  this  would  be  a  work  of  far  greater  magnitude  than 

they  had  expected,  and-  in  the  mean  time  a  new  aspect  has- 
been  given  in  this  matter  by  the  important  action  of  the 
Government  itself. 

A  treaty  has  been  negotiated  with  the  Government  of  New 

Granada, "by  which  the  United  States  have  undertaken,- in- consideration  of  a  free  and  uninterrupted  right  of  way  over 
the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  by  any  road  or  roads  then  existing 
or  thereafter  to  be  made,  to  guaranty  to  the  public  the  neu- 

trality of  the  isthmus  and  the  authority  of  New  Granada- 
over  it:  so  that  if  the  isthmus  should  he  invaded  by  any  for- 

eign Power,  the  United  States  are  bound  to  protect  it  with, 
their  army  and  navy.  This  treaty,  so  new  in  its  character 
and  so  important  in  the  obligations  it  assumes,  was  ratified" 
by  the  Senate,  as  your  memorialists  understand,  without  a 

dissenting  voice;  and  your  memorialists  regard  it  as  a  man- 
ifest indication  on  the  part  of  our  Government  of  the  great 

national  importance  of  a  free  and  uninterrupted  passage  at 

all  times  and  forever  across*  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  as  the closing  act  of  that  policy  which  established  the  mail  route 
to  California  and  Oregon  by  way  of  that  isthmus,  and  as 
devolving  upon  the  Government  the  necessity  of  lending  its 
countenance  towards  the  improvement  of  the  road  across 
it,  without  which,  they  respectfully  represent,  the  heavy 
obligations  of  the  treaty  will  be  attended  with  no  equivalent 
advantage,  and  the  right  of  way  thus  wisely  secured  can. 
never  be  fully  enjoyed.  Impressed  with  the  importance  of 
this  matter,  as  involving  the  prosperity  of  California  and 
Oregon,  and  the  welfare  of  all  who  arein  any  way  connected' 
with  our  citizens  in  those  Territories;  and  regarding  it  as 
vitally  affecting  the  best  interests  of  our  Government  in  a. 
political  and  pecuniary  point  of  view;  and  having  under 
their  control  the  maps,  drawing,  and  other  information  pro 
cured  by  the  Paciffe  Mail  Company, — your  memorialists 
have  secured  to  themselves  an  exclusive  grant  or  privilege 
of  ninety-nine  years,  from  the  Republic  of  New  Granada,, 
for  constructing 'a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama  ; 
and  they  come  before  your  honorable  body  to  ask  the  coop- 

eration and  aid  necessary  for  carrying  out  this  great  Ameri- 
can work.  They  beg  leave  to  say,  that  its  speedy  comple- 

tion by  private  enterprise  alone,  without  the  countenauce 
of  Government,  cannot  be  expected.'  Privilege  after  privi- 

lege, similar  to  that  which  they  now  hold,  has  been  granted 

to "others,  and  all  have  failed.  It  does  not  promise  any  im- 
mediate or  certain  returns;  and  for  complete  and  early  suc- 

cess,- it  requires  some  engagement  for  employment  and 
compensation  by  this  Government,  as  an  inducement  to  cap- 

italists to  unite  with  your  memorialists  in  furnishing  the 

necessary  means. Your  memorialists  believe  that  events  have  been  rolling 
on  towards  a  consummation  of  this  long- talked-of  work,  and 
that  the  appointed  time  has  now  arrived;  that  the  acquisi- 

tion of  California  by  the  United  States  and  the  establishment 
of  an  organized  government  in  our  territory  of  Oregon  have 
fixed  the  period  and  the  hands  by  which  it  is  to  be  accom- 

plished; tnat  it  has  become  the  destiny  of  this  country,  for 
its  own  interests,  for  the  benefit  of  its  own  people,  and  for 
the  good  of  the  world,  alone,  promptly,  and  without  delay, 

to  achieve  an  enterprise  which  for  more  than  three  centu- 
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vies  lias,  under  some  aspect.,  been  contemplated  and  pro- 
posed by  all  the  great  Powers  of  Europe.  It  is  under  a 

strong  sense  that 'they  but  speak  the  feelings  of  the  great 
mass  of  our  people  that  they  have  ventured  to  embark  in  the 

great  enterprise  before  them,  and  to  aim  at  becoming  instru- 
ments in  carrying  out  a  work  which,  from  the  time  when 

Nunez  Balboa,  from  the  heights  of  Dai  ten,  first  saw  the  great 
Soutu  Sea,  has  occupied  ihe  minds  of  ail  civilized  people, 
which  must  reflect  honor  upon  American  enterprise,  ami 
which,  by  bringing  into  close  relations  the  most  distant  parts 
of  our  republic,  must  add  to  and  enlarge  the  sphere  of  hu- 

man happiness. 
Your  memorialists  hope  that  these  and  other  considera- 

tions of  the  like  nature  may  have  all  proper  influence  upon 
your  honorable  budy^  but  they  ask  your  cooperation  on 
none  of  these  grounds  ;  they  ask  it  only  on  the  ground,  first, 
of  economy  and  pecuniary  saving  to  the  Government,  in  the 
transportation  of  men,  munitions  of  war,  and  naval  stores  to 
•our  military  and  naval  stations  in  California  anil  Oregon;  and 
second,  on  the  higher  and  more  important  political  ground 
of  being  able  cm  an  emergency,  and  when  occasion  requires, 
to  send  reinforcements  in  less  than  thirty  days,  instead  of 
six  months,  as  required  to  send  them  around  Cape  Horn  or 
across  the  Koeky  Mountains.  They  ask  no  advance  of 
money  towards  the  construction  of  the  mad,  and  no  com- 

pensation until  services  are  performed  ;  but  they  respect- 
fully pray  your  honorable  bodies  to  empower  and  direct  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  enter  into  a  contract  with  your 
memorialists  lor  the  transportation  on  said  road,  for  a  period 
•of  twenty  years ,-of  naval  and  army  supplies,  including  troops, 
munitions  of  war,  provisions,  naval  stores,  the  mails  of  the 
United  States,  and  its  public  agents,  at  a  sum  not  exceeding 
■the  amount  now  specified  by  law  to  be  paid  for  the  trans- 

portation of  the  mails  alone  from  New  York  to  Liverpool; 
provided  tiiat  your  memoralists  shall  within  one  year  com- 

mence, and  within  three  years  complete;  the  consirucliofi  of 
B  railroad  across  the  Isihnras  of  Panama,  connecting  the 
waters  of  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans. 

VV.  H.  ASPINWALL, 
JOHN  L.  STEPHENS, 
HENRY  CHAUNCV. 

On  motion,  the  memorial  was  ordered  to  be 

printed. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS  gave  notice  that  he  would,  to- 

morrow, or  on  some  convenient  day,  introduce  a 

bill  granting  the  right  of  way-,  and  making  a  dona- 
tion of  land  to  the  State  of  Illinois,  in  aid  -of  cer- 
tain railroads  connecting  the  upper  and  lower  Mis- 

sissippi with  the  iine  of  northern  Lakes  and  Chi- 
cago. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Mr.  President,  I  now  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill,  of  which  notice  was  given 
last  Monday,  for  the  admission  of  California  as  a 
State  of  this  Union.  I  desire  to  submit  a  few  con- 

siderations why  I  think  this  course  should  be 
adopted. 

Leave  having  been  given — 
Mr.  D.  proceeded.  The  reason  why  I  take  this 

step  in  reference  to  the  territorial  government  of 
California,  a  bill  for  which  was  proposed  at  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  is  this:  A  great  revolution 
has  taken  place  in  the  prospects  and  condition  of 
that  country  since  the  adjournment  of  the  last  ses- 

sion of  Congress.  The  discovery  of  vast  mineral 
wealth  and  the  completion  of  the  line  of  steamers 
connecting  that  country  with  the  United  States, 
furnishing  the  means  of  transportation  between  the 
two  countries,  have  invited  into  that  country  a  tide 
of  emigration  so  great,  and  constantly  increasing, 
that  we  find,  that  although  we  did  not  anticipate, 
for  many  .years,  a  population  sufficiently  large  to 
entitle  that  country  to  admission  into  our  Union  as 
a  State,  we  now  have  reason  to  believe  that  the 
time  is  elose  at  hand  when  California  will  possess 
a  population  far  exceeding  the  number  requisite  to 
entitle  her  to  admission  as  a  State  into  this  Con- 

federacy. Another  reason  is,  I  despair  of  any  hope 
of  passing  a  territorial  bill  at  this  session  of  Con- 

gress, for  reasons  which  may  be  apparent  to  all  of 
us,  as  three  different  bills,  presented  for  that  pur- 

pose, have  been  already  rejected.  Another  reason 
is,  if  we  have  to  wait  till  the  next  session  of  Con- 

gress before  we  shall  legislate,  I  apprehend  that 
all  idea  of  territorial  government  will  be  at  an  end, 
as  there  will  be  a  population,  as  I  have  before  said, 
in  California  sufficient  to  entitle  her  to  admission 
as  a  State  into  this  Union. 

My  bill  provides  that  all  the  territory  acquired 
from  Mexico  by  the  treaty  of  peace  shall  consti- 

tute one  State  in  this  Union,  Congress  reserving 
the  right,  at  any  time  it  may  choose  to  exercise  it, 
of  forming  new  States  out  of  any  portion  of. said 
territory  which  lies  east  of  the  Sierra  Nevada 
mountains,  so  that  there  will  be  a  permanent  State 
of  California  upon  the  coast;  and  the  territory 
lying  east  of  that  range  of  mountains,  including 
the  valleys  of  San  Francisco  and  Sacramento, 
would  form  a  State  of  about  the  size  of  the  State 
of  Virginia.  I  also  propose  to  divide  this  State 
into  two  judicial  districts,  to  be  known  as  the  east 
district  and  the  west  district,  the  judges  of  which 
shall  reside  in  their  respective  districts. 

These  are  the  outlines  of  the  bili.  I  bring  them 
forward  merely  as  a  suggestion,  with  the  hope 
that  out  of  it  we  may  get  something  that  will  be  a 
law  to  the  people  of  that  country.  If  it  be  the 
wish  of  the  Senate  that  a  territorial  bill  shall  be 

introduced  in  the  place  of  this,  1  am  ready  now, 

with  great  pleasure,  to  support  the  bill  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Clayton,]  chairman  of 

the  special  commiitee  appointed  at  the  last  session, 

or,  with  still  greater  pleasure,  support  a  bill  pre- 
senting and  carrying  out  the  Missouri  compro- 

mise, as  I  proposed  myself  at  the  last  session. 
But  if  we  cannot  get  this,  I  am  in  favor  of  giving 
law  to  the  people  of  that  country  by  bringing  it 
into  the  Union  at  once,  that  we  may  give  quiet- 

ness and  harmony  to  the  country,  and  that  we  may 
be  able  to  settle  tins  question. 

The  Secretary  then  read  the  bill,  as  follows: 
A  BILL  for  the  admission  of  California  in  the  Union  as  a 

State. 
Be  it  ■enacted,  Sfc.,  That  all  that  portion  of  the  territory  of 

the  United  States  which  was  acquired  by  the  "  treaty  of 
peace,  friendship,  limits,  ai:d  settlement  with  the  Republic 
of  Mexico,  concluded  February  2,  1848,"  shall  be  one  State, 
and  the  same  is  hereby  declared  to  be  one  of  the  United 
States  of  America,  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States  in  all  respects  whatsoever,  by  the  name  and  title  of 
the  State  of  California :  Provided,  That  Congress  reserves  to 
itself  the  right,  at  any  time  it  may  choose  to  exercise  the 
same,  of  forming  and  admitting  new  States  out  of  any  por- 

tion of  said  territory  which  lies  east  of  the  summit  of  the 
range  known  as  the  Sierra  Nevada  or  California  mountains : 
And  provided,  further,  That  the  United  States  reserve  unto 
themselves  all  rights  of  property  in  the  public  domain  anil 
other  property  ceded  by  said  treaty  free  from  taxes  and 
assessments  of  any  kind  by  said  State  ;  and  also  the  power 
of  disposing  of  the  same,  including  liie  right  of  adjusting  all 
claims  and  titles  to  the  same  derived  from  foreign  Govern- 

ments, in  such  manner  as  Congress  shall  prescribe. 
Sec.  2.  Jind  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  the  laws  of  the 

United  States  which  are  not  locally  inapplicable  shall  have 
the  same  force  and  effect  within  the  said  State  of  California 

as  elsewhere  in  the  United  States.  The~said  State  shall  be 
divided  into  two  judicial  districts,  to  be  known  as  the  east- 

ern and  western  districts  of  California ;  and  that  portion 
thereof  which  lies  west  of  the   meridian  of  longitude 
from  Washington  shall  constitute  the  western  district,  and 
all  that  part  of  said  territory  east  of  said  meridian  line  shall 
comprise  the  eastern  district.  A  district  court  shall  be  held 
in  each  of  said  districts,  to  consist  of  one  judge  in  each,  who 
shall  reside  therein,  and  be  called  the  district  judge.  The 
said  judges  in  their  respective  districts  shall  hold  three  ses- 

sions of  their  courts  annually,  to  commence  on  the  first 
Mondays  in  June,  October,  and  February,  in  each  year; 
and  the  said  judges  shall,  in  their  respective  districts,  in  all 
things,  have  and  exercise  the  same  jurisdiction  and  powers 
which  were  given  by  law  to  the  judges  of  the  Kentucky  dis- 

trict, under  an  act  entitled  "  An'aet  to  establish  the  judicial 
courts  of  the  United  States,"  and  an  act  entitled  "  An  act 
in  addition  to  an  act  to  establish  the  judicial  courts  of  the 
United  Slates,"  approved  the  second  day  of  March,  1793, 
and  the  acts  supplemental  thereto.  The  said  judges  shall 
each  appoint  his  own  clerk,  who  shall  receive  and  keep  the 
records  of  the  court  at  the  place  of  holding  the  same,  and 
shall  receive  for  services  performed  by  him  the  same  fees  to 
which  the  clerk  of  the  Kentucky  court  is  entitled  for  similar 
services. 

Sec.  3.  Jindbe  it  further  enacted,  That  there  shall  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  con- 

sent of  the  Senate,  for  each  of  said  districts,  a  district  judge, 
an  attorney  for  the  United  Slates,  and  a  marshal.  The 
judges  shall  each  receive  an  annual  salary  of  two  thousand 
dollars,  to  commence  from  the  date  of  appointment,  and  be 
paid  at  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States.  The  district 
attorney  shall,  in  addition  to  his  stated  fees,  be  paid  by  the 
United  States  two  hundred  dollars  annually,  as  a  full  com- 

pensation for  extra  services.  The  marshal  shall  perforin 
the  same  duties,  be  subject  to  the  same  regulations  and  pen- 

alties, and  be  entitled  to  the  same  fees  as  are  provided  for 
and  prescribed  to  marshals  in-other  districts,  and  shall  more- 

over be  entitled  to  the  sum  of  two  hundred  dollars  annually 
as  a  compensation  for  all  extra  services. 

Sec.  4.  Jind.  he  it  further  enacted.,  That,  until  the  next  gen- 
eral census  and  apportionment,  the  said  State  shall  be  en- 

titled to  two  Representatives  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BERRIEN,  the  bill  was  read 
a  second  time  by  its  title. 

It  was  also,  on  motion,  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT, 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  communi- 
cate to  the  Senate  such  information  as  he  may  possess  with 

respect  to  the  expediency  of  a  speedy  survey,  by  the  Coast 
Survey,  of  the  reefs  and  coasts  of  South  Florida,  and  the 
making  of  authentic  charts  thereof;  arid  also,  an  estimate  of 
such  additional  or  special  appropriation  as  may  be  necessary therefor. 

Mr.  ATHERTON  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution: ♦ 

Resolved,  That  the  orders  passed  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session,  discharging  the  Committees  on  Commerce,  Pen- 

sions, Military  Affairs,  and  Naval  Allans,  from  the  business 
not  reported  on,  be  rescinded,  so  far  as  they  include  bills, 
resolutions,  and  reports  embraced  in  the  joint  rule  adopted 
by  the  Senate  oi)  the  14th  of  August  last. 

Mr.  ATHERTON  asked  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  at  this  time;  and  the  resolution  being 
under  consideration, 

Mr.  ATHERTON  read  the  joint  resolution 
adopted  at  the  last  session,  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  following  be  added  to  the  joint  rules 

of  the  two  Houses:  ' "After  six  days  from  the  commencement  of  a  second  or 
subsequent  session- of  Congress,  all  bills,  resolutions,  or  re- 

ports which  originated  in  either  House,  and  at  the  close  of 
the  next  preceding  session  remained  undetermined  in  either 
House,  shall  be  resumed  and  acted  on  in  the  same  manner 

as  if  an  adjournment  had  not  taken  place." 

Fie  then  explained,  that  before  the  adoption  of 
this  rule,  several  of  the  committees  had  been  dis- 

charged from  the  business  before  them.  His  ob- 
ject, in  the  introduction  of  this  resolution,  was  to 

restore  to  these  committees  the  business  from 

which  they  had  been  thus  discharged,  in  order 

that  it  might  be  resumed  according  to  the  instruc- tion of  the  new  rule. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,     ■ 
Ordered,  That  the  Senate  will",  nt  12  o'clock  to-morrow, proceed  to  the  election  of  the  committees. 

.i  Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  on  leave,  introduced 
a  joint  resolution  reappointing  two  of  the  regents 
of  the  Smithsonian  Institute,  whose  terms  had  ex- 

pired; which  was  read  a  first  time. 
Mr.  DAVIS  explained  the  necessity  for  the  im- 

mediate passage  of  the  resolution,  as  a  meeting  of 
the  regents  would  take  place  on  Wednesday,  and 
it  was  important  that  the  board  should  be  fully 

organized. The  joint  resolution  was  then  read  a  second 
time,  passed  through  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

CHAPLAIN. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  Senate  proceeded 
to  the  election  of  a  Chaplain. 

The  Senators  proceeded  to  ballot,  and  on  the  first 
ballot,  the  numbers  appeared  as  follows: 
Total  number  of  votes   47 

Necessary  to  a  choice   24 
For  Mr.  Slicer   28 

Mr.  Henshaw   6 
Mr.  Smith    9 

Mr.  Dewey     4 
Blank     1 

So  the  Bev.  Mr.  Slicer  was  reelected  Chaplain. 

Mr.  RUSK  presented  a  memorial  from  Marvin 

W.  Fisher,  praying  compensation  from  Govern- ment for  the  use  of  his  copper  percussion  caps; 
which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  BADGER  presented  the  memorial,  petition, 
and  remonstrance  of  the  ministers  and  delegates 

representing  the  churches  which  compose  the  Ke- 
hukee  Primitive  Baptist  Association,  assembled 
in  Conference  with  the  Baptist  Church  at  Great 
Swamp,  Pitt  county,  North  Carolina,  praying  that 
Congress  will  abolish  all  laws  or  resolutions  now 
in  force  respecting  the  establishment  of  religion, 
whereby  Chaplains  to  Congress,  the  army,  and 

navy,  ai'e  employed  and  paid  to  exercise  their  reli- 

gious functions. Mr.  BADGER  said  he  wished  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  he  did  not  concur  in  the  object  of  this 

memorial.  Pie  thought  the  petitioners  were  en- 
tirely wrong.  But  as  the  petition  was  couched  in 

respectful  language,  he  would  ask  for  ils  reading, 
and  would  then  move  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table 

and  printed. 
The  petition  was  then  read,  laid  on  the  table,  and 

ordered  to  be  printed.  . 

Mr.  BRADBURY  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  lies  over  under  the  rule: 

Resolved,  That,  until  otherwise  ordered,  Thursday  of  each 
week  be  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of  private  bills; 
and  that  at  one  o'clock,  p.  m.,  On  Thursday  next,  the  Senate 

will  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  tliese^bills,  to  the  'exclu- sion of  other  business. 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Monday,  December  11,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  Thursday  last  was  read  and 

approved. 
Several  other  members  appeared  and  took  their seats,  viz, 

From  the  State  of  Texas — Timothy  Pillsbury. 

From  the  State  of  Pennsylvania — John  Freed- ley. 

From  the  State  of  Alabama — John  Gayle. 

From  the  State  of  Virginia — Andrew  S.  Ful- ton. 

From  the  State  of  Arkansas — Robert  W.  John- son. 
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From  the  State  of  Kentucky — Green  Adams. 
Front  the  State  of  Maine — David  Hammons  and 

Hiram  Belcher. 
From  the  State  of  New  York — Washington 

Hunt  and  Peter  H.  Silvester,    i 

COMMITTEES  OF  THE  HOUSE. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  following  as  the 
committees  appointed  under  the  order  of  the  House 
heretofore  adopted: 

Committee  on  Elections. — Messrs.  Thompson  of 
Indiana,  Mullin,  Chase,  Boydon,  Jenkins,  Van 
Dyke,  Inge,  Roman,  and  Williams. 

Of  Ways  and  Means. — Messrs.  Vinton, Stephens, 
McKay,  Hudson,  McDowell,  Morehead,  Pollock, 
Hubbard,  and  Nicoll. 

On  Claims. — Messrs.  Rockwell  of  Connecticut, 
Crowell,  Daniel,  Nelson,  Wilmot,  Dunn,  Ligon, 
Flournoy,  and  Thomas. 

On  Commerce. — Messrs.  Hunt,  Grinnell,  Went- 
worth,  Woodward,  Hampton  of  Pennsylvania, 
Thibodeaux,  Gregory,  Atkinson,  and  Bingham. 

On  Public  Lands. — Messrs.  Collamer,  Duncan,. 
Shepperd,  B  rod  head,  Putnam,  Hall  of  Missouri, 
Evans  of  Maryland,  Cobb  of  Alabama,  and  Gree- 
ley. 

On  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. — Messrs.  Gog- 
gin,  Root,  Brown  of  Pennsylvania,  St.  John, 
Phelpa,  Embree,  Jones  of  Tennessee,  Lincoln,  and 
Kaufman. 

On  the  District  of  Columbia. — Messrs.  Chapman, 
Tallmadge,  Brown  of  Mississippi, Barrow, Fteklin, 
Henry,  Edwards,  Thurston,  and  Gaines. 

On  the  Judiciary. — Messrs.  J.  R.  lngersoll,  Ash- 
mun,  Pettit,  Hull  of  New  York,  Lumpkin,  Dixon, 
French,  Taylor,  and  Meade. 

On  Revolutionary  Claims. — Messrs.  King  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, Butler,  Bowdon,  Iverson,  Kellogg, 

Morris,  Newell,  Smart,  and  Lynde. 
On  Public  Expenditures. — Messrs.  Clingman, 

Strohm,  Bedinger,  Hale,  Jameson,  Jones  of  Geor- 
gia, La  Sere,  Clark  of  Maine,  and  Conger. 

On  Private  Land  Claims. — Messrs.  Gayle,  Bra- 
dy, Wick,  Ramsay,  Harmanson,  Tompkins,  Can- 

by,  Johnson  of  Tennessee,  and  Darling. 

On  Manufactures. — Messrs.  Stewart  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Abbott,  Houston  of  Delaware,  Eclsall,  Sher- 

rill,  Brown  of  Virginia,  Crisfield,  Johnson  of  New 
Hampshire,  and  Stuart  of  Michigan. 

On  Agriculture. — Messrs.  White,  Sawyer,  Pal- 
frey, Harris,  Rockhill,  Belcher,  Thompson  of 

Iowa,  Slingerland,  and  Goggin. 
On  Indian  Affairs. — Messrs.  Barringer,iGentry, 

Thompson  of  Mississippi,  McJIvaine,  Cathcart, 
Giddings,  Peck,  Buckner,  and  Johnson  of  Arkan- 
sas. 

On  Militm-y  Affairs.—  Messrs:  Botts,  Burt,  Wil- 
son, Haralson,  Dickey,  Boyd,  Marvin,  Haskell, 

and  Fisher. 

On  the  Militia. — Messrs.  Thompson  of  Kentucky, 
Blanchard,  McLane,  Peaslee,  Black-mar,  Richard- 

son, Beale,  Featherston,  and  Dickinson. 

On  Naval  Affairs. — Messrs.  King  of  Georgia, 
Holmes  of  South  Carolina,  Schenck,  White,  Bay- 

ly, Levin,  Stanton,  Outlaw,  and  Tuck. 
On  Foreign  Affairs. — Messrs.  Smith  of  Connec- 

ticut, Hilliard,C.  J.  lngersoll,  Marsh,  Rhett,  Pen- 
dleton, Duer,  McClelland,  and  Duncan  of  Ohio. 

On  the  Territories. — Messrs.  Smith  of  Indiana, 
Cranston,  Cobb  of  Georgia,  Rockwell  of  Massa- 

chusetts, Thompson  of  Pennsylvania,  Gott,  Morse, 
Evans  of  Ohio,  and  Pillsbury. 

On  Revolutionary  Pensions. — Messrs.  Cocke,  Sil- 
vester, Cummins,  Freedley,  Bocock,  Donnell, 

Hammons,  Strong,  and  Sidney  Lawrence. 
On  Invalid  Pensions. — Messrs,  Fulton,  Nes, 

Fries,  W.  T.  Lawrence,  Venable,  Thompson  of 
Virginia,  Eckert,  Wiley,  and  Petrie. 

On  Roads  and  Canals. — Messrs.  Schenck,  Holmes 
of  New  York,  Smith  of  Illinois,  Irvin,  Clapp, 
Warren,  Peyton,  Newell,  and  Mann  of  Pennsyl- 
vania. 

On  Patents. — Messrs.  Farrelly,  Maclay,  Hen- 
ley, Jones  of  Georgia,  and  Miller. 

On  Public  Buildings  and  Grotinds. — Messrs. 
Houston  of  Delaware,  Preston,  Faran,  McLane, 
and  Reynolds. 

On  Revisal  and  Unfinished  Business. — Messrs. 
Nes,  Lord,  Hale,  Turner,  and  Hill  of  Tennes- 
see. 

On  Accounts. — Messrs.  King  of  Massachusetts, 
Gregory,  Starkweather,  Kennon,  and  Henry. 

On  Mileage. — Messrs.  Belcher,  Richey,  War- 
ren, Richardson,  and  Green. 

On  Engraving. — Messrs.  Levin,  Murphy,  and 
Adams  of  Kentucky. 

Standing  Committee  on  Library  on  part  of  the 

House.— Messi's.  Preston,  Murphy,  and  Palfrey. 
Standing  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills  on  part  of 

the  House. — Messrs.  Hampton  of  New  Jersey, 
and  Robinson. 

The  following  committees,  appointed  at  the  last 
session,  stand  through  the  Congress,  viz; 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  State, — 
Messrs.  Barringer,  Crozier,  Lahm,  Dixon,  and 
Collins. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Treasury  Department. — 
Messrs.  Root,  Donnell,  Birdsall,-  Buckner,  and 
Featherston. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Department  of  War. — 
Messrs.  Crozier,  Thompson  of  Indiana,  Kennon, 
Lord,  and  Lincoln. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Navy  Department. — 
Messrs.  Tompkins,  Boydon,  Maclay,  Clark  of 
Kentucky,  and  Tuck. 

On  Expenditures  in  the  Post  Office  Department. — 
Messrs.  Wilson,  Kellogg,  Stuart  of  Michigan, 
Leffler,  and  Thompson  of  Kentucky. 

On  Expenditures  on  the  Public  Buildings.- — 
Messrs.  Cabell,  Plampton  of  New  Jersey,  Saw- 

yer, Holmes  of  New  York-,  and  Richardson. 
RULES  AND  ORDERS  OF  PROCE  EDING. 

Mr.  TRUMAN  SMITH  moved  the  folio-wing 
resolution: 

■Resolved,  That  She  rules  and  orders  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, as  they  existed  at  the  close  of  last  session  of 

Congress,  be,  and  hereby  are,  adopted  as  the  rales  of  the 
House  for  and  during  the  residue  of  the  present  Congress; 
and  that  ̂ committee  he  appointed  so  report kuch  alterations 
and  amendments  a»  may  be  deemed  advisable, 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  amend  the  same,  by 
adding  thereto  the  following: 
And  no  ord.;r  of  the  House  making  a  bill,  report,  or  reso- 

lution, a  special  order  of  the  day  for  any  given  day,  shall 
entitle  it  to  a  preference  over  general  appropriation  hii}s; 
but,  notwithstanding  such  special  order,  the  House,  or  Com- 

mittee of  the  Whole,  may  proceed  to  Ihe  eonsideralion  of 

such  appropriation  bills. 

The  amendment  having  been  read — 
Mr.  VINTON  desired  to  say  a  few  words  in 

explanation  of  the  object  of  this  amendment.  It 
would,  he  said,  be  recollected  by  the  House  that 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress  special  orders  had 
taken  precedence  of  the  appropriation  bills.  The 
consequence  had  been,  that  the  House  had  been 
arrested  in  the  consideration  of  these  bills  for  more 

than  a  month.  Their  consideration,  during  the  last 

session,  had  occupied' as  much  time  as  now  re- 
mained for  the  deliberations  of  Congress  at  its 

present  session;  and  if  priority  were  to  be  given 
to  special  orders  over  the  general  appropriation 
bills,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  House  could  not 
reach  them  without  great  difficulty,  and  that  it 
would  in  fact  be  doubtful  whether  ihey  could  get 
at  them  at  all.  The  object  of  the  amendment  was, 
not  that  appropriation  bills  should  take  precedence 
over  special  orders,  but  to  place  it  in  the  power  of 
the  House  to  put  such  orders  aside  if  it  should 

think  proper  so  to  do. 
The  question  was  thereupon  taken,  and  the 

amendment  was  agreed  to  without  a  count. 

THE   SMITHSONIAN. INSTITUTION. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Tennessee,  moved  to  amend 
the  resolution  of  Mr.  T.  Smith,  so  as  to  provide 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Standing  Committee,  to 
be  called  the  Committee  on  the  Smithsonian  Insti- 
tute. 

Mr.  GOGGIN  rose,  and  was  understood  to  ex- 
press his  desire  to  offer  an  amendment  providing 

that  no  member  should  have  the  right  to  call  the 
previous  question  on  any  proposition  presented  to 
the  House  until  the  same  should  have  been  dis- 

tinctly stated  by  the  Chair  or  the  Clerk. 
Mr.  G.  desired,  if  in  order,  to  offer  this  as  an 

amendment  to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Johnson.] 

The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say  that  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr. 
Goggin]  would  be  in  order,  after  the  amendment 
of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Johnson] 
had  been  disposed  of.  The  question  now  was,  on 

ordering  the  appointmont  of  an  additional  commit- 
tee on  the  Smithsonian  Institution. 

The  question  was  accordingly  put  by  the  Chair; 
but  before  the  decision  had  been  announced — 

Mr.  JOHNSON  hoped,  he  said,  that  the  House 
would  adopt  his  amendment.  The  subject  involved 

the  expendituie  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dol- 

lars, and  he  could  see  no  substantial  reason  why 
opposition  should  be  made  to  the  appointment  of 
such  a  committee.  The  Regents  were  prepared, 

as  he  understood,  to  make  a  report.  This  Con- 
gress had  the  supervision  of  the  fund,  and  had  the 

appointment  of  some  of  its  Regents;  and  he  could 
not  see  why  this  body,  or  incorporation,  or  in- 

stitution, upon  which  so  much  money  had  been 
expended,  should  not  be  reported  upon,  as  to  its 
proceedings  and  condition,  to  this  House.  Con- 

gress had  received  the  fund,  and  had  become  re- 
sponsible for  it.  They  were  the  trustees.  Were 

they  to  act  before  a  committee  of  the  House  had 
reported  upon  the  manner  in.  which  the  funds  had 
been  disposed  of,  and  upon  other  matters  of  that 
kind?  He  was  utterly  astonished  that  his  amend- 

ment should  find  any  opponent  on  this  floor.  Did 
gentlemen  wish  to  exclude  all  light  upon  the  sub- 

ject— to  prevent  the  country  receiving  such  inform- 
ation as  it  was  in  their  power  to  give — to  keep 

from  public  view  the  facts  connected  with  the  ex*- 
penditure  of  the  money?  It  was  strange  that  any 
wentleman  should  be  found  willing  to  s;Jy  that  he 
did  not  want  a  committee  which  might  ascertain  all 

the  facts  and  report  them  to  the  country-i  Various 
complaints  had  been  made  as  to  the  expenditure 
of  the  money,  the  structure  of  tire  building,  and  the 
material  of  which  it  was  composed.  Were  gentle- 

men willing  to  exclude  all  those  facts  which  it  was 
requisite  should  be  known  in  order  to  arrive  at  cor- 
rectconclusions,andintelligently  to  direct  the  future 
operations  of  the  institution?  If  all  was  going  on 
well,  if  the  building  was  properly  constructed,  and 
the  money  had  been  properly  expended,  let  the 
country  understand  it.  He  trusted  that  the  House 
would  adopt  his  proposition,  and  that  aeommittee 
would  be  appointed. 
Mr.jVicOLELLAND  said  that  he  v/aa  not  op- 

posed to  the  appointment  of  the  committee  contem- 
plated by  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 

Tennessee,.  [Mr.  Johnson.]  At  the  same  time,  if 
he  had  no  other  reasons  than  those  which  had 

been  assigned  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
he  (Mr.  McC.)  should  be  radically  opposed  to 

such  an'appointmcnt.  Reports  had  been  sent  in 
by  thff- Board  of  Regents  that  were  very  full  and 
ample  in  regard  to  all  the  facts  that  the  people 

throughout  the  country  could  desire  to  know  con- 
cerning this  institution.  One  very  full  report  of  alE 

facts  touching  the  institution  had  been  laid  before 
the  House  at  the  last  session  of  Congress.  The 
House  had  refused  to  print  it.  That  report,  his 
friend  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Johnson]  would  find, 
had  set  forth,  in  a  simple  and  lucid  manner,  every- 

thing connected  with  the  institution  since  its  organ- 
ization— everything  that  had  been  done  under  the 

law  passed  by  Congress  down  to  that  time.  He, 
(Mr.  McC.,)  for  one,  as  a  member  of  the  Board  of 
Regents,  would  say,  that  it  was  not  afraid  of  any 

investigation  by  a  committee  of  this  House  or 
otherwise.  He  would  go  as  far  as  any  reasonable 
man  in  favor  of  economy  and  retrenchment;  and 
he  would  say  that  the  Board  of  Regents,  so  far  as 
his  knowledge  extended,  had  acted  upon  both 
these  principles  in  every  step  they  had  taker*  He 
was  astonished,  on  entering  upon  his  official  du~ 
ties,  to  find  that  almost  every  report  which  had 
been  put  in  circulation  in  regard  to  the  institution 
was  entirely  false  and  groundless.  He  hoped  that 

every  gentleman  here,  who  was  a  friend  to  the 
institution,  would  permit  a  committee  to  be  ap- 

pointed, and  that  it  might  be  composed  of  members 
who  were  radically  opposed  to  the  institution,  so 
that  no  barrier  should  be  interposed  to  the  most 
rigorous  and  searching  scrutiny.  And  (continued 
Mr.  McC.,)  if  that  committee  shall  give  to  the 
country  such  a  report  as  I  know  they  will  give, 
(for  none  other  can  they  make,)  the  effect  will-  be 
to  raise  the  institution  to  a  higher  point  in  public 

estimation  than  any  which  it'has  ever  yet  attained. Mr.  H1LLIARD  rose,  as  a  member  of  the  Board 
of  Regents  in  this  House,  to  make  no  opposition 
to  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 

see, if  it  should  be  the  deliberate  opinion  of  the 
House  that  such  a  committee  should  be  appointed. 
But  he  wished  the  House  to  mark  the  spirit  in 
which  the  motion  was  made.  When  the  report 
was  brought  forward  by  him  (Mr.  H.)  from  the 
Board  of  Regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institution, 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  and  a  motion  was 
made  to  print  it,  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
was  the  very  one  who  interposed  his  objection  to 
the  printing.  They  had  been  reproached  with  not 
being  willing  to  exhibit  their  doings  to  the  country. 
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It  had  been  said  that  there  had  been  improper  ex- 
penditures of  money,  an  indiscreet  distribution  of 

funds  authorized  by  them.  Here  was  an  ample 

report  setting  forth  all  the  facts,  making-  everything- 
plain;  and  when  he  had  moved  the  printing  of  the 
report,  for  the  information  of  the  country,  to  his 
amazement  that  very  gentleman  objected  to  the 
printing,  on  the  simple  ground  of  expense.  But 
now  the  gentleman  came  forward  with  a  proposi- 

tion to  form  a  standing  cammittee  whose  business 
it  should  be  to  supervise  the  action  of  the  three 
members  of  this  House  and  the  three  members  of 

the  Senate  who  were  already  charged  with  direct- 
ing the  affairs  of  this  institution.  He  should  offer 

no  objections  to  the  proposition;  he  left  it  to  the 
taste  and  judgment  of  the  House.  For  one,  he  gave 
way,  and  yielded  any  objections  which  he  had 
hitherto  offered  to  the  proposition. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Tennessee,  said  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  seemed  to  have  stepped  off 

upon  the  wrong  track  when  he  said  that  the  simple 
objection  which  he  (Mr.  J.)  had  had  to  the  print- 

ing at  the  last  session  of  Congress  v/as  that  it 
would  involve  an  expenditure  of  money. 

Mr.  HILLIARD  (in  his  seat)  said  he  had  so 
understood  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  continued.  The  gentleman 
from  Alabama  had  wholly  misconceived  his  oppo- 

sition to  the  printing  of  this  report  at  the  last 
session  of  Congress.  It  would  be  remembered  by 
the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  and  by  the  whole 
House,  that  he  (Mr.  J.)  was  striving  the  whole 
session,  that  he  had  made  effort  after  effort  to  pro- 

cure the  appointment  of  a  committee  before  this 
report  should  be  printed,  that  they  might  ascertain 
whether  this  was  the  report  which  should  be 
printed  or  not.  This  was  the  objection  he  had  to 
the  printing  of  the  report.  He  wanted  it  referred 
to  a  committee,  with  instructions  to  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  printing  this  report,  and  also  of 
printing  a  work  which  they  desired  to  have  printed 

upon  architecture — a  kind  of  mongrel  report  pre- 
pared by  some  of  the  regents.  He  wanted  a  com- 
mittee appointed  to  inquire  into  all  the  facts  about 

the  institution,  and  to  report  them  to  this  House; 

as  well  as  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  print- 
ing this  long,  voluminous  report  of  the  regents. 

Mr.  HILLIARD  said  he  believed  he  had  un- 

derstood the  gentleman's  remarks  correctly,  so  far 
as  his  objections  went  to  the  expenses  of  the  print- 

ing. The  gentleman  now  chose  to  assume  other 
grounds;  that  he  desired  to  examine  whether  it 
was  such  a  report  as  the  House  ought  to  receive. 
Now  it  would  have  been  far  better  for  the  gentle- 

man to  have  allowed  it  to  be  printed,  and  then  this 
House  would  have  been  better  enabled,  at  this 
session,  to  ascertain  the  fact  whether  it  was  such  a 
report  as  they  would  receive. 

But  there  was  no  concealing  the  fact,  that  the 
spirit  in  which  the  gentleman  made  his  motion  did 
not  grow  out  of  any  desire  to  nave  the  affairs  of 
this  institution  better  conducted,  or  to  make  its 
action  more  efficient,  or  to  relieve  it  of  a  single 
burden;  but,  on  the  contrary,  from  the  uncompro- 

-mising-  hostility  which  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee and  a  few  others — he  was  happy  to  say  they 

were  but  few — felt  against  this  institution.  The 
gentleman  would  be  for  destroying  its  organiza- 

tion, for  razing  its  structure  to  the  very  founda- 
tions, and  for  returning  to  the  British  Government, 

or  to  the  trustees  of  the  donor,  the  munificent  sum 
which  had  been  received  from  that  quarter.  He 
asked  the  gentleman  if  it  was  not  so,  and  if  he  was 

not  opposed  to  any  use'whatever  being  made  of the  fund  for  the  establishment  of  an  institution  in 
this  country  called  the  Smithsonian  Institution? 

Mr.  JOHNSON  said,  as  the  question  had  been 
asked  him,  he  would  very  cheerfully  answer  it. 
The  gentleman  wanted  to  know  if  his  hostility  was 
not  fixed  to  this  institution. 

Mr.  SMITH, of  Connecticut,  rose  to  a  question 
of  order.  He  wished  to  know  of  the  Speaker 
whether  ft  was  in  order  to  discuss  the  general  mer- 

its of  the  Smithsonian  Institution  upon  a  mere  prop- 
osition to  appoint  a  committee? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  the  House. had 
adopted  no  rules  of  proceeding,  and  that  the  Par- 

liamentary law  allowed  a  very  wide  range  of  de- bate. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  proceeded  in  his  explana- 
tion. He  was  satisfied  that  the  gentleman  from 

Alabama  with  no  unkind  spirit  asked  if  he  (Mr. 
J.)  was  not  fixed  in  his  hostility  to  the  very  or- 

ganization of  this  institution.     He  could  inform 

the  gentleman  from  Alabama  that  he  misconceived 
his  relation  to  the  Smithsonian  Institution.  He 

had  no  fixed  hostility  to  it.  The  hostility  (if 

it  could  be  so  called) — the  opposition  which  he 
had  to  this  institution  rested  upon  other  and  differ- 

ent grounds  from  a  mere  hostility  to  the  design 
of  such  an  institution.  One  of  the  principal  rea- 

sons why  he  wanted  this  committfee  appointed 

was  not  out  of  opposition  to  the  Smithsonian  In- 
stitution; but  taking  into  consideration  the  pecu- 

liar crisis  of  the  country  at  that  time,  and  the 
continuation  of  that  crisis  at  this  time,  and  the 
burdens  which, this  institution  was  imposing  upon 
the  Government,  he  wished  to  see  its  affairs  thor- 

oughly investigated  and  brought  before  the  public. 
That  this  fund  had  been  received  from  the  United 

States;  that  the  United  States  had  discharged  its 
duty  as  trustee  with  fidelity;  that  this  fund  had 
been  sunk  and  lost, — these  were  all  true;  and  ac- 

cording to  his  construction  of  the  Constitution  and 
of  the  duties  of  a  trustee,  he  considered  that  the 

Government  was  exonerated  from  any  further  re- 
sponsibility in  connection  with  this  fund.  It  was 

well  known  that  the  original  fund  had  been  lost, 
and  it  was  known,  too,  that  the  law  establishing 
the  Smithsonian  Institution,  took  the  money  out  of 
the  treasury  of  the  Government — out  of  the  peo- 

ple's pocket.  When  the  Smithsonian  Institution 
was  founded,  every  dollar  of  the  money  received 
from  Mr.  Smithson  was  gone — not  a  dollar  of  it 
was  available.  He  had  opposed  an  institution  of 
this  kind  being  established  with  funds  taken  out 
of  the  treasury;  not  that  he  was  opposed  to  an  in- 

stitution established  upon  the  Smithsonian  fund — 
not  that  he  disapproved  of  the  object  of  the  donor; 
but  he  was  opposed  in  time  of  war,  when  we  were 
incurring  a  very  heavy  public  debt,  to  going  into 
the  treasury,  and  establishing  an  institution  of  this 
description,  at  an  expense  to  the  people  of  some 
five  or  six  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

Another  reason  was,  that  he  believed,  under  the 

law  itself,  the  money  had  been  improperly  with- 
drawn from  the  treasury  of  the  United  States. 

The  House  had  been  informed,  by  the  able  and 

eloquent  gentleman  from  Alabama,  that  the  re- 
gents had  withdrawn  money  from  the  treasury  to 

the  amount  of  $242,000,  and  by  an  extraordinary 

process  of  financiering,  were  doubling  and  com- 
pounding it.  They  had  been  informed,  also,  that 

none  of  the  principal  had  been  expended.  How 
had  this  been  done?  Why,  when  the  law  was 

passed,  every  gentleman  here  at  all  familiar  with 
the  subject  knew  that  this  fund  was  gone — that  not 
one  dollar  of  it  was  left;  he  had  the  documents 
before  him  to  show  that  this  was  the  fact.  But 

the  law  placed  that  in  the  treasury  which  was  not 
there;  it  was  a  legal  fiction.  It  said  that  a  certain 
amount  had  been  placed  in  the  treasury  in  1836, 
and  had  remained  there  and  been  drawing  interest 
from  1836,  and  that  theintereston  that  sum  (which 
was  not  in  the  treasury)  was  $242, 000;  and  this 
amount  was  appropriated  to  trie  erection  of  this 
institution,  called  the  Smithsonian  Institution.  He 
had  believed  it  wrong;  he  still  believed  it  so.  But 
under  this  law,  how  this  amount  of  money  had 
been  drawn  out  of  the  treasury  he  had  never  been 
able  to  ascertain.  He  was  in  hope,  now  that  a 
running  discussion  had  arisen  on  the  subject,  that 
they  would  be  informed  how  this  large  amount  of 
money  had  been  drawn  out  of  the  treasury.  He 

could  find  no  authority. for  it  in  the  act  establish- 
ing the  institution — no  authority  for  drawing  out 

of  the  treasury  this  large  amount  of  money,  and 
placing  it  in  the  hands  of  their  secretary,  or  at 
interest,  or  making  any  other  disposition  of  it. 

The  reason  why  he  had  opposed  the  printing 
of  this  report  at  the  last  session,  and  proposed  the 
appointment  of  a  committee,  was,  that  there  were 
rumors  about  the  city  in  relation  to  the  contract 
for  erecting  the  buildings;  it  had  been  charged  that 
there  had  been  bribery  going  on;  cards  had  been 
pnblished  that  there  was  maladministration  in  all 
these  matters;  that  there  was  corruption  in  the  very 
incipiency  of  this  institution.  They  had  been  told 
that  the  building  was  bad,  that  the  materials  fur- 

nished were  perishable,  while  he  understood  it 
was  the  design  of  the  donor  to  have  it  made  fire- 

proof— a  substantial, enduring  building.  He  wanted 
all  these  facts  ascertained.  Let  the  committee  lake 
the  whole  matter  under  their  charge  and  report  the 
facts,  and  let  the  House  and  the  country  determine 
whether  it  was.  all  right  or  not. 

He  referred,  as  another  objection,  to  the  question 
of  the  incompatibility,  under  the  Constitution,  of 

the  same  individuals  holding  at  the  same  time  the 
office  of  members  of  Congress,  drawing  per  diem 
and  mileage  as  such,  and  the  office  of  regents  of 
this  institution,  drawing  also  mileage  and  expenses 
from  it — expenses  which,  when  they  came  to  look 
into  these  reports,  they  saw  were  extraordinary. 

The  gentleman  had  gravely  charged  that  he  had 
manifested  hostility  to  the  institution.  Suppose 
he  had;  suppose  he  was  determined  to  oppose  it 
in  every  mood  and  tense:  why,  if  the  institution 
was  right — if  the  object  of  the  individual  who  gave 
the  money  was  being  carried  out — in  the  name  o,f 
common  sense,  would  not  a  committee,  by  their 
investigation,  convince  the  House  and  the  country 
that  his  objections  were  not  well-founded,  if  such 
was  the  fact?  Would  not  such  investigation  put 
the  institution  and  the  regents  on  a  better,  a  more 
enduring  foundation?  Then  let  them  have  a  com- 

mittee. If  the  institution  was  right — if  the  regents 
were  carrying  out  the  design  of  James  Smithson, 
let  it  be  ascertained  by  the  committee,  and  be  pub- 

lished to  the  House  and  the  country. 
Mr.  HILLIARD  resumed.  The  gentleman  now 

said  he  had  no  hostility  to  the  institution.  And 
how  did  he  prove  it?  Why,  he  said  they  had  put 
a  fictitious  sum  into  the  treasury,  and  therefore  he 
would  repeal  the  lav/,  and  replace  the  money  in  the 
treasury.  It  was  well  known  that  this  Government 
had  received  the  fund  from  the  trustees  of  James 
Smithson  as  a  sacred  trust.  The  Government  had 

thought  proper  to  loan  the  money  to  the  State  of 
Arkansas,  he  believed;  the  money  had  been  squan- 

dered; and  now  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  was 
opposed  to  the  use  of  a  single  dollar  by  the  Smith- 

sonian Institution,  until  the  State  of  Arkansas  was 
made  to  refund  the  money  !  Was  he  not  opposed 
to  the  institution?  and  was  not  the  very  object  of 
his  motion  to  uproot  the  whole  establishment,  on 
the  ground  that  the  Government  had  loaned  the 
money  to  the  State  of  Arkansas,  and  that  it  had 
never  been  returned  ?  By  every  moral,  by  every 
equitable  consideration,  the  Government  having 

loaned  and  lost  the  money,  was  bound  to  make" 
good  the  trust.  Therefore,  when  the  Government 
had  thought  proper  to  make  the  establishment,  it 
had  authorized  the  regents  in  proper  form  to 
draw  the  money  bequeathed  by  James  Smithson. 
It  was  in  this  way  that  the  money  had  been  taken. 
And  because  they  had  thought  proper  to  make  a 
judicious  use  of  it  from  time  to  time,  they  were 
arraigned  by  the  gentleman  as  haying  squandered 
the  funds.  Let  him  agree  to  have  the  report  pub- 

lished, and  he  would  find  that  it  gave  a  full  account 
of  what  they  had  done. 

But  the  gentleman  had  said  it  was  a  crisis.  It 
had  been  a  long  crisis.  Thank  Heaven  the  crisis 
to  which  the  gentleman  referred  had  passed  away. 

The  gentleman's  allusion  to  the  war  reminded 
him  of  the  apology  always  offered  by  the  steward 
in  the  Bride  of  Lammermoor,  who  always  ac- 

counted for  the  absence  of  articles  of  luxury  about 
the  castle  of  his  master,  on  the  ground  that  there 

had  been  a  great  fire  there;  and  now  the  gentle- 
man would  put  down  every  appropriation,  whether 

for  new  objects,  or  to  maintain  a  great  existing 

establishment,  by  the  cry,  "the  war,  the  war;"  He 
thanked  Heaven  the  war  was  at  an  end.  He 

thanked  Heaven  peace  had  come  in  our  time;  and 
he  trusted  that  if  there  had  been  much  treasure 

squandered  in  war,  this  establishment,  so  sublime 
in  its  design,  so  magnificent  in  its  conception,  was 
not  to  share  in  the  calamities  of  war.  His  objection 

to  thegentleman's  scheme  was,  that  itwould  launch 
the  institution  on  a  political  sea.  Leave  the  super- 

intendence of  the  establishment  to  the  Board  of  Re- 

gents, of  whom  three  were  members  of  the  House, 
and  three  members  of  the  Senate,  and  who  in  some 
sense  constituted  a  committee  of  Congress,  and 
leave  to  them  to  report  upon  the  state  of  its  affairs 
from  time  to  time.  If  their  fidelity  and  discretion 
could  not  be  confided  in,  then  we  had  fallen  on 
evil  times.  But  he  would  not  oppose  the  motion; 
he  would  leave  it  to  the  judgment  of  the  House  to 

dispose  of. 
Mr.^SMITH,  of  Connecticut,  thought  this  prop- 

osition altogether  premature.  He  had  offered  a 
resolution  in  the  ordinary  form — a  resolution 
which  really  ought  to  have  been  offered  early 
last  week — for  the  adoption  of  the  ordinary  rules 
and  orders  of  the  House,  and  had  connected 

with  this  a  proposition,  as  at  the  last  session  of 
Congress,  to  raise  a  committee  to  revise  and  report 

upon  the  rules,  from  time  to  time.  If  this  resolu- 
tion, as  offered,  should  pass,  then  they  would  have 
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a  committee  upon  the  rules  and  orders  of  the 
House,  and  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  could 

then  offer  his  proposition,  and  refer  it  to  that  com- 
mittee, who  would  take  such  action  upon  it  as 

they  might  deem  proper.  He  was  now  very 
apprehensive  that  there  was  to  be  no  end  to  this 
discussion,  and  no  end  to  their  efforts  to  amend 
the  rules,  if  they  were  to  favor  propositions  of  this 
character  at  all;  and  he  desired  to  ask  of  the  Chair 
whether  it  was  competent  for  him  to  move  the 
previous  question  ? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  the  previous  ques- 
tion might  be  moved;  but  the  question  on  the 

amendment,  having  been  first  moved,  must  be  first 

put. Mr.  SMITH  inquired,  in  case  the  previous 
question  was  sustained,  if  it  did  not  cut  off  the 
amendment  ? 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  previous  question  could 
not  be  put  until  after  the  question  was  taken  on 
the  amendment;  and  he  read  from  the  Manual  on 
this  point. 

Mr.  SMITH.  If  the  previous  question  is  moved, 
does  it  stop  debate  on  this  proposition? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  negative;  but  said 
he  would  regard  the  previous  question  as  moved, 
so  that,  when  this  amendment  was  disposed  of, 
no  other  could  be  moved,  and  then  no  debate  could 

arise  except  upon  the  previous  question — the  pre- 
vious question  being  debatable  under  the  Parlia- 

mentary lav/. 
Mr.  WHITE  inquired,  in  case  this  resolution 

was  adopted,  if  it  did  not  place  all  the  bills  and 
resolutions,  &c,  on  the  calendar  as  they  were  at 
the  close  of  the  last  session — if  it  did  not  leave  the 
House  precisely  in  the  position  in  which  they  were 
at  the  close  of  the  last  session? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  WHITE  said,  then,  that  a  proposition  of 

this  character  had  been  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Rules,  and  remained  unacted  on.  He  wished 
to  know  whether  it  would  not  be  competent  to 
reach  it  in  the  ordinary  way?  and  whether  there 
was,  therefore,  any  necessity  for  the  adoption  of 
the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee? 

Mr.  MARSH  said  he  did  not  rise  for  the  pua- 
pose  of  impugning  or  defending  the  conduct  of  the 
Board  of  Regents,  or  even  for  the  purpose  of  en- 

tering into  the  discussion  of  the  merits  of  this 
motion;  but  simply  that  it  might  not  be  inferred 
from  his  silence  that  any  member  of  the  board  in 
this  House  was  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  the 
resolution.  On  the  contrary,  he  was  now,  and 
had  been  from  the  time  it  was  offered  at  the  last 

session,  decidedly  in  favor  of  its  adoption.  He 
was  satisfied,  from  what  he  had  seen  of  the  man- 

agement of  this  institution,  that  a  committee  such 

as  was  proposed  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see would  serve  as  a  most  wholesome  and  neces- 
sary check  upon  the  proceedings  of  this  institution. 

He  believed  that  the  Board  of  Regents  would  be, 
and  ought  to  have  been  long  since,  made  acquainted 
with  its  direct  responsibility  to  the  power  which 
had  created  it. 

Mr.  RHETT  said,  for  the  reasons  which  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  had  assigned,  he  trusted 
a  committee  would  not  be  appointed.  He  wanted 
no  such  direct  responsibility  as  the  gentleman 
had  spoken  of.  He  was  opposed  to  any  con- 

nection of  the  Government  with  this  institution; 
and  he  would  suggest  to  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 

nessee that  his  establishment  of  a  standing}  com- 
mittee was  the  very  method  of  all  others  which 

was  to  give  permanency  to  this  institution,  and 
attach  it  forever  to  the  Government.  The  only 
way  to  get  rid  of  it  was,  to  let  all  the  money  be 
paid  over  to  these  gentlemen — the  regents,  and 
the  Government  cut  themselves  loose  irom  it  en- 

tirely. He  was  opposed  to  any  committee,  standing 
or  otherwise,  which  set  up  a  congressional  super- 

vision over  the  regents  of  this  institution,  or  over 
the  institution  itself.  He  hoped,  therefore,  unless 
the  House  was  determined  to  carry  on  this  con- 

nection, to  perpetuate  it,  and  be  responsible  for 
the  acts  of  this  institution,  that  this  committee 
would  not  be  appointed.  On  the  contrary,  if  the 
regents  thought  proper,  let  the  whole  money  be 
paid  over  to  them,  and  the  Government  be  cut 
off  entirely  from  all  responsibility  or  connection 
with  it. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Arkansas,  said  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  making  a  remark  here,  for  the 
Kurpose  of  setting  himself  and  the  State  which  he 
ad  the  honor  to  represent  in  some  degree  right, 

in  reference  to  this  Smithsonian  fund.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Alabama  had  said  that  the  State  of 

Arkansas  had  squandered  all  this  fund.  Now, 
whether  it  was  any  enjoyment  to  the  gentleman 

to  assail  his  (Mr.  J.'s)  State   
Mr.  H1LLIARD  explained,  disclaiming  the 

slightest  intention  to  assail  the  gentleman's  State, 
and  saying  that  he  had  merely  spoken  of  the 
money  as  being  lost  or  squandered  by  the  General 
Government. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  said  the  gentleman  ought  to 
have  been  aware  of  the  fact,  that  he  might  wound 
the  feelings  of  some  persons  on  the  floor,  in  his 
rather  loose  and  general  style  of  speaking.  He 
had  heard  those  who  did  not  like  some  of  the 
Yankees,  damn  them  all  as  a  class.  He  never 
thought  they  did  exactly  right  to  damn  every 
Yankee  (a  laugh)  because  they  disliked  some  few 
whom  they  had  met.  There  were  some  very 
clever  gentlemen  amongst  them;  he  wished  there 
were  as  good  elsewhere. 
Now,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in  regard  to 

this  State  and  this  fund.  The  gentleman  had  said 
the  whole  of  this  Smithsonian  legacy  had  been 

squandered  by  the  State  of  Arkansas.  Squan- 
dered— how?  Did  the  gentleman  know  anything 

about  the  disposal  of  this  money  by  the  State  of 
Arkansas?  If  he  did,  he  knew  it  had  been  lost  by 

the  adoption,  by  that  State,  of  his  loved  system —  | 
the  banking  system. 

He  wished  to  state,  in  order  that  his  State  might 
stand  free  from  any  unjust  charge  here,  that  there 
was  not,  within  the  limits  of  that  State,  and  never 
had  been,  a  respectable  party,  known  as  a  party, 
who  would  repudiate  the  first  dollar  of  the  debt 
she  owed.  If  there  were  such  persons,  he  could 

only  pledge  himself,  as  an  humble  individual,  that 
he  would  always  fight  them.  Small  as  she  was, 
insignificant  as  she  was,  there  was  no  man  within 
her  limits  who  could  live  a  political  life  for  one 

day,  and  espouse  such  a  doctrine.  What  was  her 
condition?  She  was  poor;  her  population  was 

small;  the  taxes  upon  her  people  would  be  in- 
creased beyond  human  endurance,  if  they  were 

put  on  to  pay  this  debt  at  once.  She  was  grow- 
ing; she  had  natural  resources,  great  and  extensive; 

give  them  time  to  be  developed*  and  she  would 
pay  this  debt,  and  every  other  debt  she  owed.  He 
believed  it,  before  God. 

But  in  the  account  between  the  United  States 

and  the  State  of  Arkansas,  the  debt  was  not  alto- 
gether on  the  side  of  the  latter.  It  had  used  to  be 

a  matter  of  jest  with  his  predecessor — a  proud  and 
honorable  man,  whose  post  he  could  never  fill — 
that  whenever  the  United  States  would  settle,  then 
Arkansas  would  settle  too.  There  was,  neverthe- 

less, a  good  deal  of  truth  in  this.  The  whole  per 

centage  on  the  sales  of  the  public  lands,  which  be- 
longed to  that  State,  had  been  reserved  by  the  Gov- 

ernment— for  what?  To  apply  towards  the  pay- 
ment of  this  Smithsonian  fund.  What  the  amount 

was,  he  did  not  know.  He  hoped  there  would  be 

enough  to  pay  the  interest;  he  would  like  it  if 
there  was  enough  to  pay  the  principal  too;  there 
might  not  be  enough  to  pay  either.  But  that  that 
State  would  come  up  to  the  mark,  and  fully  pay 

all  her  debts,  both  principal  and  interest,  when- 
ever she  was  able  to  do  so,  he  assured  the  gentle- 
man from  Alabama  and  the  country.  He  hoped 

the  gentleman  would  not  further  attack  the  State 
in  general;  he  would  rather  he  would  attack  him. 
He  did  hope  they  would  hear  no  more  of  this 
general  denunciation — as  far,  at  least,  as  the  State 
of  Arkansas  was  concerned.  [A  laugh.]  He  did 

not  care  if  the  gentleman  attacked  Alabama,  [re- 

newed laughter,]  or  any  other  State,  with  the  con- sent of  those  who  were  to  defend  her;  but  let  him 

not  jump  upon  his  State,  because  she  was  small! 

Why,  gentlemen  of  magnanimity  ought  to  be 
ashamed  of  themselves  for  such  a  course. 

He  was  against  this  amendment,  because  this 

business  was  already  placed  in  the  hands  of  hon- 
.orable  men,  the  regents  of  the  institution,  who 
were  fully  competent  to  discharge  the  duty  assigned 
to  them;  and  furthermore,  because  they  were  amply 

severe  upon  the  State  of  Arkansas,  [a  laugh,]  from 

the  experience  he  had  had  with  them ,  without  other 
men  being  added  to  them. 

Mr.  H1LL1ARD  rose  simply  for  the  purpose 

of  disclaiming  any  intention,  in  the  remarks  he 

had  made,  to  assail  the  State  of  Arkansas. 
Mr.  McILVAlNE  rose,  and  was  understood  to 

intimate  his  desire  to  move  an  amendment.  But 
it  was  not  now  in  order. 

The  question  was  thereupon  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr  Johnson,  of  Tennessee,  and  was 

decided  in  the  negative. 
So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
The  demand  for  the  previous  question  was  then 

seconded;  the  main  question  was  ordered  to  be 
put;  and,  under  its  operation,  the  resolution  of  Mr. 
Smith  was  adopted. 

EXECUTIVE    COMMUNICATIONS. 

The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  sundry 
communications,  viz: 

I.  The  annual  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  on  the  state  of  the  finances;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

II.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 
transmitting,  in  compliance  with  the  act  approved 
on  the  first  of  May,  1820,  a  staterpent  from  the 
Second  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  of  the  appro- 

priations for  the  naval  service  for  the  fiscal  year 
ending  June  30,  1848;  which  letter  and  statement 
were  laid  upon  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed. 

III.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
transmitting  the  annual  report  of  the  operations  of 
the  General  Land  Office  during  the  last  year,  by 
the  Commissioner  thereof;  which  letter  and  report 
were  laid  upon  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

IV.  A  report  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  on  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
the  7th  of  August,  transmitting  a  statement  of  the 
books  furnished  incompliance  with  said  resolution; 
laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  printed. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The  SPEAKER  proceeded  to  call  the  States  in 
their  order  for  resolutions. 
When  the  State  of  Massachusetts  was  called  in 

its  order — Mr.  ASIiMUN  rose  and  said,  that  he  had  not 
risen  to  offer  any  resolution,  but  simply  to  state 

the  reason  why  he  should  not  do  so.  The  resolu- 
tion which  he  had  had  the  honor  to  introduce, 

some  days  ago,  in  relation  to  the  reports  of  the 
debates  and  proceedings  of  this  House,  had  met 
with  an  unexpected  opposition.  It  had  met  not 
only  the  opposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
[Mr.  Wentworth,]  and  a  sympathizing  opposi- 

tion of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Root,]  to 
which  he  (Mr.  A.)  would  make  no  reply,  but  it 

had  also  met  other  opposition  from  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  the  press.  It  appeared  to  have  started 

the  jealousies  of  the  press,  and  he  certainly  would 
not  dare  to  touch  so  delicate  an  organ. 

He  also  understood  that  a  petition  had  been  this 

day  presented  from  a  paper  published  in  the  city 
of  New  York — the  Herald — asking  that  the  de- 

bates might  be  published  in  that  paper,  and  making 
certain  propositions,  having  that  object  in  view. 
That  petition  has  been  referred  to  the  Committee 

on  Public  Printing,  and,  so  far  as  he  was  concern- 
ed, he  was  content  to  await  the  action  of  the  com- 

mittee on  the  subject.  He  desired,  however,  to 
say,  that  in  declining  for  the  present  to  renew  the 
proposition  directing  the  Clerk  to  enter  into  a 
contract  with  the  proprietors  of  the  National  In- 

telligencer and  the  Union,  he  acted  entirely  with 
the  concurrence  of  the  editors  of  the  former  pa- 

per. He  had  in  his  possession  a  note  from 
them,  requesting  him  to  withdraw  the  proposition, 
because  they  had  observed  the  character  of  the 
comments  which,  here  and  elsewhere,  had  been 

made  upon  it.  They  declared  that  their  self-respect 
would  not  permit  them  to  place  themselves  in  a 
position  where  they  could  be  represented  as  the 
"  baited"  and  pensioned  agents  of  this  House. 
Under  the  parliamentary  law,  he  presumed  the  res- 

olution would  die  on  the  day  on  which  it  had 
been  offered.  He  had  now  tne  opportunity  of  re- 

newing it;  but,  as  he  had  stated,  he  should  decline 
to  do  so.  He  wished  to  say,  however,  that  in  his 
judgment  the  House  and  the  country  could  not. 
secure  accurate,  fair,  prompt,  and  impartial  reports 
under  any  other  system  than  that  contemplated  in 
his  proposition.  Pie  knew  that  the  only  mode  by 
which  such  reports  had  hitherto  been  promptly 

conveyed  to  gentlemen  of  all  parties,  had  been 
through  the  medium  ofthese  papers.  He  knew 
of  no  other  paper,  with  the  single  exception  of  the 
New  York  Herald,  which  had  attempted  a  daily 

publication  of  the  debates  and  proceedings  of  Con- 
gress. That  paper  had  done  more  in  this  respect 

than  any  of  its  compeers  in  New  York,  enterprising 
as  the  proprietors  of  these  papers  were;  and  it  was 
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entitled  to  credit  for  having  done  so.  He  did  not, 
however,  wish  to  debate  the  proposition;  and, 
though  he  had  now  the  opportunity,  he  should 
decline  to  avail  himself  of  it. 

Mr.  BAYLY  rose  and  said,  that  though  he  was 

aware  that  it'would  not  be  strictly  in  order,  yet,  if 
he  might  be  indulged ,  he  would  like  to  say  a  word. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  gentleman  could 
proceed  Only  by  unanimous  consent. 

Objection  being  made,  Mr.  Bayly  took  his  seat. 
Mr.  SMART  offered  the  following  resolution; 

which  was  read, and  laid  on  the  table  one  day  under 
the  rule,  viz: 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  requested  to 

communicate  to  this  House  the  number  and  places  of  birth 
of  ail  persons  employed  in  the  naval  and  marine  service,  on 
the  Gulf  and  Pacific  coasts  during  the  war  with  Mexico;  and 
also  that  the  Secretary  of  war  be  requested  to  communicate 
to  this  House  the  whole  number  of  regular  troops  engaged  in 
the  late  war  with  Mexico,  and  the  States  in  which  they 
were  enlisted,  and  any  other  facts  in  possession  of  the  War 
Department,  showing  the  number  of  regular  troops  engaged 
in  said  war,  from  each  Stale  in  the  Union. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MURPHY, 
Resolved,  That  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 

metce,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  erecting  a  light- 
house on  Governor's  Island,  in  New  York  harbor,  and  im- 

proving Butter-milk  channel. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CONGER, 
Resolved,  That  Thomas  Garner  have  leave  to  withdraw 

his  papers  from  the  files  of  the  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DUER, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings  and 

Giounds  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
causing  the  triangular  pieces  ol  ground,  formed  by  the  inter- 

section of  the  streets  of  the  city  of  Washington  with  Penn- 
sylvania avenue,  to  be  enclosed  and  planted  with  trees  and 

shrubbery. 

Mr.  WHITE  offered  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  read,  and  laid  on  the  table  one  day, 
under  the  rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  cause  an  estimate  of 
the  value  of  the  public  property,  including  the  soil  on  Gov- 

ernor's Island,  in  the  harbor  of  New  York,  to  be  made,  and 
report  the  same  to  this  House  at  the  earliest  .practicable 
period,  with  a  view  of  ceding  the  said  island,  and  so  much 
of  the  public  property  as  cannot  be  moved,  to  the  city  of 
New  York. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HUNT, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  directed 

to  inquire  whether  any,  and  what  alterations  ought  to  be 
made  in  the  regulations  of  the  Treasury  Department  in  rela- 

tion to  the  storage  of  goods  in  public  warehouses  at  New 
York,  and  other  ports  of  entry. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GREELY| 
Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House,  under  the  super- 

vision and  with  the  approval  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts, 
be,  and  he  is  hereby,  instructed  to  ascertain  and  determine 
what  sums  are  justly  due  to  the  witnesses,  respectively,  in 
the  contested  election  of  Monroe  vs.  Jackson,  and  also  the 
commissioner  who  took  their  testimony,  and  the  officer  or 
officers  by  whom  they  were  summoned  ;  and,  when  ascer- 

tained, to  pay  the  same  out  of  the  contingent  fund. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  W.  T.  LAWRENCE, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  bejdirected 

to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  recommending  to  the  States 
of  this  Union  to  so  alter  or  amend  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  that  in  all  elections  of  President  and  Vice 
President,  which  may  be  had  after  the  year  1850,  the  persons 
in  each  State  entitled  to  vote  for  members  of  the  most 
numerous  branch  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  shall,  on 
the  Tuesday  next  after  the  first  Monday  of  November,  pro- 

ceeding the  time  ̂ yhen  the  term  of  the  persons  at  the  time 
holding  the  offices  of  President  and  Vice  President  shall  ex- 

pire, assemble  at  places  designated  for  holding  the  polls  for 
sueh  elections,  and  there  vote  tor  one  person  for  President 
and  one  other  perscm  for  Vice  President;  after  which,  the 
.number  -of  votes  giwn  for  President,  and  the  number  of 
votes  given  for  Vice  President,  shall  be  counted,  and  the 
number  given  for  each  person  for  the  offices  respectively 
shall  be  counted,  and  returns  marie  of  the  whole  to  officers 
authorized  to  receive  the  same ;  and  the  number  of  votes 
given  to  each  person  for  Presidentshall  be  estimated  its  such 
a  proportion  of  the  vote  of  the  State  (equal  to  the  number  of 
Senators  and  Representatives  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States  to  which  the  State  is  entitled)  as  the  said  votes  hear 
to  the  whole  numbei  of  votes  given  within  the  State  for  Presi- 

dent :  the  like  rule  to  be  observed  in  regard  to  the  votes  given 
for  Vice  President.  And  returns  shall  be  made  from  all  the 
States  on  or  before  the  —  day  of  December,  at  Washington,  to 
officers  authorized  to  receive  thesame,of  the  votes  given  and 
so  estimated,  who  shall  examine  the  same,  and  ascertain  the 
correctness  thereof;  and  any  person  receiving  a  majority  of 
all  the  votes  (so  estimated)  given  in  all  the  States  for  Presi- 

dent (the  total  number  of  the  votes  given  in  each  State  being 
counted  as  so  many  votes  as  the  said  State  shall  be  entitled  to 
Senators  and  Representatives  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States)  shall  be  President.  But  if  no  person  shall  receive  a. 
majority  of  the  votes  (thus  estimated)  forVice  President,  then 
the  Senate,  on  or  after  the  fourth  day  of  March  next  ensuing, 
shall  select  from  the  persons  having  the  three  highest  num- 

bers of  votes  so  estimated,  one  to  he  Vice  President;  and  if 
no  person  shall  receive  a  majority  of  all  the  votes  so  esti- 

mated given  for  President,  then  the  Presidentshall  be  se- 
lected out  of  those  who  have  received  the  five  highest  num- 

bers of  votes  for  President,  (so  estimated,)  as  follows:  Each 
State  shall  be  divided  into  the  same  number  of  districts  as 
the  said  State  shall  be  entitled  to  Representatives  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  the  persons  who  were 

entitled  to  vote  for  President  shall  have  at  the  same  time 
voted  for  one  person  as  a  district  elector,  arid  two  other  per- 

sons as  State  electors  ;  and  the  one  who  shall  receive  within 
the  district  the  largest  number  of  votes  as  district  elect- 

or, and  the  two  who  shall  have  received  within  the 
State  the  largest  number  of  votes  for  State  electors, 
shall  be  electors  for  the  State;  and  on  notice  given  them 
that  no  President  has  been  elected  by  the  people,  the 
electors  shall  assemble  within  their  own  States,  at  a  place 
designated,  and   on   the   day  of   and  if  the  whole  of 
the  electors  of  the  State  be  not  assembled  by   o'clock 
of  that  day,  those  assembled  shall  proceed  by  vote  to 
fill  up  their  number,  and  on  the  next  day  at  the  same 
place  shall  proceed  to  vote  for  a  person  for  President, 
each  elector  voting  for  one  of  the  persons  who  received 
one  of  the  five  highest  numbers  of  votes  given  for  President. 
A  return  of  all  the  votes  given  in  all  the  States  by  the  electors 
thus  assembled,  shall  be  made  at  the  seat  of  Government  of 
the  United  States,  to  officers  authorized  to  receive  and 
examine  the  same;  and  if  neither  of  the  persons  so  voted 
for  shall  have  a  majority  of  all  the  votes  given  by  the  electors 
of  all  the  States,  then  from  the  two  having  the  highest 
number  of  electoral  votes,  the  House  shall  select  one  as 
President;  but  in  thus  selecting  one  for  President,  each 
State  shall  have  but  one  vote. 

Mr.  SLINGERLAND  offered  the  following 
resolution,  which  was  read;  and  debate  arising 
thereon,  it  was  laid  over  one  day  under  the  rule, 
viz: 

Resolved,  That  John  B.  Fry,  who  acted  as  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  Scrgeant-at-arnis,  at  the  la^t  session  of  Con- 

gress, be  paid  by  the  Clerk  of  this  House  the  same  amount 
of  extra  compensation  as  was  allowed  to  the  assistant  clerks 
in  the  Clerk's  office. 

Mr.  TALLMADGE  offered  the  following  res- 
olution, which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon, 

it  was  laid  over  one  day  under  the  rule: 
Resolved,  That  bill  (HT  R.)No.  396,  entitled  "A  bill  to 

establish  a  branch  .mint  of  the  United  States  in  the  city  of 
New  York,"  be  taken  from  the  general  orders,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  Monday  next. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LORD, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  erecting  a  light-house  on 
that  part  of  Gardiner's  Island,  in  Long  Island  sound,  known 
as  Gardiner's  Point. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NEWELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  an  appropriation 
to  provide  means  for  the  better  preservation  of  life  and 
property  from  shipwreck  on  the  coast  of  New  Jersey,  be- 

tween Little  Egg  Harbor  and  Cape  May,  and  that  they  report 
by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  POLLOCK  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon,  it  was 

laid  over  one  day  under  the  rnle*,  viz: 
Resolved,  That  House  Bill  No.  468,  entitled  "A  Bill  to  set 

apart  and  sell  to  Asa  Whitney,  of  New  York,  a  portion  of 
the  public  lands,  to  enable  him  to  construct  a  railroad  from 
Lake  Michigan  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,"  be  made  the  special 
order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Tuesday  in  January  next,  and 
continue  from  day  to  day  until  disposed  of. 

Mr.  BUTLER  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  laid  upon  the  table  one  day  under  the 
rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  required  to  furnish  this  House  with  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  iron  imported  under  theaarilf  act  of  1846,  and 
the  amount  of  revenue  received  on  the  same;  specifying 
particularly  the  amount  of  each  kind  of  iron  imported,  and 
the  duties  paid  on  each  kind.  Also,  a  similar  statement  of 
the  amount  of  iron  of  all  kinds  imported  annually  under  the 
tariff  act  of  1842,  and  the  amount  of  revenue  received  on 
such  importation. 

Mr.  PARRELLY  offered  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon, 

it  was  laid  over  under  the  rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  bill  H.  R.  No.  102,  entitled  "A  bill  in  ad- 
dition to  an  amendment  of  the  several  acts  to  promote  the 

progress  of  the  useful  arts,"' be  made  the  special  order  for Tuesday  of  next  week,  and  for  each  succeeding  day  until 
disposed  of. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  inquire  into 

the  expediency  of  making  an  appropriation  lor  the  improve- 
ment of  the  harbor  of  Havre-de-Grace,  Maryland,  and  that 

the  said  committee  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VENABLE, 
Resolved,  That  the  report  of  the  Clerk  in  relation  to  the 

books  ordered  to  be  presented  to  the  members  of  this  House, 
be  reported  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  WILLARD  P.  HALL  gave  notice  of  a 
motion  for.leave  to  introduce  bills  with  the  follow- 

ing titles: A  bill  further  to  continue  in  force  the  acts  for 

the  payments  of  horses  and  other  property  lost  in 
the  military  service  of  the  United  States. 
A  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Missouri  the 

right  of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for  the 
purpose  of  making  a  railroad  from  Hannibal  to 
St.  Joseph,  in  said  State. 

Mr.  McKAY  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title: 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  the  accounts 

of  officers  of  the  army  and  navy,  or  other  persons 
who  may  have  received  moneys  which  were  raised 
in  Mexico,  either  by  contributions,  penalties,  or 
internal  assessments. 

Mr.  HAMPTON,  of  Pennsylvania,  gave  notice 
of  a  motion  for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  repeal 
the  tariff  act  of  1846,  and  to  restore  the  tariff  of 
1842. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  GOGGIN 
asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  (No.  — ) 
to  reduce  the  rates  of  postage  on  letters  and  news- 

papers, to  establish  uniform  postal  charges,  and  to 
correct  abuses  of  the  franking  privilege;  which  bill 
was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  committed  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 

Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JOHN  A.  ROCKWELL  gave  notice  of  a 
motion  for  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  of 
the  following  title:  A  joint  resolution  authorizing 
surveys  of  a  route  for  a  canal  or  railroad  between 
the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans. 

Mr.  ANDREW  JOHNSON  gave  notice  of  a 
motion  for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following 

title:  A  bill  to  make  the."  soil  free"  or  provide  an 
inalienable  home  of  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
of  the  public  domain  for  every  poor  man  who  is 
the  head  of  a  family  and  a  citizen  of  the  United 
States,  or  a  widow  who  is  the  mother  of  a  minor 

child  or  children,  "  without  money  and  without 

price." 

Mr.  VINTON  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title:  A  bill 
granting  lands  to  certain  States,  therein  named,  to 
aid  them  in  the  construction  of  roads  and  canals, 
and  the  improvement  of  their  rivers. 

Mr.  FICKLIN  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title:  A  bill  to 
grant  to  the  State  of  Illinois  alternate  sections  of 
land,  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  railroad  con- 

necting the  lower  Mississippi  with  the  northern 
lakes  and  the  mineral  region,  and  also  a  cross  rail- 

road from  the  Mississippi  to  the  Wabash  river,  in 
the  direction  of  Louisville,  Cincinnati,  or  Pitts- 

burg— the  location  to  be  determined  by  the  Illinois 

Legislature. 
Mr.  ALEXANDER  EVANS  gave  notice  of  a 

motion  for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  follow- 

ing title:  A  bill  to  appoint  an  officer  to  grant  en- 
rolments and  licenses,  to  reside  at  Chesapeake 

City,  Maryland. 
Mr.  DUNN  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title:  A  bill  grant- 
ing the  right  of  way  over  the  public  lands  lying  in 

the  States  of  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  the  Ohio  and 
Mississippi  Railroad  Company,  and  a  portion  of 
the  public  lands  within  said  States  of  Indiana  and 
Illinois,  to  said  States  respectively,  to  be  by  them 

appropriated  in  the  construction  and  completion  of 
a  railroad,  to  be  constructed  rjy  said  company. 

Mr.  H1LLIARD  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title  :  A 
bill  to  amend  an  act  to  divide  the  State  of  Ala- 

bama intcrjudicial  districts. 
Mr.  W.  R.  W.  COBB  gave  notice  for  a  motion 

for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title: 
A  bill  to  graduate  and  reduce  the  price  of  the  public 
lands  belonging  to  the  United  States,  and  for  other 

purposes. 
Mr.  LEFFLER  gave  notice  of  a  motion  for 

leave  to  introduce  a  bill  of  the  following  title:  A 
bill  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Iowa  certain  alternate 
sections  of  the  public  lands,  to  aid  said  State  in  the 
construction  of  a  railroad  from  Dubuque  via  Iowa 
City,  to  Keokuck,  in  said  State. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  STANTON, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  establishing  a  collection 
district  in  that  part  of  Tennessee  which  borders  on  the  Mis- 

sissippi, with  a  port  of  entry  at  Memphis. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 
Resolved,  That  the  estimates  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  of  the  appropriations  which  will  be  required  for 
the  expenditures  of  the  Government  for  the  fiscal  year  end- 

ing on  the  30th  of  June,  A.  D.  1850,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EDWARDS, 

Resolved,  That  the  Speaker  appoint  a  special  committee 
of  five  members  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amend- 

ing the  patent  laws,  as  to  prevent  the  patenting  of  compound 
medicinal  agents,  and  that  the  committee  report  by  bill  or 
otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing,  by  law,  for  the 
construction  of  three  steam  dredging  machines,  to  be  used 
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in  protecting  harbors  on  Lake  Erie,  anri  in  removing  the 

obstructions  to  the  entrance  of  the  same  ;  and*  that's  sepa- 
rate hill  be  reported  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  the  above  into 

effect. 

Mr.  LAHM  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon,  it  was 
laid  over  under  the  rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  he  instruct- 
ed to  report  to  this  House,  at  as  early  a  period  as  possible,  a 

bill  making  appropriations  for  such  objects  of  internal  im- 
provements of  a  national  characters  on  the  western  rivers 

anil  lakes  as  are  necessary  for  the  protection  of  the  com- 
merce of  said  rivers  and  lakes, as  alsoof  the  lives  of  persons 

traveling  and  employed  upon  the  same. 

Mr.  TAYLOR  offered  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon,  it  was 
raid  over  under  the  rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Printing;  be,  and  fhey 
are  hereby,  instructed  to  inquire  and  report  to  this  House 
the  best  mode  of  causing  the  proceedings  of  this  House  to 
be  published. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Indiana,  offered  the  fol- 
lowing resolution,  which  was  read;  and  debate 

arising  thereon,  it  was  laid  over  under  the  rule: 

■Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  providing  by  law  for  the  rec*>n- 
noissance  of  a  route  for  a  railroad  from  some  eligible  point 
in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  and 
that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  hill  or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HARMANSON, 
Resolval,  That  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims 

be  directed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  and  justice  of 
extending  to  confirmers  of  claims  in  the  district  west  of 
Pearl  river.  Louisiana,  known  as-the  Greenbury  Land  Dis- 
tric,  the  benefits  allowed  to  the  district  ea-t  of  Pearl  river, 
in  Mississippi,  by  the  act  of  Congress  approved  March  3, 
1845,  entitled  "An  act  to  -confirm  the  survey  and  location 
of  claims  for  land  in  the  State  of  Mississippi,  east  of  Pearl 
river  and  south  of  the  thirty  first  degree  of  north  latitude," 
so  far  that  in  all  cases  in  which  he  actual  surveys  of  a  claim 
may  fall  short  of  the  quantity  confirmed,  to  permit  the  de- 

ficiency to  be  located  on  other  lands  in  the  same  district; 
and  also  to  allow  a  new  location  to  the  extent  which  a  con- 

firmee may  lose  by  conflict  with  other  rights. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EMBREE, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in- 

quire into  the  expediency  of  adopting  a  more  economical 
system  of  public  expenditure:  First,  by  reducing  the  saiary 
or  (iay  of  all  officers  of  Government  one-fourth,  where  the 
salary  or  pay  exceeds  one  thousand  dollars  per  annum, and  the 
Constitution  does  not  prohibit  such  reduction.  Second,  By 
eslim  iting  the  mileage  of  members  of  Congress,  and  Dele- 
gales  of  Territories  by  the  nearest  mail  route  from  the  city 
of  Washington  to  the  post  office  nearest  the  resilience  of 
each  member  or  Delegate.  Third,  By  providing  that,  after 
Congress  has  been  in  session  for  three  months  during  any 
Congress,  the  pay  of  members  and  delegalesshall  be  reduced 
one-half  from  that  time  to  the  close  of  the  session.  And  by 
such*  other  economical  provisions  as  to  said  committee  may 
6eein  right  and  expedient;  and  that  said  committee  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  CATHCART  offered  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  was  read;  and  debate  arising  thereon, 

it  was  laid  over  under  the  rule,  viz: 

Resolved,  That  the"  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  be  in- structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  abolishing  flogging 
in  the  navy. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FEATHERSTON, ' 
Raolved,  That  the  memorial  of  John  H.  Golrlsby,  and  the 

accompanying  papers,  be  withdrawn  from   the  files,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WENT  WORTH, 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  inform  this  House  whether  he  has  received  any 
information  that  American  citizi  its  have  been  arrested  by 
British  authorities  in  Ireland;  and  if  so,  what  have  been 
the  causes  thereof,  and  what  step- have  been  taken  for  their 
release,  and  if  not,  in  his  opinion,  inconsistent  with  the 
public  interests,  to  furnish  this  Mouse  with  copies  of  all  cor- 

respondence in  relation  to  tile  matter. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  W1LLARD  P.  HALL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  in- 

structed to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  so  amending  the 

acts 4ii anting  rights  of  preemption,  as" to  grant  rights  of  pre- -emption to  settlers  upon  publie  lauds  before  they  are  sur- 
veyed, upon  the  same  terms  that  such  rights  are  now  granted 

to  settlers  upon  surveyed  public  lands. 

'On  motion  of  Mr.  CHARLES  E.  STUART, Resolved,  Thatthe  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  surveying  the   month  of 
north  Black  river,  on  Lake  Michigan,  aiid  building  a  liglu- 
hou-e  thereat. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WM.  THOMPSON, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Territories  be,  and 

are  hereby,  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so 
dividing  the  Territory  of  Upper  California,  as  to  organize 
mid  extend  a  distinct  territorial  government  over  that  por- 

tion of  .-aid  Territory  which  includes  the  white  settlements 
in  the  vicinity  of  Salt  Luke;  and  that  they  report  at  an 
early  day,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DARLING, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  be 

instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  by 
law  for  a  greater  compensation  to  registers  and  receivers  of 
land  otfices  in  the  location  of  military  bounty-land  warrants. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LEVIN, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Engraving  be  directed 

to  contract  for  the  enzraving  of  the  three  maps  accompany- 
ing the  President's  message,  to  accompany  the  extra  copies 

of  the  same  ordered  by  the  House. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  GREEN, 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  given  to  Withdraw  the  petition  and 
papers  in  the  case  of  the  heirs  of  Joseph  Spencer,  a  revolu- 

tionary soldier.  Also,  the  papers  in  the  case  of  Colonel 
Crockett,  of  Kentucky. 

REGENTS   SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION. 

The  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  regents  in  the  Smithsonian  Institution 

was  taken  up,  read  three  times, passed,  and  returned 
to  the  Senate.  „ 

THE  TARIFF  OF   1842. 

Mr.  ECKERT  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the   Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be 

instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reporting  a  tariff 
bill  based  upon  the  principles  of  the  tariff  of  1842. 

Mr.  KAUFMAN  moved  the  previous  question; 
which  was  seconded,  and  under  the  operation 

thereof  was  agreed  to  by  yeas  and  nays— ̂ yeas  96, 

nays  94,  as  follows: 
iEAS  — Messrs?  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Barringer,  Belcher, 

Blaekmar,  Blanehard,  Boydon,  Brady.  Buckner,  Butler, 

Caqby,  Chapman,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Oris- 
field,  Crowell,  Crozier,  Dickey,  Dixon,  Donnell,.  Duer, 
Daniel  Duncan,  Garnett  Duncan,  Eckeit,  Edwards,  Alex- 

ander Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Farrelly,  Filler,  Freedley, 
Gaines,  Gayle,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory.  Grinnell, 
Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall.  James  G.HamptorijMoses  Hampton, 
Haskell,  Henry.  Elias  B.  Holmes,  John  W.  Houston,  Huh 
bard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Charles  J.  lugersoll,  Kellogg,  Daniel 
P.  King,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Levin,  Lincoln,  Mcllvatrie, 
Marsh,  Marvin,  Morehead,  Muxlin,  Nel.-on,  Nes,  Newell, 
Outlaw,  Palfrey,  Pendleton.  Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam, 
Reynolds,  J  lius  Kockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Root,  Ruiu- 
sey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Sherrill,  Silvester,  Slingeilaud, 
Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stephens,  Strohm,  Tall- 
madge,  Taj  lor,  T'noodeaux,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John 
B.  Thompson,  Thurston;  Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton,  War- 

ren, White,  and  Wilton — 96. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Atkinson,  Ba\ly,  Beale,  Bedinger,  Bing- 

ham, Bocoi  k,  Bowdon,  Boyd,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles 
Brown.  Albert  G.  Browu,  Burt,  Cathcart,  Clapp.  Franklin 
Clark,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cummins, 
Daniel,  Darling,  Dickinson,  Faran,  Feather-ton,  Flournoy, 
French,  Fulton,  Goggiri,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Hamrrions, 
Haralson,  llarmaiison,  Harris,  Henley,  Hill, -I.  E.  Holmes, 
Inge,  Iverson,  Jenkins,  Andrew  Johnson,  James  H.  John- 

son, Robert  W.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones, 
Kaufman,  Kennon,  Lahm,  La  Sere, .  Sidney  Lawrence, 
LefhVr,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lumpkin,  Lynde,  Maclay,  McClel- 

land, McKay,  Job  Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Morris,  \,orse, 
Murphy,  Nirjoll,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie,  Pettit,  Peyton, 
Phelps,  Rhett,  Richardson,  Richey,  Robinson,  Rockhill, 

Sawyer,  Smart,  Ro'bert  Smith,  Stanton,  Staik  weather,  C. E.  Stuart,  Thomas,  James  Thompson,  Robert  A.  Thomp- 
son, William  Thompson.  Tompkins,  Turner,  Venable, 

Weiitvvorth,  Wick,  Wiley,  Williams,  Wilmot,  and  Wood- 
ward— 94. 

CONGRESSIONAL    CONTINGENT    FUND. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  COBB,  of 
Georgia,  asked,  obtained  leave,  and  introduced  a 

bill  (No.  — )  to  prevent  either  House  of  Congress 
from  disposing  of  the  contingent  fund  except  by 
joint  resolution  of  the  two  Houses;  which  bill  was 
read  a  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  COBB  moved  that  the  bill  be  put  upon  its 

engrossment,  and  also  moved  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

After  an  inquiry  by  Mr.  ASHMUN, 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  to 

ley  the  bill  on  the  table;  which  question  was  de- 
cided, by  yeas  and  nays,  in  the  negative — yeas 

69,  nays  107,  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Ashmun,  Barrow,  Black- 

mar,  Blanehard,  Boydon,  Brady,  Buckner,  Butler,  Cauby, 
Chapman,  Collamer,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Dickey,  Dixon, 
Donnell,  Daniel  Duncan,  Eckeit,  E.iwaids,  Alexander 
Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Fisher,  Freedley,  Gaines,  Gayle, 
Grinnell,  Hale,  J  aires  G.  Hampton,  Moses  Hampton,  Has- 

kell, Henry,  John  W.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt, 
Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King,  William  T.  Lawrence  , Lincoln, 
Lynde,  Mcllvaine,-  Marsh,  Marvin,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Nes, 
Newell,  Outlaw,  Pendleton,  Putnam,  Julius  Kockwell.  John 
A.  Kockwell,  bt.  John,  Sheriill,  Silvester,  Slingeilaud, 
Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Talimadge,  Taylor, Richard 
W.  Thouip-on,  John  l».  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Van  Dyke, 
Vinton,  Warren,  and  White— 69. 
NAYS— Messts.  Atkinson,  Barringer,  Bayly,  Beale,  Bing- 

ham, Bocock,  Bowdon,  boyd,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles 
Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Cathcart,  Howell  Cobb, 
Williamson  R.  W.Cobb,  Cocke,  Conger,  Crozier,  Daniel, 
Darling,  DickihSon,  Duer,  Dunn,  Embree,  Faran,  Feather- 
ston,  Ficklin,  Flournoy',  French,  Fulton,  Giddings,  Goggin, 
Colt,  Green,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Nathan  K. 
Hall,  Hammons,  Haralson,  Haimonson,  Harris,  Henley, 
Hill,  Hilliard,  Inge,  Charles  J.  IngersolK  Iverson,  Jenkins, 
Andiew  Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson, 
George  W.  Jones.  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennon,  Lahm, 
La  Sere,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Letiler,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lumpkin, 
Maclay,  McClelland,  McKay,  Job  Mann,  Meade,  Miller, 
Morehead,  Morris,  Morse,  Nicoll,  Peaslee,  Pe<  k,  Petrie, 
Phelps,  Pilsbury,  Pollock,  Preston,  Hey  nobis,  Rhett,  Kich- 
aidson,  R  binson,  Rocklii  I,  Root,  Ruinsiy,  Sawyer,  Shep- 
peid,  Smart,  R.  Smith,  Stanton,  Staikweaiher,  St.  phens, 
Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Thomas,  James  Thompson,  R. 
A.Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Ven- 

able, Wentworth,  Wiley,  Wilson,  and  Woodward — 107. 

The  previous  question  was  then  seconded;  and, 

under  its  operation,  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  en- 

grossed. 

The  question  being  on  the  third  reading  of  the 

bill- 

Mr.  ASHMUN  objected  thereto. 
Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  moved  a  suspension  of 

the  rules,  to  allow  the  bill  to  be  read  a  third  time 

'this    day — yeas   83,    nays   77.      Two-thirds    not 
voting  in  the  affirmative,  the  motion  was  lost. 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  McCLEL- 
LAND  asked,  obtained  leave,  and  introduced  the 
following  bills,  viz: 

-  A  bill  (No.  — )  making  appropriations  for  the 
preservation,  repair,  and  completion  of  certain 
harbor  improvements  on  the  northern  lakes. 

A  bill  (No.  — )  making  appropriations  for  cer- 
tain harbors  on  Lake  Michigan,  and  for  the  im- 

provement of  the  St!  Clair  flats;  which  bills  were 
severally  read  the  first  and  second  time,  and  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

A  bill  (No.  — )  granting  to  the  State  of  Michigan 
the  right  of  way,  and  a  donation  of  the  public  lands 
for  the  construction  of  a  ship  canal  around  the  falls 

of  St.  Mary's,  in  said  State;  which  bill  was  read 
the  first  a,nd  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  the  Public  Lands. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice, 
Mr.  NICOLL  asked,  obtained  leave,  and  in- 

troduced a  bill  (No.  — )  to  amend  an  act  entitled 
"  An  act  making  appropriations  for  the  civil  and  di- 

plomatic expenses  of  the  Government  for  the  year 
ending  the  thirtieth  of  June,  one  thousand  eight 

hundred  and  forty-nine,  and  for  other  purposes," 
approved  August  12,  1848;  which  bill  was  read  a 
first  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the Judiciary. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  ROBERT 
SMITH  asked,  obtained  leave,  and  introduced  a 

bill  (No.  — )  granting  to  the  State  of  Illinois  the  x 

right  of'way,  and  a  donation  of  public  lands,  for 
making  a  railroad  connecting  the  upper  and  lower 
Mississippi  with  the  chain  of  northern  lakes  at 
Chicago;  which  bill  was  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 

Lands. The  House  adjourned. •IN  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  December  12,  1848. 

Mr.  Calhoun,  of  South  Carolina,  appeared  in 
his  place  to-day. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  announcing  that  the  House  had 
passed  the  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  for  the 
reappointment  of  certain  regents  of  the  Smithso- nian Institution. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  report  from  the  Superintendent  of  the  Coast  Sur- 
vey, of  the  operations  of  that  bureau  during  the 

last  year. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BALDWIN,  2,000  copies  of 

this  document,  in  addition  to  the  usual  number, 

were  ordered  to  be  printed.  • 
Mr.  WALKER  presented  a  memorial  of  the 

registers  and  receivers  of  the  several  land  offices 
in  the  State  of  Wisconsin,  asjjjpg  for  a  rearrange- 

ment of  the  compensation  allowed  for  their  ser- 
vices; which  was  read,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  DOWNS  presented  the  petition  of  Joshua 

Holden, -praying  the  right  of  preemption  to  a  cer- 
tain tract  of  land;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Private  Land  Claims. 
Mr.  DOWNS  also  presented  a  petition  of  Joseph 

Walker,  praying  the  confirmation  of  his  title  to  a 
certain  tract  of  land;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 
William  C.  Sterrett,  praying  for  a  pension;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  BRADBURY  presented  a  petition  of  Ben- 
jamin Stinson,  asking  payment  of  the  amount  due 

for  the  charter  of  the  brig  Orion,  as  a  store-ship 
of  the  United  States;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  HAMLIN  presented  a  petition  of  citizens 
of  Cumberland  and  Lincoln  counties,  Maine, 

praying  for  a  new  post  route  from  Lewistown  to 
Topsham;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  BRLESE  presented  a  petition  of  citizens  of 
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Illinois,  asking  the  establishment  of  a  mail  route 

from  Galatia,  in  Saline  county,  to  Mrs.  Hawkins's, 
in  Perry  county,  in  that  State;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads. 

Mr.  EREESE  also  presented  a  petition  of  Mary 
Hassell,  widow  of  Benjamin  Hassell,  asking  for  a 
pension;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Mr.  BREESE  also  presented  a  petition  of  Ruth 
Keor,  widow  of  a  revolutionary  soldier,  asking 

for  a  pension;  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Pensions. 

Mr.  CAMERON'presented  two  petitions  from 
citizens  of  Columbia  county,  Pennsylvania,  pray- 

ing a  modification  of  the  existing  tariff;  which 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  oh  Finance. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  a  petition 
of  Thomas  M.  Taylor,  a  purser  in  the  navy,  pray- 

ing to  be  released  from  liabilities  for  certain  mo- 
neys which  were  lost  in  consequence  of  the  failure 

of  the  bank  in  which  they  were  deposited;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  presented  a  pe- 
tition of  John  S.  Shriver,  president  of  certain 

steamboat  companies  engaged  in  the  coasting 
trade,  asking  to  be  relieved  from  certain  charges 
imposed  by  the  act  of  1793;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Massachusetts,  presented  a  pe- 
tition of  Charles  Colbeever,  asking  compensation 

for  services  as  yeoman  in  the  navy;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  a  petition  of  Charles  M. 

Keller  and  others,  in 'behalf  of  a  convention  of 
inventors,  asking  that  certain  defects  in  the  patent 
laws  may  be  remedied;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Patents  and  the  Patent  Office. 

Mr.  RUSK  presented  a  petition  of  Samuel  Colt, 

asking  that  he  may  be  authorized  by  law  to  fur- 
nish repeating  fire-arms  for  the  use  of  the  Govern- 

ment; which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  presented  a  pe- 
tition of  Joseph  Raynes,  asking  the  confirmation 

of  his  claim  to  a  certain  tract  of  land;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  UPHAM, 
Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Azel  Spalding,  and  the 

documents  relating  to  the  claim  of  Caroline  Meek,  on  the 
files  of  the  Senate,  he  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland, 
Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  Erskine  &.  Eichelberger  be 

taken  from  the  files  of  the  Senate,  jmd  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland, 
Ordered,  That  Ihe  petition  of  John  McCdlgan  be  taken 

from  Ihe  files  of  the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Commerce. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  DIX, 
Ordered,  That  the  petition  of  the  heirs  of  Joseph  Wilson, 

deceased,  on  the  files  of  the  Senate,  be  referied  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims. 

Also,  that  the  memorial  of  Horace  Soulhmayd  &  Son, 
and  of  Sarah  Crandell,  James  VVermsbey,  and  the  heirs  ot 
Samuel  Beach,  have  Kave  to  withdraw  their  petitions  and 
papers. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  DICKINSON, 
Ordered,  That  Asa  Andrews  have  leave  to  withdraw  his 

petition  and  papers."* 
Mr.  CLARKE  presented  a  petition  of  William 

Barton,  for  arrears  of  pension;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

.  The  following  adverse  reports,  made  at  the  last 
session,  were  taken  up,  and  severally  concurred 
in: 

From  the  Committee  on  Pensions:  On  the  peti- 
tions of  Elijah  Buchanan,  Sarah  Tyler,  Amos 

Doughty,  Joseph  Hair,  Henrietta  Bedtnger,  Mary 
Coleman,  Mehitable  Gibbs,  Reuben  M.  Gibbs, 
John  Stanert,  Nancy  Jillson,  Isaac  Davenport, 
Jedediah  Gray,  Hector  St.  John  Beetley,  Joseph 

Barclay,  Leonard  Gray,  and  Mary  Morris'  Foote. From  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs:  On  the 
petitions  of.  John  Baldwin,  Ann  Kellogg,  widow 
of  Daniel  Kellogg,  John  Ernckson,  and  Abel 
Gregg. 

From  the  Committee  of  Claims:  On  the  petitions 
of  Arnold  Naudain,  Littleton  D.  ̂ Teackle,  and 
Amos  Holton. 

From  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs:  On  the 

petitions  of  Samuel  Rusk,  William  Tyler,  and 
George  S.  Gaines,  late  Choctaw  commissioners; 
of  the  Seneca,  Onondaga,  and  Cayuga  Indians;  of 

the  citizens  of  Rochester,  New  York,  in  behalf  of 
the  Tonawanda  Band  of  Seneca  Indians. 

From  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands:  On  the 

petitions  of  Isaac  Starke,  and  the  heirs  of  D.  Re- 
pentigray. 

From  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims: 

On  the  petitions  of  the  settlers  on,  and  claimants 
to,  reservations  of  land  in  the  county  of  Lee, 
Iowa. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RUSK,  the  unfavorable  re- 
port of  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition 

of  C.  P.  Calkins,  was  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims.    • 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  unfavorable  report 
of  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims  on  the 
case  of  H.  Solomon,  was  recommitted  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Revolutionary  Claims. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  NILES  submitted  the  following  resolution, 
which  lies  over  one  day  under  the  rule: 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  to  audit  and  control  the 
contingent  accounts  of  the  Senate  be  instruct!  d  to  inquire 
into  the  consiruction  and  effect  of  Ihe  resolution  of  the  Sen- 

ate adopted  at  the  last  session,  in  relation  to  reporting  and 
publishing  the  debates  of  the  Senate,  and  whether  any  mod- 

ification thereof  is  required;  and  that  said  committee  also 
ascertain  the  expense  which  has  been  incurred  under  said 
resolution  since  its  adoption. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  submitted  the  following  res- 
olution, which  was  cotisidered  by  unanimous  con- 

sent and  agreed  to:      . 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 

Roads  be  instructed  tu  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  pro- 
viding for  the  advertising  of  mail  lettings  by  contract, 

affording  full  and  fair  opportunity  for  competition. 

Mr.  BREESE  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  was  considered  by  unanimous  con- 

sent and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 

Roads  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  estab- 
lishing a  post  route  from  Kane,  in  GredTie  county,  in  the 

State  of  Illinois,  to  Witt's  Mill,  or  Jalapa,  in  the  same county. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  following 
resolution  offered  at  the  close  of  the  last-session, 
was  taken  up,  modified,  and  agreed  to,  after  a  few 
remarks,  inaudable  from  the  position  occupied  by 
the  speaker  immediately  under  the  gallery: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  communi- 
cate to  the  Senate  such  information  as  he  may  have  relative 

to  the  expediency  of  repealing  or  modifying  the  act  of  June 
3'J,  1834,  concerning  tonnage  dut)  on  Spanish  vessels. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  in-tructed 
toinquire  into  the  expediency  of  repealing  "An  act  con- 

cerning tonnage  duty  on  Spanish  vessels,"  jiassed  June  30, 
1834,  or  modifying  the  said  act  so  as  to  allow  Spanish  ves- 

sels from  Cuba  to  trade,  between  that  island  and  any  port  of 
the  United  States  upon  the  same  tooting,  as  to  tonnage 
duties,  as  vessels  of  other  foreign  countries  are  allowed  to 
trade  between  the  ports  of  their  country  and  the  ports  of  the 
United  States. 

The  following  resolution,  presented  yesterday  by 
Mr.  Bradbury,  was  taken  up  for  consideration: 

Resolved,  That,  until  otherwise  ordered,  Thu^day  of  each 
week  be  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of  private  lulls  ;  and 
that  at  one  o'clock,  p.  m.,  on  Thursday  next,  the  Senate  will 
proceed  to  ihe  consideration  of  those  bills,  to  the  exclusion 
of  other  business. 

The  question  being  on  the  adoption  of  the  res- 

olution- Mr.  BRADBURY  said,  he  had  been  induced  to 
offer  this  resolution,  because  the  calendar  of  the 
last  session,  which,  under  the  new  rule,  was  to  be 

resumed,  presented  a  very  large  aggregate  of  busi- 
ness. The  numerous  bills  now  to  be  acted  on  had 

been  investigated  by  the  various  committees  with 
great  labor;  and  when  the  calendar  was  taken  up, 

they  would  have  to  undergo  examination.  In  ad- 
dition to  these  bills,  we  shall  soon  have  those  from 

the  other  House.  It  appeared  only  proper,  there- 
fore, that  the  Senate  should  lake  up  their  own  cal- 

endar, and  act  on  it  at  once.  There  was  another 
reason:  the  numerous  claimants,  who  were  wait- 

ing for  the  disposition  of  their  claims,  had  a  right 
to  know  their  fate,  whether  or  not  their  claims 
would  be  allowed. 

Mr.  KING  stated  his  objection  to  the  resolu- 
tion. Experience  had  shown,  that  whenever  a 

certain  day  was  fixed  to  be  appropriated  exclu- 
sively to  private  claims,  there  was  usually  a  thin 

attendance  of  Senators,  as  no  general  interest  was 
felt  in  these  cases.  When  brought  forward  in  the 
regular  order  of  business,  they  were  examined 

with  more  attention.  When  particular  da-ys  were 
assigned,  it  frequently  happened  that  only  one  or 
two  cases  were  disposed  of  before  an  adjournment 
took  place.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  best 

way  was  to  go  on  with  the  business  in  the  ordi- 

nary way.  He  thought  that  if  the  Senator  from 
Maine  could  be  induced  to  take  the  same  view  of 

the  subject,  he  would  come  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. 

Mr.  BRADBURY  thought  that  the  experience 
of  the  last  session  was  opposed  to  the  view  of  the 
Senator  from  Alabama.  The  special  order  occupied 
the  whole  time  of  the  Senate,  and  no  private  bill 
could  be  acted  on  until  a  resolution  appropriating 
certain  days  for  private  business  was  agreed  to. 
Air.  WESTCOTT  regarded  the  vote  on  this 

resolution  as  settling  the  question  whether  any 
private  business  would  be  acted  on  during  this 
session  or  not.  Under  the  adoption  of  a  similar 
resolution,  more  private  business  was  disposed  of 
last  session  than  during  any  previous  one.  He 
complained  of  the  injustice  which  was  exhibited 
towards  the  Committee  of  Claims,  as  well  as  the 
claimants,  by  the  neglect  of  the  private  bills. 

The  resolution  was  then  agreed  to. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  KING, 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  and  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  consist  of  seven  members 

each. 
COMMITTEES  OF  THE  SENATE.      - 

Mr.  KING  then  said  he  rose  to  propose,  for  the 

purpose  of  saving  time,  to  suspend  the  rules  of  the 
Senate,  in  order  that  he  might  suggest  to  the  Senate 
the  expediency-of  suspending  the  rule  appointing 
by  vote  the  several  chairmen  and  committees.  He 
had  a  list  in  his  hand  which  he  believed  would 

meet  with  no  objection.  He  would  therefore  move 
to  suspend  the  rule. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  remarked  thatjt 

would  require  the  unanimous  vote  of  the  Senate. 
Mr.  KING.     I  am  aware  of  it. 

The  question  was  then  put;  and  no  objection 
being  made,  the  rule  directing  the  election  of  the 
committees  by  ballot  was  suspended,  and  the  fol- 

lowing list  of  committees  was  agreed  to: 
[Where  the  committees  are  not  filled  up,  the 

vacancy  will  be  supplied  by  a  future  arrangement 
between  the  Senators  on  the  right  and  left  of  the 

Chair.] 

On. Foreign  Relations. — Mr.  Hannegan,  chair- 
man; Messrs.  Benton,  Webster,  Mangum,King. 

On  Finance. — Mr.  Atherton,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Dickinson,  Clayton,  Hunter,  Phelps. 

On  Commerce. — Mr.  Dix,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Breese,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Davis  of  Massa- 

chusetts, Hamlin.       . 
On  Manufactures. — Mr.  Dickinson,  chairman; 

Messrs.  Upham,  Butler,  Clarke. 
On    Agriculture.   Mr.    Sturgeon,    chairman; 

Messrs.  Turney,  Spruance,  Atherton,  Corwin. 
On  Military  Jiffairs. — Mr.  Benton,  chairman; 

Messrs.  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dix,  Badger,  Rusk, 
Borland,  Metcalfe. 

Od  the  Militia. — Mr.  Rusk,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Atchison,  Greene,  Dodge,  Underwood. 

OnJWtvalJlff'airs. — Mr.  Yulee,  chairman ;  Messrs. 
Miller,  Bright,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Cameron, 

Badger,  Dickinson. 
On  Public  Lands. — Mr.  Breese,  chairman ;  Messrs. 

Corwin,  Felch,  Underwood,  Borland. 
On  Private  Land  Claims. — Mr.  Downs,  chair- 

man; Messrs.  Foote,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Fitz- 

patrick. 

On  Indian  Jlffairs. — Mr.  Atchison,  chairman; 
Messrs.  Phelps,  Houston,  Bell,  Foote. 

Of  Claims. — Mr.  Mason,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Westcott,  Underwood,  Bradbury,  Baldwin. 

On  Revolutionary  Claims. — Mr.  Bright,  chair- 
man; Messrs.  Bradbury,  Upham,  Rusk,  Johnson 

of  Louisiana. 

On  the  Judiciary . — Mr.  Butler,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Berrien,  Westcott,  Dayton,  Downs. 

On  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. — Mr.  Niles, 
chairman;  Messrs.  Sturgeon,  Pearce,  Rusk,  Cor- 
win. 

Oh  Roads  and  Canals. — Mr.  Hannegan,  chair- 
man; Messrs.  Foote,  Clarke,  Walker,  Spruance. 

On  Pensions. — Mr.  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  chair- 
man; Messrs.  Felch,  Phelps,  Dodge,  Baldwin. 

On  the  District  of  Columbia. — Mr.  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  chairman;  Messrs.  Fitzgerald,  Miller. 
Foote,  Greene. 

On  Patents  and  the  Patent  Office. — Mr.  Westcott, 
chairman;  Messrs.  Turney,  Davis  of  Massachu- 

setts, Dayton,  Sebastian. 
On    Retrenchment.   Mr.    Turney,    chairman; 

Messrs.  Douglas,  Mangum,  Niles,  Clarke. 

On  Territories.— Mr.  Douglas,  chairman;  Messrs. 

Bright,  Clayton,  Butler,  Davis  of  Massachusetts. 
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On  Public  Buildings. — Mr.  Hunter,  chairman; 
Messrs.  Yulee,  Spruance. 

To  Audit  and  Control  the  Contingent  Expenses  of 
the  Senate. — Mr.  Walker,  chairman ;  Messrs.  Niles, 
Pearce. 

On  Printing. — Mr.  Cameron,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Fitzpatrick,  Johnson  of  Maryland. 

On  Engrossed  Bills.   Mr.    Rusk,  chairman; 
Messrs.  Mason,  Baldwin. 

On  the  Library. — Mr.  Pearce,  chairman;  Messrs. 
Davis  of  Mississippi,  Mason. 

On    Enrolled   Bills.   Mr.   Rusk,    chairman; 
Mr.  Hale. 

POWERS  OF  THE  GOVERNMENT. 

The  following  resolutions,  offered  at  the  last 

session  by  Mr.  Bagby,  coming  up  for  considera- 
tion, viz: 

Resolved,  That  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  a 
compact  between  coequal  sovereigns,  hy  which  they,  and 
each  of  them,  delegated  certain  specified  powers  to  form  a 
General  Government  for  the  common  benefit  of  all  the 
parties  to  said  compact,  and  such  as  might  become  parties 
to  it. 

Resolved,  [That  the  powers  not  thus  delegated  by  the 
parties  to  said  compact  to  the  General  Government,  nor  any 
department  thereof,  remain  with  the  States  respectively,  or 
with  the  people. 

Resolved,  That  the  Government  of  the  United  States 
possesses  no  powers,  except  such  as  are  expressly  granted 
to  it  by  the  Constitution,  or  such  as  are  necessary  and  proper 
to  carry  the  granted  powers  into  effect. 

Resolved,  'that  the  power  to  construct  roads,  cut  canals, make  harbors,  or  improve  the  navigation  of  riversin  any  one 
or  more  of  the  States  or  Territories  of  this  Union,  is  not 
among  the  powers  expressly  granted  to  the  General  Govern- 

ment by  the  Constitution,  nor  is  the  exercise  of  such  a  power 
necessary  and  proper  to  carry  any  of  the  granted  powers 
into  effect. 

Resolved,  That  the  power  to  build  piers  and  docks,  erect 
buoys  and  light-houses,  and  improve  the  harbors  on  the  lakes, 
if  it  exists  at  all,  is  not  derived  from  the  power  to  regulate 
commerce,  but  from  the  power  to  provide  and  maintain  a 
navy. 

Resolved,  That  the  Government  of  the  United  States  does 
not  possess  the  power  to  create,  originate,  ordain,  establish, 
or  carry  on  commerce  between  or  among  the  States  of  the 
Union,  but  only  to  regulate  such  commerce  as  the  States  or 
the  people  thereof  may  create,  originate,  ordain,  establish, 
and  carry  on  between  or  among  themselves. 

Resolved,  That  any  attempt  by  the  General  Government, 
under  any  pretext  whatsoever,  toeonstruetroads,cutcanals, 
or  improve  the  navigation  of  any  river  within  the  limits  of 
any  one  or  more  of  the  States  of  the  Union,  or  within  any 
Territory,  is  a  palpable  violation  of  the  Constitution;  and  if 
it  be  within  the  limits  of  a  State  or  States,  is  a  direct  and 
dangerous  encroachment  on  the  rights  and  sovereignty 
thereof. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  moved  that  the 
resolutions  be  indefinitely  postponed. 

Mr.  KING  said  he  would  prefer  that  another 
course  be  taken.  He  wished  the  Senator  from 

Louisiana  would  move  to  postpone  to  a  certain 
day,  as  there  might  be  some  Senator  who  would 
desire  to  be  heard  ort  the  subject. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  then  varied  his  motion,  and 
moved  to  lay  the  resolutions  on  the  table. 

Mr.  KING  said  he'trusted  it  would  be  the  gen- eral understanding  that  the  resolutions  might  be 
called  up  at  any  time. 

The  resolutions  were  then  laid  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  bill  making  appro- 
priations for  the  repair  and  preservation  of  certain 

harbors  and  rivers,  from  which  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  was  discharged  at  the  close  of  last  ses- 

sion, was  taken  up,  and  recommitted  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Commerce.  ' 

Mr.  YULEE  gave  notice  that  he  would,  on 
Tuesday  next,  ask  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill 
to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the  military  and  naval 
establishment,  and  that  this  bill  be  made  the  spe- 

cial order  for  that  day. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  Senate  proceeded 

to  the  consideration  of  Executive  business^and, 
after  some  time  spent  therein, 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuesday,  December  12,  1848. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  call  for  petitions 
to  be  in  order,  and  the  Territories  and  States  were 
called  in   the   reverse   order,  beginning  with  the 
Territory  of  Oregon. 

The  call  having-  reached  the  State  of  Louisiana — 
SMITHSONIAN  INSTITUTION. 

Mr.  MORSE  observed  that  he  did  not  rise  to 
present  a  petition  from  the  State  of  Louisiana,  but 
to  a  privileged  question;  and  he  asked  the  atten- 

tion of  the  House  for  a  few  moments.  It  was  to 

the  reconsideration  of  the  vote  on  that  part  of  the 
resolution  for  the  adoption  of  the  rules  of  the 

House  which  rejected  the  application  for  a  commis- 
sion on  the  Smithsonian  Institution.  He  thought, 

without  entering  into  any  argument  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  the  House  would  see  the  propriety  of 

appointing  a  committee,  in  order  to  meet  the  views 
expressed  by  the  gentleman  from  Vermont,  [Mr. 
Marsh,]  as  well  as  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Rhett.]  And  he  had  no  dc-abt 
that  those  of  their  friends  on  this  side  of  the  House 
who  desired  to  terminate  all  connection  between 
the  Government  and  this  institution,  would  see  as 

well  the  propriety  of  submitting  this  matter  to  a 
committee,  who  would  be  authorized,  without  fur- 

ther instruction,  to  examine  and  see  whether 
it  would  not  be  better,  and  whether  it  would  not 
be  carrying  out  the  trust  which  the  Gevernment 

had  solemnly  accepted  from  the  late  James  Smith- 
son,  to  hand  over  all.the  moneys  which  had  been 
received  by  the  United  States,  to  an  incorporated 
body,  who  should  have  the  sole  charge  of  the 
funds  arising  from  this  legacy.  Such  of  the  gen- 

tlemen on  the  other  side  of  the  House  as  thought 
the  affairs  of  the  institution  would  be  better  man- 

aged under  the  surveillance  of  a  committee,  must 
be  of  the  opinion  that  it  would  be  well  to  bring  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  House  the  true,  exact  state 
of  that  institution.  It  was  true  a  very  elaborate, 
a  very  able  report  had  been  made  by  the  regents; 
but  it  was  an  ex  parte  'report,  so  far  as  the  interests 
of  this  country  and  the  House  were  concerned. 
Let  a  committee  be  appointed,  of  capable  men; 
who  should  take  the  matter  into  consideration,  and 
see  whether  the  ends  of  the  donor  would  be  best 

carried  out  by  keeping  it  under  the  control  of  this 
Government,  or  whether  they  would  not  faithfully 
discharge  their  trust,  afier  having  passed  a  law  for 
the  erection  of  suitable  buildings,  by  disembarrass- 

ing the  Government  and  the  House  from  all  con- 
nection with  the  institution.  He  held  it  to  be  a 

responsible  duty  which  this  House  had  taken  upon 
itself;  and  whatever  might  have  been  the  opinion 
of  gentlemen  on  this  side  of  the  House,  as  to  the 
propriety  of  accepting  the  legacy,  it  was  now  too 
late  to  interpose  any  objections  on  that  score.  The 
two  Houses  of  Congress  were  under  solemn  obli- 

gation faithfully  to  discharge  the  duty  which,  as 
the  trustees  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  and 
of  James  Smithson,  they  had  undertaken;  and  that 
duty  could  only  be  discharged  by  referring  the 
matter  to  a  committee,  impartial  in  its  character, 
capable  of  examining,  who  should  report  the  facts 
to  this  House,  as  to  the  future  conduct  of  this 
institution. 

He  was  not  disposed  to  commit  himself  now  to 
either  course,  whether  the  should  be  in  favor  of 
continuing  the  connection  of  this  institution  with  the 
Government  or  not;  or  whether  he  could  see  his 
way  clear  to  disembarrass  the  Government  from 
any  further  connection  with  it.  He  merely  threw 

out  the  suggestion,  that  if  a  committee  of  gentle- 
'men  on  this  floor  should  show  them,  should  indi- 

cate clearly  that  this  could  be  done,  then  he  appre- 
hended there  was  no  gentleman  who  would  not  be 

willing  to  leave  it  in  the  hands  of  the  gentlemen 
whtj  should  have  charge  of  this  institution.  The 
bill  which  established  this  Smithsonian  Institution 

had  passed  hastily,  without  having  undergone  the 

surveillance  of  any  committee.  It  was  true,  a  dis- 
tinguished gentleman  had  made  an  elaborate  report 

from  a  committee  appointed  on  this  subject,  ac- 
companied by  a  bill;  but  the  House  would  recol- 

lect that  that  report  was  rejected,  and  a  substitute 
offered  by  a  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr. 

Hough,]  which  embodied  some  amendments  of- 
fered by  himself,  (Mr.  M.,)  and  by  other  gentle- 

men, was  passed,  and  became  the  act  under  which 
the  institution  was  at  present  organized.  That  act 
was  imperfect  in  itself.  His  objection  to  it  was, 
that  so  far  as  this  House  at  least  was  concerned, 
it  was  very  little  discussed,  very  little  debated. 
He  held  that  Congress  could  not  be  true  to  its 
trust,  unless  once  in  a  year  or  two  (if  they  were  to 
continue  the  management  of  the  institution)  they 
authorized  and  delegated  a  part  of  their  body  to 
examine  and  report  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  He 
did  not  desire  to  take  a  position  either  with  his 
friend  from  Vermont  or  his  friend  from  South 
Carolina;  but  he  did  desire  that  this  House  and 
the;  country  at  large  should  be  possessed  of  all  the 
facts  in  relation  to  the  disbursement  and  manage- 

ment of  the  large  amount  of  money  left  by  this 
gentleman,  and  committed  to  them  as  trustees;  and 
the  committee  might  suggest  some  plan  belter  cal- 

culated to  carry  out  the  views  of  the  distinguished 

donor,  than  this  hasty,  imperfect  act  which  they 

had  passed. 
With  these  views,  he  moved  a  reconsideration  of 

the  vote  by  which  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Johnson]  was  rejected. 

The  SPEAKER  said  it  would  be  necessary  first 

to  move  to  reconsider  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion, and  announced  the  question  accordingly. 

Mr.  POLLOCK  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  re- 
consider on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to:  Yeas 

107,  Nays  76,  as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Ashmun,  Atkinson,  Bar- 

ringer,  Bayly,  Beale,  Belcher,  Blackmar,  Blanchard,  Botts, 
Boydon,  Win.  G.  Brown,  Butler,  Canby,  Chapman,  Cling- 
man,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Dickey, 
Donnell,  Garnett  Duncan,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Alexander  Evans, 
Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Farrelly,  Fisher,  Floumoy,  Fulton, 
Gentry,  Giddings,  Goggin,  Gotl,  Green,  Greeley,  Gregorv, 

Grinn'ell,  Hale,"  Willard  P.  Hall,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  James  G. 
Hampton,  Moses  Hampton,  Henry,  Isaac  E<  Holmes,  Hub- 

bard, Hunt,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Jenkins,  James  H.  John- 
son, George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Daniel  P.  King, 

William  T.  Lawrence,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lincoln,  Lumpkin, 
Mcllvaine,  McKav,  McLane,  Marvin,  Morehead,  Mulliu, 

Murphy,  Nelson,  Ne's,  Nicoll,  Outlaw,  Peck,  Pollock,  Pres- ton, Putnam,  Rhett,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell, 
Rumsey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Sherrill.  Silvester,  Slinger- 
land,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stanton,  Stephens, 
Strohm,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  Taylor,  Thibodeaux,  Thomas, 
James  Thompson,  R.  W.  Thompson  Robert  A.  Thompson, 
Tompkins,  Van  Dyke,  Wallace,  Warren,  White,  Wick, 
and  Wilson— 107. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Bedinger,  Bingham,  Bocock,  Bowdon, 

Brady,  Brodhead,  Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Buck- 
ner,  Cathcart,  Clapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Howell  Cobb,  Wil- 

liamson R.  W.  Cobb,  Crozier,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Darling, 
Dickinson,  Dixon,  Duer,  Edwards,  Embree,  Featherston, 
Ficklin,  Freedley,  French,  Fries, Gaines,  Hammons,  Haral- 

son, Harris,  Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Inge,  Irvin,  Iverson, 
Kaufman,  Kellogg,  Kennon,  Lahm,  La  S6re,  Sidney  Law- 

rence, Levin,  Lord,Lynde,  Maclay,  Job  Mann,  Marsh, 
Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Palfrey,  Peaslee.  Phelps,  Richardson, 
Riehey,  Robinson,  Kockhill,  Root,  Sawyer,  Smart,  Robert 
Smith,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Jacob  Thompson, 
John  B.  Thompson,  William/rhompson,  Thurston,  Tuck, 

Venable,  Vinton,'Wentworth,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Wood- ward—76. 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 
table. 

THE  CONTINGENT  FUND. 

Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  rose,  he  said,  to  a 
privileged  question.  He  moved  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  House  had  yesterday  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  the  bill  (introduced  by  Mr.  Cobb, 

of  Georgia)  entitled  "A  bill  to  prevent  either 
House  of  Congress  from  disposing  of  the  contin- 

gent fund,  except  by  joint  resolution  of  the  two 

Houses." 

Mr.  E.,  in  support  of  his  motion,  said  that  the 

gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Cobb,]  in  the  intro- 
ductory remarks  made  by  him  yesterday,  had  sta- 

ted, that  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  he  had  in- 
troduced the  same  bill,  and  that  then  a  majority  of 

members  had  been  in  its  favor.  In  this,  so  far  as 

his  (Mr.  E.'s)  recollection  served  him,  he  appre- 
hended that  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  mis- 

taken. His  (Mr.  E.'s)  remembrance  of  it  was, 
that  the  House  had  refused  to  consider  it,  and  had 
not  shown  it  favor. 

Mr.  COBB  rose,  and  asked  leave  to  explain. 
Mr.  EVANS  having  yielded  the  floor  for  the 

purpose — 

Mr.  COBB  said,  that  he  would  state  the  fact  as 
it  occurred.  At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  he 

had" given  notice  of  his  intention  to  introduce  the 
bill.  It  so  happened,  that  after  that  notice  had 
been  given,  it  never  was  in  order  to  introduce  bills; 
but  he  had  moved  a  suspension  of  the  rules,  and 
his  recollection  was  (for  he  had  not  looked  at  the 
Journal)  that  a  majority  of  the  House  voted  in 
favor  of  the  motion  to  suspend.  The  rule,  how- 

ever, required  a  vote  of  two-thirds,  and  therefore 
the  bill  was  not  introduced.  If  the  gentleman 
would  refer  to  the  Journal,  the  fact,  Mr.  C.  thought, 
would  be  found  to  be  as  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  EVANS  stated  that  he  had  been  for  the 

last  hour  engaged  in  examining  the  Journal, 
but  had  been  entirely  unable  to  find  the  pro- 

ceedings of  the  House  upon  the  subject.  If  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia  could  find  in  the  Journal 
what  was  done  at  the  last  session  in  the  premises, 
he  (Mr.  E.)  would  consider  him  a  successful 
hunter,  and  be  much  obliged  to  him  besides. 
However  this  might  be,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  deliberately  consider  and  reconsider  what  it 
had  done  yesterday.  The  gentleman  from  Geor- 

gia was,  as  all  gentlemen  well  knew,  both  intel- 
lectually and  physically,  a  man  of  weight.  Was 

it  to  be  submitted  to,  that  if  he  should  break  down 

his  chair  or  desk,  before*  either  could  be  repaired the  assent  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
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should  be  obtained?  The  House  could  not  pur- 

chase a  carpet,  repair  a  broken  bench,  order  a 

pound  of  ice  for  the  water  jar,  print  a  bill,  nor 

upon  the  death  of  one  of  it's  members  pay  his remains  the  last  decent  tribute  of  respect,  except 

by  all  the  delay  attendant  upon  the"  passage  of  a 
bill.  Did.  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  desire  to 

invoke  the  aid  of  the  veto  power  in  order  to  pre- 
vent what  he  chose  to  consider  extravagant  ex- 

penditures, in  order  to  prevent  the  public  money 
from  being  lavished  in  the  purchase  of  useless 

books  and"documents?  He  (Mr.  E.)  would  go  as 
far  as  any  gentleman,  but  not  in  this  way,  he 
•would  not  consent  that  the  President  should  be  set 

up  as  a  guardian  of  this  House,  and  he  would 
not  consent  that  the  aid  of  the  veto  should  be  in- 

voked in  order  to  prevent  them  from  doing  what 
their  own  decent  regard  for  their  own  reputation 
and  their  own  sense  of  right  and  propriety  ought 
to  hinder  them  from  doing.  Did  the  gentleman 

from  Georgia  desire,  that  before  the  House  printed 
one  of  its  bills,  the  assent  of  the  President  should 
first  be  had  and  obtained  ? 

Mr.  COBB  (in  his  seat)  here  remarked  that  he 
did  not  desire  to  invoke  the  aid  of  the  veto. 

Mr.'E VANS  resumed.  What,  then,  did  the  gen- 
tleman desire?  What  was  the  object  of  his  bill? 

If  he  sought  for  general  indefinite  appropriations 
■which  should  afterward  be  specifically  applied,  he 
did  not  remedy  any  one  of  the  evils  of  which  he 

complained.  Every  dollar  of  the  fund  would  be 

expended,  and  the  House  would  be  subjected  to 

all  the  inconveniences  and  delays  before  men- 
tioned. He  hoped  that  the  House  would  not  be 

so  wanting  in  regard  to  its  own  dignity,  reputa- 
tion, and  welfare,  as  to  deprive  itself  of  all  control 

of  its  own  moneys.  He  hoped  that  it  would  not, 
from  an  unmanly  fear  that  abuses  might  arise, 
because  abuses  had  arisen,  consent  to  put  itself 
into  bonds  and  trammels;  to  seek  a  guardian;  and 

thus  publicly  profess  its  own  incompetency  to 
manage  and  control  its  own  contingent  fund.  If 

the  gentleman  from  Georgia  believed  that  the  sig- 
nature of  the  President  was  not  necessary  to  the 

expenditure  of  the  contingent  fund,  under  the  bill 
introduced  yesterday;  if  the  gentleman  believed 
that  by  it  abuses  would  be  corrected,  he  would 
here  pause  and  yield  the  floor  to  that  gentleman,  for 
explanation.  1  am  sure  he  sought  to  do  right  and 
justice,  and  to  preserve  the  rights,  the  honor,  and 
the  dignity  of  the  House.  But  perhaps  the  gen- 

tleman rather  desired  to  be  heard  in  reply? 

Mr.  COBB  (in  his  seat)  intimated  his  intention 
to  reply. 

Mr.  EVANS  continued.  In  that  case,  he  said, 

he  would,  after  apologizing  to  the  House  for 

speaking  so  long  upon  a  matter  which  he  must 

nevertheless  regard  as  one  of  great  importance, 

yield  the  floor,  in  order  that  the  gentleman  who 

upon  every  subject  spoke  so  sensibly  and  so  well, 
might  vindicate  his  own  bill. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  said  that  he  would  re- 
fer the  gentleman  from  Maryland  [Mr.  Evans]  to 

the  one  hundred  and  seventeenth  page  of  the  Jour- 
nal of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  where  it  would 

be  found,  that  on  a  motion  submitted  by  himself 

(Mr.  C.)  to  suspend  the  rules,  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  him  to  introduce  a  bill,  the  vote  stood 

yeas  99,  nays  73.  „He  cited  this  fact  in  confirm- 
ation of  the  statement  he  had  yesterday  made, 

that  the  object  of  the  bill  had,  at  the  last  session, 
received  the  approval  of  a  majority  of  the  House. 

The  gentleman  seemed  to  be  alarmed  by  the 
apprehension  of  the  exercise  of  the  veto  power. 
He  (Mr.  C.)  would  state  candidly  that  he  had  had 
no  reference  to  the  exercise  of  that  power  by  the 
bill  which  he  had  introduced,  nor  did  he  cherish 
any  desire  to  bring  the  contingent  fund  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  or  of  the  Senate  within 

the  operation  of  that  power.  He  did  not  even  con- 
template rendering  necessary  the  signature  of  the 

President  to  the  joint  resolution  providing  for  the 
expenditures  of  the  contingent  fund  of  either 
branch  of  Congress;  and  it  seemed  to  him,  that 
if  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  would  reflect  a 
little  on  the  occurrences  of  the  last  few  months,  he 

•would  see  that  there  was  very  little  reason  to 
apprehend  any  difficulty  on  that  point  during  the 
next  four  years.  He  did  not  think  that  the  joint 
resolution  would  require  the  signature  of  the  Presi- 

dent, any  more  than  a  joint  resolution  providing 
for  the  election  of  chaplains  to  the  two  Houses. 

Mr.  EVANS  here  rose  with  the  purpose  (as  the 

reporter  understood)  of  reading  the  clause  of  the 

Constitution  applicable  to  bills,  &c,  (and  which  is 
hereafter  quoted.) 

Mr.  COBB  said  he  was  well  aware  of  the  re- 
quirements of  that  clause  of  the  Constitution  to 

which  the  gentleman  referred.  But  he  (Mr.  C.) 
did  not  consider  the  resolutions  contemplated 
by  the  bill  to  be  one  of  that  class  of  resolutions 
contemplated  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United States. 

Mr.  EVANS.  If  the  gentleman  will  give  way 

for  a  moment   
Mr.  COBB  continued.  He  had  the  Constitution 

before  him.  He  did  not  propose  to  enter  into  a 
discussion  upon  the  constitutional  point;  but  he 
would  say,  that  even  if  the  gentleman  could  satisfy 

him  that  the  signature  of  the  President  was  ne- 
cessary, he  (Mr.  C.)  should  still  urge  the  bill  upon 

the  consideration  of  the  House.  He  would  not 

say  that  the  reasons  why  he  considered  the  passage 
of  the  bill  necessary,  had  reference  merely  to  the 
apprehension  that  the  contingent  fund  would  be 
uselessly  or  unnecessarily  squandered.  He  would 
not  say  that  that  was  the  only  reason ;  but  he  would 
just  ask  gentlemen  to  refer  to  the  history  of  the 
disbursements  of  the  contingent  fund,  that  they 
and  the  country  might  see  the  abuses  which  had 
grown  out  of  its  expenditure  within  the  last  few 

years. 

What  was  the  contingent  fund  ?  What  was  it 
at  the  time  the  Government  first  went  into  oper- 

ation ?  From  a  sum  of  fine,  two,  or  three  thousand 
dollars,  appropriated  for  the  purpose  of  defraying 
the  small  and  necessary  expenses  of  the  two 
Plouses  to  which  the  gentleman  had  referred,  it 

had  now  risen  to  an  aggregate  amount  of  expendi- 
tures equal  to  thosfe  of  each  of  two-thirds  of  the 

States  of  the  Union,  and  to  double,  treble,  and 

even  quadruple  of  those  of  some  of  the  States. 
The  contingent  fund — which  was  never  examined 
into  except  by  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  which 
never  underwent  the  supervision  of  the  House,  the 
disbursements  of  which  never  saw  the  light  of  day, 
amounted  at  this  day  to  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
dollars.  Where  it  had  originally  reached,  as  he  had 
stated,  an  aggregate  of  one,  two,  or  three  thousand 
dollars,  it  now  approximajed  to  the  sum  of  half 
a  million  of  dollars.  Was  it  right  that  the  money 
of  the  people  should  be  thus  annually  voted  away 
by  resolution,  perhaps  at  a  midnight  session,  when 
not  one-third  o.f  the  members  present  were  con- 

scious of  the  object  to  which  the  money  was  to  be 

devoted  ?  The  proper  remedy  was  a  joint  resolu- 
tion providing  that  whenever  money  belonging  to 

the  contingent  fund  passed  out  of  their  hands,  the 
object  for  which  it  was  designed  should  receive 
the  full  and  deliberate  consideration  and  action  of 
both  Houses. 
How  much  had  been  voted  away  at  the  close 

of  the  last  session  of  Congress?  Neither  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  nor  the  House  knew  the 

amount  which  had  been  voted  away,  under  reso- 
lution, on  the  last  night  of  the  last  session — the 

amount  of  extra  compensation  to  persons  who  now 

receive  salaries  as  good  as  any  that  were  paid  un- 
der this  Government;  the  amounts  voted  away  for 

purposes  that  were  wholly  unnecessary.  Mr.  C. 
referred  to  a  case  of  this  description,  which  had 
occurred  within  his  own  experience  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Accounts.  A  resolution  had 

been  introduced,  which  passed  without  investiga- 
tion or  inquiry,  (because  no  member  felt  sufficient 

interest  in  the  matter  to  look  into  it,)  directing  the 

purchase  of  a  manuscript,  the  property  of  an  in- 
dividual,, which  was  said  to  contain  valuable  sta- 

tistical information.  He  (Mr.  C.)  resisted  the 

appropriation  on  this  floor;  but  he  could  not  obtain 
a  hearing;  the  members  would  give  him  no  atten- 

tion. He  had  also  resisted  it  before  the  Committee 

on  Accounts,  but  to  no  purpose.  What  was  the 
result?  The  sum  of  two  thousand  dollars  was 

paid  for  this  valuable  statistical  book,  which  turned 
out  to  be  nothing  but  a  compilation  from  public 
documents,  useless  to  the  country;  and  rather  than 

incur  the  expense  of  printing,  the  book  was  or- 
dered to  be  carried  to  the  Treasury  Department, 

where  it  was  buried  among  those  old  and  musty 
documents  which  never  saw  the  light  of  day. 
Would  the  sum  of  two  thousand  dollars  have  been 

thus  uselessly  squandered,  thrown  into  the  fire,  if 
a  proper  investigation  into  the  merits  of  the  matter 
had  been  made?  This  was  but  one  of  many  sim- 

ilar instances.  He  could  enumerate  objects  which, 
in  his  judgment,  never  could  have  received  the 
sanction  of  the  two  Houses,  if  both  had  been  re- 

quired to  act  upon  them.  Let  gentlemen  look  into 
these  matters.  They  would  be  struck  with  the 
fact,  that  very  large  amounts  of  money  had  been 
paid  out  of  the  contingent  funds  of  the  Senate  and 
of  the  Plouse,  for  objects  of  which  they  were  en- 

tirely unconscious.  Was  it  not  right  and  proper 
to  throw  around  expenditures  of  one,  two,  or 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  all  the  checks  and 
guards  of  which  legislation  was  susceptible?  The 
sum  itself,  it  was  true,  was  voted  in  the  appropri- 

ation bills,  but  there  was  no  reference  to  the  objects 
for  which  it  should  be  appropriated. 

He  was  willing  that  the  contingent  fund  should 
be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  two  Houses,  but 
that  the  action  of  both  be  such  as  to  show  that  the 

objects  upon  which  the  money  was  expended  had 
undergone  a  fair  scrutiny.  Could  any  reasonable 
objection  be  made  to  such  a  system?  If  there 
were  any  purposes  for  which  it  was  requisite  that 
these  expenditures  of  the  public  money  should  be 
made,  let  them  be  brought  fairly  into  consideration, 
and  if  they  were  meritorious,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  both  the  Houses  would  concur  in  voting 

the  appropriations. 
Mr.  EVANS  interposed  and  said,  that  the  gen- 

tleman was  evidently  leading  the  House  to  sup- 
pose that  the  Senate  and  the  House  could  dispose 

of  this  fund  under  the  joint  resolution  proposed, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  President.  He  (Mr. 
E.)  desired,  therefore,  to  read  the  clause  of  the 
Constitution  to  which  he  had  referred: 

"Every  order,  resolution,  or  vote,  to  which  the  con- 
currence of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  may 

he  necessary,  (except  on  questions  of  adjournment.)  shall  he 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States  ;  and  before 
the  same  shall  take  effect,  shall  be  approved  by  him,  or 
being  disapproved  by  him,  shall  be  repassed  by  two-  thirds 
of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  according  to 
the  rules  and  limitations  prescribed  in  the  case  of  a  law." 

Mr.  COBB  remarked,  that  he  would  refer  to 
that  matter  hereafter.  He  had  been  going  on 
to  ask  what  objection  could  be  brought  to  this 
resolution,  unless  gentlemen  wished  to  vote  away 

the  public  money  for  objects  which'  could  not commend  themselves  to  the  approval  of  the  House 
and  the  Senate?  Why  did  gentlemen  oppose  it? 
He  asked  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  if  he 
believed,  in  case  the  concurrence  of  both  branches 

was  required,  that  appropriations,  such  as  were 
made  at  the  closing  scenes  of  sessions  of  Congress, 
could  ever  pass?  No  one  believed  it.  He  asked 
the  gentleman  if  he  believed  that  this  appropria- 

tion, by  which  they  gave  to  themselves  some 

eighty  thousand  dollars'  worth  of  books,  by  virtue 
of  a  mere  resolution,  hurried  through  at  the  closing 
scene  of  a  session,  could  receive  the  sanction  of 
the  two  Houses,  if  it  was  deliberately  acted  on? 
Did  the  gentleman  believe  that  thousands  and 
thousands  would  be  voted  away  on  objects  less 
meritorious  even  than  those  to  which  he  had  re- 

ferred? Did  he  believe  that  this  House  and  the 
other  would  vote  these  large  amounts  of  extra 
pay  to  its  officers  and  everybody  connected  with 
the  two  Houses,  if  it  required  the  sanction  of  both 
Houses  ? 

But  it  was  unnecessary  further  to  refer  to  in- 
stances of  wasteful,  prodigal  expenditure  from  this 

contingent  fund.  The  fact  was,  that  this  resolu- 
tion did  nothing  more  or  less  than  place  this  sys- 
tem of  appropriations  on  its  proper  basis.  Such 

objects  as  were  meritorious  in  themselves,  such 
as  could  bear  the  light  of  day,  such  as  could  be 
sustained  when  deliberately,  coolly  acted  on,  would 
pass,  and  to  these  no  objections  could  be  made. 
But  as  long  as  the  present  practice  was  suffered  to 
continue;  as  long  as  they  slipped  in  resolutions  at 

midnight  sessions,  and  pressed  them  through  un- 
der combinations  of  different  interests;  as  long  as 

they  passed  the  resolutions  without  inquiry,  with- 
out knowing  whether  any  good  was  to  result,  so 

long  would  this  contingent  fund  continue  liable  to 
these  gross  abuses,  from  which  nothing  but  the 
system  he  proposed  would  relieve  it. 

But  thegentleman  from  Maryland  had  said,  that 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  these 

joint  resolutions  would  require  the  sanction  of  the 
President.  He  (Mr.  C.)  confessed,  that  at  the 
time  he  introduced  this  resolution,  and  still,  he  was 

of  the  opinion  that  resolutions  of  the  character  pro- 
posed, were  not  such  as  were  contemplated  by  the 

Constitution  in  requiring  the  President's  assent 
to  their  passage.  He  asked  the  gentleman,  in 
what  would  they  differ  from  joint  resolutions  for 
the  election  of  chaplains?  Did  they  not  by  joint 

resolution  provide  for  the  election  of  chaplains, 
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and  by  joint  rules,  which  were  nothing  more  or 
.  less  than  laws  passed  in  conformity  with  the  Con- 

stitution of  the  United  States,  provide  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  two  Houses?  If  the  gentleman 

drew  the  distinction  between  joint  rules  passed  for 
the  government  of  the  two  Houses  and  a  joint 
resolution,  it  was  a  distinction  only  technical,  and 

purely  so,  and  did  not  affect  the  merits  of  the  ques- 
tion at  all.  Suppose  that,  instead  of  introducing 

this  resolution,  he  had  proposed  a  joint  rule,  by 
which  the  two  Houses  should  agree  that  no  por- 

tion of  the  contingent  fund  of  either  should  be  paid 
out  except  by  the  consent  of  the  other  ;  would  that 
have  been  a  violation  of  the  Constitution  of  the 

United  States?  Would  "that  joint  rule  have  re- 
quired the  asseirt  of  the  President?  Well,  if  that 

would  not  be  a  violation  of  the  Constitution;  if 
such  a  rule  would  not  require  rhe  approval  of  the 

President,  then  the  ge/itleman's  objection  became 
a  mere  technical  one,  and  could  be  avoided,  if  ne- 

cessary, by  putting  this  proposition  in  the  form  of 
a  joint  rule  of  the  two  Houses,  instead  of  a  reso- 

lution passed  by  the  two  Houses. 
But  he  confessed  he  was  willing  to  let  it  remain 

in  its  present  form,  even  though  it  required  the 
concurrence  of  the  Executive  to  give  it  validity. 
He  had  no  fear  about  the  improper  exercise  of  the 
Executive  veto.  He  had  no  apprehensions  that 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  the  exercise 
of  that  high  conservative  power  intrusted  to  him 
by  the  Constitution,  and  by  our  fathers  who 
framed  it,  would  improperly,  unnecessarily  inter- 

fere with  the  action  of  the  two  Houses  upon  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  It  did  not  in  the  least  shake 

his  confidence;  it  did  not  abate  his  anxiety  for  this 
measure. 

The  gentleman  has  said  they  could  not  purchase 
any  little  articles  which  were  necessary  for  the  use 
of  the  House,  if  this  resolution  were  carried  into 
effect,  without  the  approval  of  the  Executive;  but 
he  (Mr.  C.)  saw  no  difficulty  under  this  resolu- 

tion, in  placing  a  small  sum  for  the  purchase  of 
such  articles  at  the  disposal  of  either  House.  His 
object  was  to  arrest  these  enormous  expenditures 
of  money  from  this  contingent  fund.  Let  them 
bring  back  these  contingent  expenditures  to  what 
they  were  in  the  early  days  of  the  Republic,  when 
a  few  hundred  or  a  few  thousand  dollars  were  suf- 

ficient for  the  contingencies  of  either  House  of 
Congress.  Something  must  he  done,  some  meas- 

ure must  be  adopted,  some  reform  must  be  resorted 
to,  or  the  whole  appropriations  for  the  contingent 
funds  of  the  two  Houses  would  swell  up  beyond 
the  appropriations  in  their  regular  appropriation 
bills.  They  were  already  pressing  on  with  tre- 

mendous strides  to  that  point.  The  amount  of 
the  contingent  fund  had  increased  more  rapidly 
since  the  organization  of  the  Government  than  any 
other  expenditure  which  came  from  the  treasury. 
It  must  be  arrested;  reform  must  be  had  on  this 

subject,  or  a  vast  system  of  irregular,  unauthorized 
expenditures  would  grow  up  before  us.  From  half 
a  million  of  dollars,  which  it  had  nearly  reached, 
it  would  go  to  one  million  and  two  millions,  and 
no  one  could  foretell  where  it  would  stop.  Let 
them  incur  the  hazard  of  the  Executive  veto  even, 
if  the  Executive  approval  were  required  to  pass 
such  resolutions,  (which  he  denied,)  rather  than 
allow  this  monstrous  system  of  expenditure  to 

go  on. Mr.  WHITE  remarked,  that  he  was  not  a  little 
amused  at  the  language  of  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia.  He  was  amused  because,  within  the 
last  two  or  three  years,  the  gentleman  and  his  po- 

litical associates  had  not  only  poured  out  the  pub- 
lic treasury  at  the  bung,  but  had  even  knocked  in 

the  head,  and  let  it  all  pour  forth;  and  now  the 
gentleman  was  zealously  advocating  a  measure 
which  he  said  was  to  effect  some  saving  in  the 
contingent  expenses  of  this  House  and  tUe  other 
House  of  Congress.  He  was  beginning  at  the 
small  end  of  the  horn;  and,  so  far  as  he  (Mr.  W.) 
was  able  to  discover,  the  tendency  of  the  gentle- 

man's movement  was  to  blow  a  little  smoke  into 
the  eyes  of  his  constituents.  He  (Mr.  W.)  was 

.  not  in  favor  of  any  such  petty  scheme  of  reform; 
he  believed  the  people  of  this  country  would  re- 

form the  legislation  of  this  House,  if  it  was  neces- 
sary, so  far  as  related  to  its  own  expenditures; 

and  whenever  the  expenditures  from  the  contin- 
gent fund  should  reach  that  point  which  should 

render  them  objectionable  to  the  people,  they 
would  take  the  reform  into  their  own  hands,  and 
send  a  different  class  of  men  here  to  legislate  for 

them.     With   these  views,   he  should  move  the 

previous  question. 
The  demand  for  the  previous  question  was  not 

sustained:  Ayes  59,  noes  62. 
Mr.  COLLAMER  said  he  was  unwilling  to  give 

a  final  vote  upon  this  question  atthe  present  mo- 
ment, without  an  opportunity  of  protesting  at  least 

against  the  ground  on  which  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  had  sought  to  show  that  that  vote  would 
have  been  given.  The  gentleman  had  attempted 
to  detail,  at  some  little  length,  the  great  abuses 
which  he  said  had  taken  plate  in  the  exercise  of 
the  power  of  this  House  over  the  disposition  of 
its  contingent  fund.  Now,  if  nothing  at  all  was 
to  be  said  in  answer  to  this,  and  if  gentlemen  voted 
against  this  bill,  or  voted  to  reconsider  the  vote  by 
which  it  was  passed,  they,  and  he  among  them, 

would  be  charged  before  the  country  with  coun- 
tenancing this  abuse  of  power.  Inasmuch,  there- 

fore, as  he  felt  it  his  duty  at  present  to  vote  to 
reconsider;  and  inasmuch  as,  at  present  advised, 
he  should  vote  against  the  bill;  and  inasmuch  as 
his  vote  would  be  guided  by  entirely  different  con- 

siderations from  those  with  which  those  with  whom 

he  acted  had  been  reproached — viz-:  that  they  gave 
countenance  to  extravagance  in  the  expenditures 
from  the  contingent  fund — he  wished  to  say  a 
single  word  in  relation  to  the  matter. 

He  understood  that  the  purpose  intended  to  be 
effected  by  this  bill  was  to  prevent  abuse  of  the 
power  of  the  House  in  the^iisposition  of  its  con- 

tingent fund.  Perhaps,  without  inquiring  whether 
it  was  true  that  there  had  been  this  abuse  of  power, 
it  would  be  a  sufficient  answer  to  say,  that  the 
abuse  of  power  generally,  almost  universally,  was 
no  reason  for  abolishing  the  existence  of  that 
power.  There  was  no  power  which  was  delegated 
under  this  Government,  there  was  none  which 
could  be,  however  important,  however  vital,  but 
was  capable  of  abuse;  and  the  more  important  the 
power,  the  deeper  the  danger  of  its  abuse.  There- 

fore, the  abuse  of  power  constituted  no  reason  at 
all  for  the  abolition  of  that  power — none  at  all. 
This,  perhaps,  might  be  considered  a  sufficient answer. 

But  the  gentleman  fr<jm  Georgia  had  served  on 
the  Committee  on  Accounts,  and  the  subject, 
therefore,  had  passed  under  his  especial  review, 
and  that,  he  (Mr.  C.)  supposed,  was  the  reason 
why  the  gentleman  repeated  that  tlais  House  was 
not  aware  of  the  extent  of  this  abuse.  He  thought 
that  was  so;  and  he  did  not  think  it  anything  at 
all  arrogant  in  the  gentleman  to  say  he  knew  a 
little  more  about  it  than  most  of  the  members  of 
the  House,  because  he  had  been  in  a  position 
which  gave  him  this  peculiar  opportunity  for  in- 

formation on  the  subject.  But  the  House  had 
been  told  on  this  occasion,  in  relation  to  these 
abuses,  by  the  gentleman  who  had  introduced  the 
bill  and  sustained  it,  that  they  did  not  understand 
the  subject;  that  they  were  not  at  all  aware  what 
had  been  done;  that  they  did  not  understand  what 
they  were  about.  What  then?  Why,  I  want  you 
to  swallow  this  bill,  without  any  examination, 
without  inquiry,  upon  my  representation!  That 
was  what  was  asked.  He  (Mr.  C.)  had  no  ob- 

jection to  its  taking  a  proper  examination  before 
the  proper  committee;  he  had  no  objection  that 
all  the  abuses  which  existed  should  be  exposed  to 
the  country — none  at  all.  He  wished  them  ex- 

posed to  this  House,  for  the  gentleman  said  the 
House  did  not  understand  them.  But  was  he  to 
vote  for  the  bill  conclusively,  positively  to-day, 
when  the  gentleman  said  we  did  not  understand  it? 
That  was  the  strongest  reason  imaginable  for  op- 

posing the  passage  of  the  bill  at  present!. 
Therefore,  if  his  first  position  was  correct,  that 

the  abuse  of  power  constituted  no  reason  for  the  j 
abolition  of  that  power,  and  if,  as  the  gentleman 
had  said,  it  was  an  important  subject,  and  not 
understood  by  the  House,  these  were  strong  and 
sufficient  reasons  why  this  bill  should  not  now  be 
pressed  to  a  final  decision. 

But  he.  had  another  objection — which,  perhaps, 
might  be  removed;  that  was,  what  was  meant  by 
a  contingent  fund?     What  was  the  reason  for  its  [ 
being  created?     How,  and  in  what  manner,  was  it  j 
created?     Our  Constitution  provided  that.no  mo-  j 
neys  should  be  drawn  out  of  the  treasury  but- by 
virtue  of  appropriations  by  law.     Exactly.     But 
inasmuch   as   small    matters,  such   as  penknives, 
stationery,  mending  broken  chairs,  &c,  could  not 
all   be  placed  in  a  bill — especially,  could  not  be 
anticipated  for  another  session,  and  put  into  the 

estimates — why,  a  general  provision  was  made  in 
the  appropriation  bills,  setting  apart,  appropriating 
out  of  the  treasury,  as  a  contingent  fund,  a  sum 

of  mo-tiey,  to  be  used  for  the  purchase  of  contin- 
gencies, under  the  discretion  of  the  House.  Now, 

what  were  they  asked  to  do?  Why,  to  make  a 
law  that  the  money  could  not  be  gotten  out  of  that 
fund  unless  by  the  consent  of  both  Houses  and 
of  the  President;  for  the  Constitution  was  very 
explicit  that  every  joint  resolution  should  be  pre- 

sented to  the  President,  and  meet  his  approval. 
The  gentleman  from  Georgia  said  this  was  not  a 
resolution  of  that  kind;  and  the  case  which  the 

gentleman  mentioned  of  the  two  Houses  acting 
under  a  joint  resolution  in  the  election  ef  chap- 

lains, did  not  satisfy  his  mind — not  at  all.  Did 
not  each  House  separately  elect?  Wa3  the  elec- 

tion the  result  of  the  joint  resolution?  Not  at  all. 
Each  House  chose  its  own  chaplain,  and  the  other 
could  not  veto  the  choice.  But  under  the  gentle- 

man's bill,  money  could  not  be  taken  out  "of  the contingent  fund  except  by  the  joint  action  of  the 
two  Houses  and  the  approval  of  the  President. 
Now,  k  simply  came  to  this:  by  the  adoption  of 

this  resolution,  would  they  not  practically  repeal 
and  do  away  with  the  whole  system  of  contingent 
funds?  They  would  require  just  as  much  for- 

mality to  get  the  money  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
as  was  necessary  to  get  that  fund  out  of  the  treas- 

ury in  the  first  instance.  Therefore,  if  they  wanted 
a  penknife,  a  ream  of  paper,  or  wanted  to  send 
their  Sergeant-at-arms  to  arrest  a  man,  before 
they  could  do  it,  they  must  have  a  joint  resolution 
to  get  it  out  of  the  contingent  fund.  They  were 
unwilling  to  trust  themselves  with  their  own  mo- 

ney. They  wanted  the  action  of  the  President 
and  of  the  Senate,  to  know  whether  they  might 
use  their  own  money.  Now,  he  did  not  know  but 
this  was  necessary.  But  this  would  be  the  effect, 
as  he  had  described.  The  appropriations  for  the 
contingent  fund  would  be  rendered  absolutely  nu- 

gatory; they  might  just  as  well  get  their  money, 
each  time,  out  of  the  treasury,  as,  out  of  the  con- 

tingent fund. 
It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that  a  sort  of  para- 

dox was  involved  in  the  proposition.  It  was  an 
inconsistency  all  round.  He  might.however,  be 
mistaken,  and  he  wanted  time  before  the  House 
was  called  finally  to  act  upon  the  question,  to  have 
it  examined  by  a  committee  and  thoroughly  un- 

derstood. But  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  and 
other  gentlemen  who  pushed  forward  this  bill, 
seemed  to  say  that  they  should  not  take  time  for 
inquiry;  that  the  bill  should  be  pressed  through  the 
House  now. 

He  had  wished  briefly  to  state  these  views.  He 
could  not  vote  for  this  bill  now,  as  at  present 
advised,  and  he  wished  it  distinctly  understood, 
that  in  so  doing  he  did  not  mean  to  throw  himself 

in  the  way  of  any  inquiry,  of  obtaining  any  in-, 
formation,  or  taking  any  action  which  might  be 
necessary  to  guard  against  an  improper  expendi- 

ture of  the  contingent  fund. 
Mr.  BINGHAM  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays; 

which  were  ordered. 

The  question,  "Shall  the  vote  by  which  the  said 
bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  be  reconsidered?" 
was  then  taken  and  decided  in  the  affirmative: 

Yeas  97,  nays  86,  as  follows:    _ 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abboir.  Adams,  Ashmun.  Barrow,  Belch- 
er, Blackmar,  Blanehaid,  Bojdon,  Brady,  Charles  Brown, 

Buckner,  Butler,  Canby,  Chapman,  Clapp,  Clingman,  Col- 
lamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Grbwell,  Darling,  Dickey,  Dixon, 
Donnell,  Duer,  G.irnett  Duncan,  Dunn,  Kckert,  Edwards, 
Alexander  Evans,  Farrclly,  Fisher,  Flournoy,  Freedley, 
Gayle,  Gentry,  Goggin,  Gregory.  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nailian  K. 
Hall,  Hamrnons,  James  G.  Hampton,  Moses  Hampton, 
Henry,  Milliard,  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  John 
W.  Hou.-ton,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Irvin,  John  W. 
Jones,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.King,  Lahm,  Lawrence,  Levin, 
Lincoln,  Lord,  Lyude,  Mellvaine,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Mullin, 
Nelson,  Nes,  Nieoll,  Outlaw,  Palfrey,  t'eirie,  Pollock,  Put- 

nam, Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Rumsey,  St. 
John,  Sherrilr:  Silvester,  SJingerland,  Truman  Smith, 
Stephens,  Strolim,  Strong,  Tallnrfulge,  Taylor,  Thibodeaux, 
Richard  W.  Thompson,  John'  fi.  Thompson,  Thurston, 
Tompkins,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton-,  Warren,  White,  and  Wil- son— 97. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Atkinson,  Baninger,  Beale,  Bedinger, 

Bingham,  Bowdon,  William  G.  Brown,  Cathcart,  Chase, 
Franklin  Clark,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb, 
Cocke,  Crozier,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Dickinson,  Emhree, 
Feathe rston,  Ficklin,  French,  Fries,  Fulton,  Giddings,  Gott, 
Green,  Greeley,  VVilliard  P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Harmanson, 
Harris,  Henley,  Hill,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Iverson, 
James  H.  Johnson.  Robert  VV.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones, 
Kaufman,  Kennon,  La  S6re,  Sidney  Lawrence,  LefHer, 
Lumpkin,  McClelland, McKay,  MeLane,  Job  Mann,  Meade, 

Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Pea'slee,  Peek,  Peyton,  Pielps, Preston,  Khett,  Richardson,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  Boot, 
Sawyer,  Sbepperd.,  Smart,  Robert  Smith,  Stanlon,  Cijarles 
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E.  Stuart,  Thoniasj  James  Thompson,  Jacob  Thompson, 
Robert  A.  Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Tuek,  VenabLe, 

Wallace,  Wick,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Woodward— 86. 

So  the  vote  was  reconsidered. 

And  the  question  recurred  on  ordering  the  bill 

to  be  engrossed  .for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  POLLOCK  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether 

it  would  now  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  bill  be 

refcrred  to  the  Committee  on  Accounts? 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  such  a  motion  would 

be  in  order. 
Mr.  POLLOCK  submitted  it. 

Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  demanded  the  pre- 
vious question.  ;    • 

Mr.  POLLOCK  inquired  whether  that  motion, 

if  it  should  prevail,  would  cut  off  the  motion  to 
commit? 
The  SPEAKER  said  no;  under  the  amended 

rules  it  would  not. 

The  demand  for  the  previous  question  was  then 
seconded,  the  main  question  was  ordered,  and 

being  taken,  was  decided  in  the  affirmative. 
So  the  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Accounts. 
Mr.  COBB  rose  and  said,  that  the  disposition 

just  made  by  the  House  of  the  bill  which  he  had 

'introduced,  was  regarded  by  him  as  a  final  dispo- 
sition of  it.  He  believed  that  the.  House  had  as- 

sented to  that  disposition  "in  consequence  of  the 
suggestion  which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Evans,]  that  the 
sanction  of  the  President  would  be  required  to  any 

disbursements  which  might  be  made  out  of  the 

contingent  fund.  To  avoid  that  difficulty,  he  (Mr. 
C.)  would  now  move  that  the  House  propose  to 
the  Senate  the  adoption  of  a  resolution,  (which  he 

sent  to  the  Clerk's  table.). 
_  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  inquired  of 

the  Speaker  whether  the  resolution  was  in  order? 
The  SPEAKER  saidjt  would  be  in  order  when 

the  States  were  called  forVesoIutions. 

Objection  was  made  to  tl*e  reception  of  the  res- 
olution.      •  »• 

M,r-  COBB  presumed  (he  said)  that  it  might  be 
read  for  information. 

And  it  was  read.     . 

Mr.  COBB  said,  that  if  the  objection  to  the  res- 
olution was  persisted  in,  he  would  give  notice  of 

his  intention  to  offer  it  when  the  States  should  be 
called  in  their  order  for  resolutions. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  objecting, 
the  resolution  was  not  received. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr.  MURPHY  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
underwriters  and .  merchants  of  the  city  of  New 

York,  asking  for  the  removal  of  the  obstructions 
to  Hurl  Gate  channel,  and  for  the  removal  of  the 
rocks  in  the  harbor  of  New  York:  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

Also,  petition  of  Captain  Joshua  P.  Powers,  for 
the  continuance  of  the  protection  of  the  United 

States  in  the  matter  of  his  claim  against  the  Re- 
public of  Texas,  for  spoliation  of  the  schooner 

Mary  Elizabeth  and  cargo:  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  N.  K.  HALL:  Petition  of  John  Morri- 
son, of  Geneva,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  pray- 
ing for  a  pension  from  the  passage  of  the  act  of 

April  24,  1816,  to  the  time  he  obtained  his  pension 
certificate  as  an  invalid  pensioner  under  said  act. 

Also,  petition  of  J.  W.  Nye,  praying  for  pay- 
ment for  services  rendered  under  a  contract  with 

the  Postmaster  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  deposition  and  papers  in  support  of  his  claim. 

Petitions  were  presented  also,  and  appropriately 
referred,  by  Messrs.  WICK,  MORSE,  DICKIN- 

SON,GREGORY,  RUMSEY,  WHITE,  ROCK- 
WELL of  Connecticut,  GR1NNELL,  and  MAM- 

MONS. 

Mr..  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  presented 
joint  resolutions  of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Connecticut,  in  approbation  of  Mr.  Asa  Whit- 

ney's proposed  plan  of- a  railroad  from  Lake 
Michigan  to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  moved  that  the  resolutions 

be  printed,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee;  but 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  giving  notice  of  his 
desire  to  debate  them,  they  were  laid  over  under 
the  rule. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  read,  and  agreed  to: 

Resilvtd,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be 
authorize  d  to  employ  a  clerk  for  so  much  of  the  session  as 

their  business  may  render  necessary,  who  shall  receive  the 
same  per  diem  compensation  usually  allowed  fur  similar 
services. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  from  the 
Comniitteeon  Claims,  to  which  were  referred  Senate 
bills  for  the  relief  of  William  H.  Prentiss,  and  for 
the  relief  of  Columbus  Alexander  and  Theodore 

Barnard,  reported  same  back  to  the  House  without 
amendment:  committed. 

FALSE  SWEARING. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Committee  on  Claims,  moved 

that  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  be  discharged 

from  the  consideration  of  the  bill  "providing  for 

the  punishment  of  false  swearing  in  certain  cases;" 
and  he  asked  that  it  might  now  be  put  on  its  pas- 
sage. 

Mr.  FARAN  suggested  that  some  explanation 
of  its  object  should  be  given. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  simply  remarked,  that  the 
object  was  to  punish  false  swearing  before  the 
committees — a  case  which  existing  laws  did  not 
reach. 

The  bill  was  then  read  through,  ordered  to  be 

engrossed,  and  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Massachusetts,  from  the  Com- 

mittee on  Accounts,  reported  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  read,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Accounts  procure  a  copy 
for  each  member  of  the  House,  of  Cotton's  Pockei  Map  of 
the.Cnited  States  ahd  Mexico,  showing  the  country  from 
the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  Ocean 

BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

Under  notices  heretofore  given,  bills  were  intro- 
duced, as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri:  A  bill  to  continue 
in  force  the  acts  for  the  payment  of  horses  and 

other  property  lost  in  the  military  service  of  the 
United  States. 

A  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Missouri  the  right 

of  way,  and  a  donation  of  public  lands,  for  the 

purpose  of  making  a  railroad  from  Hannibal  to 
St.  Joseph;  which  were  severally  read  twice,  and 
referred. 

By  Mr.  VINTON:  A  bill  granting  lands  to  cer- 

tain States  therein  named ,*to  aid  them  in  the  con- 
struction of  roads,  canals,  and  the  improvement  of 

their  rivers;  read  twice,  and  referred. 

By  Mr.  SAWYER:  A  bill  in  addition  to  an  act 

entitled  "  An  act  in  relation  to  military  land  war- 
rants;'' read  twice,  and  referred. 

NOTICES    OF    BILLS. 

Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

were  given: 
By  Mr.  PHELPS:  A  bill  to  pay  to  the  State  of 

Missouri  the  two  per  cent,  upon  the  proceeds  of 

the  sales  of  the  public  lands  which,  have  been  sold^ 
within  the  limits  of  the  said  Siate,  and  which  have 

been  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
road  leading  to  said  State. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jo- 

seph Decret. 
By  Mr.  DICKINSON:  A  bill  granting  lands  to 

the  State  of  Ohio,  for  the  construction  of  a  road 

from  Lower  Sandusky,  Ohio,  to  the  Greenville 

treaty  line,  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of  the  treaty 
of  Brownstown,  of  1806. 

By  Mr.  GOGG1N:  A  bill  to  regulate  and  equal- 

ize the  pay,  and  to  provide  against  future  inter- 
ruptions in  the  transportation  of  the  mails  on 

railroads  in  the  United  States,  and  the  territories 
thereof. 

By  Mr.  PALFREY:  A  bill  for  the  repeal  of  all 
acts,  or  parts  of  acts,  of  Congress,  establishing  or 

maintaining  slavery  or  the  slave  trade  in  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia. 

By  Mr.  FEATHERSTON:  A  bill  granting  a 
portion  of  the  public  lands  lyiifg  within  the  State 
of  Mississippi  to  said  State,  for  the  construction 
of  a  levee  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Mississippi 

river,  in  said  State. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LEFFLER, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  ot  so  amending  the 

act  of  Congress  fixing  the  time  of  holding  the  District  Court 
ol  the  United  States  for  Iowa,  as  to  authorize  two  lenns  of 
said  court  annually,  instead  of  one,  as  now  authorized  by 
law. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McCLELLAND, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on   Public  Lands  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  reducing  the  price 

of  the  mineral  lauds  of  Lake  Superior. 

CONTINGENT  FUND  AGAIN. 

Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  moved  the  follow- 

ing as  an  additional  joint  rule  of  the  two  Houses: 
"  That  neitherthe  Senate  or  House  of  Representatives  will 

di^>  <se  of  any  portion  of  the  contingent  fund  of  their  respect- 
ive Houses  without  the  assent  and  concurrence  of  the.  other 

House  first  had  and  obtained." 
Mr.  STUART  moved  the  previous  question. 
Mr.   ASHMUN  moved   to   lay  the   proposed 

amendment  on  the  table,  which  was  decided   by. 

yeas  and  nays  in  the  negative— yeas  80,  nays  87 — 
as  follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Ashmun,  Barrow,  Belch- 
er, Blackmar,  Botts,  Boydon,  Brady,  Bnckncr,  Butler,  Can- 

by,  Clapp,  OIiiigitia.ii,  Collaiuer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell, 
Dickey;  Dixon,  Dtie.r,  Garnett  Duncan,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Ed- 

wards, Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Fisher,  Gaines, 
Gayle,  Goggin,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K  Hall, 
Hammons,  Moses  Hampton,  Henry,  Isaac  E.  Holmes.  Eh  as 
B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hunt,  Irvin,  Jenkins.  Daniel  P.  King, 
Lahm,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Lincoln, 
Lord,  Ly ride,  Mcilvairie,  ;\  ar^-h,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Outlaw, 
Palfrey,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Bo<  k- 

well,  Piumsey,  St.  John,  Sher'rill.  Silvoter,  Slingerland, Truman  Smith,  Staik weather,  Stephens,  strohm,  TaJI- 
madge,  Taylor,  John  B.  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tompkins, 

Van  D\ke,  Vinton,  Warren,  White,  and  Wifcon — fc'O. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Atkinson,  Beale,  Bocock,  Bowdon,  Wil- 

liam G.  Brown.  Charles  Blown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Catl.earr, 
Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Howell  Cobh,  Williamson  V.  W. 
Colib,  Cocke,  Crozier,  Daniel,  Dickinson,  Einbree,  Faran, 
Featherston,  Ficklin,  Floiirnoy.  Freedley,  French,  Fries, 
Fulton,  Gentry,  Gidding-,  Gott  Green,  Greeley,  W.  V.  Hall, 
Haralson,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Henley,  Hiil,  Hiihard,  Im.re, 
Iverson,  Andrew  Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson,  George  W. 
Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Keiinon,  La  Sere.  I,  flier, 
Lignn,  Lumpkin,  Mac-lay,  McClelland,  McKay.  Job  Mann, 
Meade,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Nicoll,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Phelps, 
Preston,  Rhett,  Richardson,  ltichey,  Robinson,  Ifockhill, 
Root,.  Sawyer,  Sbepperd,  Smart,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton, 
Charles  E.Stuart,  Strong,  Thomas.  James  Thompson,  Jacob 
Thompson,  Robert  A.. Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Ven- 
able,  Wallace,  Wentvvorth,  Wick,  Wiley,  Williams,  and 

Woodward — 87. 
The  question  was  then  put  on  seconding  the 

previous  question,  and  decided  in  the  negative. 

The  proposed  amendment  then  giving'  rise  to debate,  it  was  laid  over  under  the  rule. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on    Public  Lands  be  in- 
stiueted  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  establishing  ah  addi- 

tional land  office  in  the  State  of  Missouri  north  of  the  Mis 
souii  river. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GREEN, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Public  Lands  he  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  by  law 

for  a  complete  and  full  geographical  and  mirieralogical  sur- 
vey of  the  State  of  Missouri,  and  especially  of  all  public 

lands  in  said  State,  and  that  said  committee  report  by  bill 
or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GAYLE, 

Resolved,  That  Senate  bill  No.  331,  granting  to  the  State 
of  Alabama  the  right  of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  find 
for  making  a  railroad  from  Mobile  to  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio 
river  arid  for  other  purposes,  be  taken  from  the  tabic  anJ 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WENTWORTH, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  passing  a  law 

providing  for  the  election  of  all  officers  of  the  United  plates 
Government  directly  by  the  people. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HENLEY, 

Resolved,  That,  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be 
instructed  lo  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  im- 

mediately for  a  geological  survey  of  New  Mexico  and  Cali- 
fornia, for  the  establishing  of  a  United  States  mint  in  one  of 

those  Territories,  and  for  the  immediate  occupation  of  the 
gold  mines  of  California,  that  the  products  thereof  may  be 
saved  to  the  Government,  and  appropriated  to  the  payment 
of  the  national  debt  and  current  expellees  of  the  Govern nient. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  tile  expediency  of  providing  by  law 

for  the  entry  and  purchase  of  the  unsold  lands  in  the  Wyan- 
dot reserve  in  the  State  of  Ohio  with  soldiers'  land  war- 

rants, the  purchaser  pa\ing  any  excess  in  money,  and 
also  to  inquiie  into  the  propriety  of  authorizing  in  like  man- 

ner the  purchase  of  the  alternate  sections  still  un.-old  on  the 
Wabash  and  Erie  canal. 

FUNERAL  EXPENSES  OP  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Tennessee,  offered  the  fol- 
lowing resolution;  which,  giving  rise  to  debate, 

was  laid  over: 

Resolved,  That,  the  Clerk  of  this  House,  in  making  out  his 
report  of  the  disposition  of  the  contingent  fund,  as  now 
required  by  law,  arrange,  under  a  sepaiate  and  distinct 
head,  the  funeral  expenses  of  the  members  of  this  Hnu-e, 
setting  down,  undereaeh  deceased  member's  name,  the  irem 
of  expense  incurred,  by  its  proper  name,  slating  the  aggre- 

gate amount  of  each  at  the  bottom,  of  the  account. 

BOUNDARY  OF  TEXAS. 

Mr.  MEADE  offered  the  following  resolution; 

which,  giving  rise  to  debate,  was  laid  over. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Territories  report  a  bill 
to  this  House  transferring  to  the  State  of  Texas,- in  pur- 
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^ance  of  the  terms  other  annexation  to  the  Union,  all  that 
portion  of  New  Mexico  which  lies  east  of  the  Kio  Grande. 

Mr.  McLANE  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resoli-ed.  That  a  select  committee  of  five  he  appointed 

by  the  Uhair,  to  inquire  and  ascertain  to  what  extent  this 
House  has  exercised  its  constitutional  obligation  to  provide 
for  the  publication  of  its  journal  of  proceedings,  and  to  re- 

port thereon,  with  such  recommendations  as  they  may 
deem  expedient,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  McLANE  remarked ,  that  he  had  a  few  words 

to  say  upon  this  resolution,  and  he  presumed  they 
would  be  in  order,  if  not  under  the  ordinary  rules, 
on  the  ground  that  this  was  a  privileged  motion. 
He  said  he  had  been  among  those  who  had  voted 
in  the  inception  of  this  business  to  provide  for  a 
full  and  efficient  publication  of  their  debates.  He 
was  anxious  to  have  it  done,  and  to  give  a  fair 
and  just  compensation  to  anybody  who  would  do 
it.  He  felt  that  this  public  printing  could  not,  and 
ought  not  to  be  done  fairly,  without  just  and  full 
compensation.  Various  representations  had  been 
made  in  the  form  of  memorials  and  petitions;  and 
whether  it  was  worth  $,1,000  or  $10,000,  by  offering 
it  to  the  lowest  bidder,  and  saving  specifically 
what  they  wanted,  viz  :  its  daily  publication, 
they  would  ascertain  what  its  value  was:  for  it 

would  be  quite  impossible  for  any  "  pensioned" 
press  here  to  monopolize  such  a  work,  which  was 
open  to  competition  with  the  papers  of  immense 
circulation  in  the  cities;  such  as  the  Herald,  Tri- 

bune, and  Sun,  in  New  York;  the  Philadelphia 

Ledger;  the  Baltimore  Sun — mentioning  these  pa- 
pers without  disparagement  to  others.  He  should 

have  introduced  a  resolution  at  once  to  offer  it  at 

contract  to  the  lowest  bidder;  but  inasmuch  as  peti- 
tions and  memorials  from  practical  printers  had  been 

presented  to  this  House,  he  deemed  it  but  respectful 
to  them  that  they  should  go  to  a  committee;  hence, 
instead  of  moving  a  direct  resolution  for  these  re- 

ports, he  had  proposed  to  refer  the  question  and 
the  memorials  which  had  been,  and  which  should 
be,  received,  to  a  select  committee. 
Now,  the  constitutional  obligation  of  this  House 

to  keep  and  publish  a  journal,  from  time  to  time, 
could  not  be  satisfied  by  the  publication  of  a  jour- 

nal of  its  acts  merely,  as  it  was  now  made  up,  and 
by  laying  it  on  their  desks,  or  sending  it  to  them 
at  the  close  of  the  session.  He  would  here  state, 

that  frequently,  in  the  latter  part  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, he  had  made  application  to  the  Clerk  to  see 

the  journal  of  the  proceedings  of  the  day  before, 
or  the  week  before,  and  he  found,  on  one  occa- 

sion, that  two  weeks,  he  might  say  three  weeks — 
and  he  intended  no  disrespect  to  the  Committee  on 

Printing — had  elapsed,  and  no  journal  of  their 
proceedings  was  on  their  desks.  Now,  he  was 
decidedly  of  the  opinion  that  the  journal  of  their 
proceedings  ought  to  be  contracted  for  to  be  laid 
on  their  desks  every  succeeding  morning;  that  the 
contract  should  be  absolute;  and  that  sufficient 

inducement  in  the  way  of  pecuniary  compensa- 
tion should  be  given  to  any  printer  who  would 

perform  the  business.  He  would  propose  and 
recommend,  that,  in  connection  with  the  journal, 
a  full  report  of  the  debates  should  be  printed.  He 
considered  the  current  debates  just  as  much  part  of 
their  proceedings  as  their  mere  votes;  and  that  as 
necessary  as  was  the  insertion  on  the  journal  that 
Mr.  A  or  Mr.  B  made  such  a  motion,  was  the 
explanation  of  that  motion;  and  that  it  was  as 
much  a  part  of  their  proceedings.  Therefore,  he 
would  require  the  Clerk  to  contract  with  the  low- 

est bidder — let  it  be  the  editor  of  a  paper  in  Wash- 
ington or  in  New  York.  All  he  asked  was,  that 

upon  their  tables,  here  in  this  Hall,  every  morn- 
ing, they  should  have  a  copy  of  their  proceedings 

on  the  previous  day.  K 
One  word  more.  He  had^  taken  some  pains  to 

ascertain  what  would  be  the  expense  of  such  a 
publication,  and  he  felt  assured,  with  the  compe- 

tition that  pervaded  every'  branch  of  industry — 
and  certainly  the  press  as  much  or  more  than  any 
other — that  for  the  subscription  price  of  a  daily 
paper,  they  could  have  this  publication  ;  that  for 
five  dollars  for  two  sessions,  or  something  like  it, 
they  could  have  this  full  publication.  They  had 
already  paid  $25,000  to  have  twelve  copies  of  the 
Congressional  Globe  furnished  to  every  member. 
Now,  they  could,  if  they  chose,  divert  one-fifth  of 
that  $25,000,  and  have  this  daily  publication  by 
these  same  printers.  These  printers  were  attached 
to  the  House,  were  the  only  official  or  quasi- 
official  printers.  But  he  did  not  propose  to  dis- 

turb any  existing  arrangement ;  he  proposed  to 
have  a  journal  of  their  proceedings  and  debates 

published,  and  laid  on  their  tables  every  morning, 
with  the  obligation  to  transmit  a  copy  daily  to 
every  newspaper  in  the  United  Slates  that  would 
agree  to  republish  them.  Now,  what  would  be 
the  practical  effect  of  this?  The  papers  in  the 

city  of  Washington  would  all  be  obliged  to  pub- 
lish it,  or  lose  their  subscriptions.  Without 

obtruding  himself  into  the  affairs  of  any  individual 
or  any  concern,  it  was  within  the  range  of  every 

man's  observation  in  this  House  that  the  proceed- 
ings published  in  the  Globe  and  the  Intelligencer 

at  the  last  session  were  one  and  the  same  report. 
It  was  evident,  therefore,  to  every  gentleman,  that 
there  must  have  been,  and  it  was  right  there  should 

have  been,  a  combination  between  these  two  jour- 

nals to  furnish  full, 'efficient  reports.  Now,  the 
effect  of  his  resolution  would  be  to  bring  into  that 
combination  every  one  of  the  papers  published  in 
the  city  of  Washington,  without  pensioning  any. 
But  if  the  charge  was  made  that  it  was  unjust  to 
the  other  papers  of  the  country  to  select  the  papers 
or  any  of  the  papers  printed  in  this  city,  as  the 
medium  of  communication  between  Congress  and 
the  country,  let  the  editors  of  the  papers  he  had 
named  in  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore, 
and  of  other  papers  through  the  country,  come 
here  and  lay  the  reports  of  their  proceedings  and 
debates  on  their  tables  every  morning,  and  they 
would  receive  the  just  and  fair  compensation.  We 
did  not  know  the  value  of  these  publications.  He 
believed  that  a  paper  published  in  the  city  of 

Washington  could  afford,  and  always  had  afforde'd, 
to  make  their  reports.  Had  not  the  editors  of  one 
of  the  papers, gentlemen  respected  for  their  integrity, 
told  us  that  they  had  sunk  large  sums  of  money  in 
making  these  reports,  he  would  not  have  hesitated 
in  making  the  assertion.  He  was  disposed,  there- 

fore, as  a  member  of  this  House,  anxious  to  be 
reported,  accustomed  to  be  reported,  to  accept  so 
far  the  assurance  given  by  these  gentlemen  that 
they  had  sunk  large  sums  of  money  in  reporting 

without  compensation — to  say  to  the  editors  of 
these  and  of  other-papers,  For  how  much  will  you 
furnish  the  country  and  the  House  with  full  pub- 

lications of  our  journal  and  proceedings?  And  he 
submitted  to  the  House,  if  it  could  be  ascertained 

that  for  five  dollars  a  column  these  reports  could 
be  obtained,  the  adoption  of  this  system  would 
supersede  all  others  that  had  been  in  use.  At  all 

events,  as  they  had_  these  propositions  of  enter- 
prising men  who  told  them  they  could  publish 

their  proceedings,  and  distribute  them  to  thousands 
and  thousands  of  their  fellow-citizens  cheaper  than 
they  could  possibly  do  it,  he  was  disposed  to  test 
the  matter  fairly,  and  bring  in  the  bids  of  all  these 
gentlemen,  and  contract  with  the  lowest  bidder. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  said,  that  when  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Ashmun,] 

had  yesterday  given  notice  that  he  should  not 
again  introduce  the  resolution  concerning  the  re- 

ports of  the  debates  and  proceedings  of  this  House, 
he  (Mr.  J.)  had  hoped  that  the  question  had  been 
finally  set  at  rest. 

Mr.  CROWELL  here  rose,  and  inquired  of  the 
Speaker  whether  the  resolution  was  debatable. 
The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say,  that 

it  was  clearly  debatable.  The  gentleman  from 
Maryland  [Mr.  McLane]  had  put  the  resolution 
on  the  ground  of  privilege;  and  in  the  form  in 
which  it  now  stood,  the  Chair  was  disposed  to 
acquiesce  in  that  view.  The  resolution  related  to 
an  inquiry  by  a  committee,  whether  the  House 
had  done  its  duty  in  respect  to  the  printing  of  the 

journal  of  its  proceedings,  as  required  by  the  Con- 
stitution. To  that  point  the  debate  ought  legiti- 

mately to  be  confined,  though  the  gentleman  had 
extended  his  remarks  beyond  it. 

Mr.  McLAiNE  said,  that  he  had  so  framed  the 

resolution,  that  he  might  have  the  privilege  of  ex- 
tending his  remarks. 

Mr.  JONES  continued.  The  resolution  did  not 

specify  all  that  the  gentleman  frrom  Maryland 
desired  to  attain  under  it;  but  his  remarks  devel- 

oped the  plan  which  he  proposed  to  carry  out  by 
it,  and  the  committee  to  be  appointed  under  it.  It 
was  the  same  object  sought  to  be  attained  by  the 
resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts; 
it  provided  not  only  for  the  printing  of  the  Journal 

of  the  House,-  but  it  authorized  the  publication 
of  a  debate — an  extended  debate,  if  gentlemen 
pleased — on  every  subject  that  might  come  up  for 
consideration.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland 
had  told  them  that  it  could  'be  done  almost  for  a 
song;  that  for  the  sum  of  five  dollars  a  session  for 

each  member,  the  House  could  have  the  benefit  of 

daily  reports,  to  be  laid  on  their  tables  every  morn- 
ing. If  the  object  could  be  attained  for  that  amount, 

or  double  that  amount,  he  (Mr.  J.)  was  willing  to 
contribute  it  out  of  his  own  pocket.  All  this  might 
do  very  well  until  the  thing  was  started — until  the 
time  came  when  they  must  meet  the  expense  out  of 
the  contingent  fund.  Someideaof  theamountofex- 
penditure  which  would  be  thus  incurred,  might  be 
formed  from  a  glance  at  the  columns  of  the  two 

daily  papers — the  Union  and  Intelligencer — which 
were  published  this  morning.  On  reference  to  them, 
it  would  be  seen  that  each  paper  contained  about 

sixteen  columns  of  the  Senate's  proceedings  of 
yesterday.  At  seven  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per 
column2  (which  was  the  price  fixed  by  the  Senate 
contract,)  the  sum  of  one  hundred  and  twenty  dol- 

lars would  be  paid  out  of  the  contingent  fund  to 
each  of  those  papers,  for  the  reading  of  the  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  of  a  short 
debate  on  printing  it,  and  of  some  two  or  three 
petitions  or  memorials  published  as  a  part  of  the 

proceedings  of  the  Senate. 
Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the  members  oP  this 

House — he  would  appeal  to  the  experience  of 
every  gentleman  on  this  floor — if  it  had,  been 
customary  to  print,  or  if  they  had  ever  seen  peti- 

tions and  memorials  which  had  been  presented  in 
either  House,  printed  in  the  papers,  or  in  the  cur- 

rent proceedings  of  either  House,  until  the  Senate 
had  adopted  a  resolution  authorizing  the  payment 
of  seven  dollars  and  fifty  cents  per  column  for  the 

reports  of  its  proceedings.  Gentlemen'  might  try 
to  limit  the  amount  which  should  be  expended 
under  the  resolution;  they  might  try  to  specify 
what  should  be  published  and  what  should  not. 
But  let  the  system  once  go  into  operation,  and  no 
project  ever  brought  before  either  House  would  be 
found  more  liable  to  abuse.  One  hundred  and 

twenty  dollars,  as  he  had  stated,  was  to  be  paid 
to  each  paper  for  the  Senate  proceedings  of  yester- 

day. And  here  we  had  the  same  important  docu- 
ment (to  wit,  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury)  published  in  the  Baltimore  "Sun,"  and 
distributed  by  the  carriers,  probably,  before  either 
of  those  two  papers  had  left  the  respective  offices. 
Why  was  it  necessary  at  all  to  enter  upon  this 
system  of  publishing  reports?  The  Government 
had  been  long  in  existence,  and  no  such  thing  had 
been  done.  If  he  was  not  mistaken,  it  arose  out 

of  the  contract  system  of  doing  the  public  print- 
ing. Before  that  system  was  entered  upon,  either 

party  that  happened  to  be  in  power  elected  a  par- 
tisan Printer,  and  took  no  care  of  any  other  press. 

When  the  other  party  came  into  power,  they  also 
elected  a  Printer  belonging  to  their  own  party. 
But  now,  since  the  printing  had  been  put  out  by 
contract  to  those  who  published  no  newspapers, 
proposals  were  made  in  behalf  of  the  two  papers 
here,  to  give  them  this  patronage,  for  the  purpose 
of  sustaining  them.  If  newspapers  could  not  be 
supported  by  the  support  of  the  intelligent  people 
of  the  country,  it  was  wrong  that  their  represent- 

atives should  take  this  mode  of  fostering  and  sus- 

taining them. 
Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  the  House  adjourn. 
The  motion  prevailed,  and 
The  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,   ETC. 

The  following  'petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 

under  the  rule,  and  referred: 
By  Mr.  BUTLER:  Two  petitions  of  citizens  of  Columbia 

county,  Pennsylvania,  remonstrating  against  a  continuance 
of  the  present  tariff  policy,  and  asking  for  an  immediate 
modification  of  the  existing  revenue  laws. 

By  Mr.  TAYLOR:  The  memorial  of  John  Coates,  of 
Ross  county,  Ohio,  for  compensation  for  extra  services  late- 

ly performed  by  him  as  receiver  of  public  moneys  at  Chili- 
cothe  :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims! 
By  Mr.  ATKINSON :  The  petition  of  John  C.  P.  Ed- 

wards, of  Norfolk  county,  Virginia,  for  permission  to  sue 
the  United  States  for  damages  done  to  real  estate  of  the  pe- 

titioner: referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
By  Mr.  McCLELLAND  :  Petition  of  Major  George  Deas, 

United  States  army,  lor  payment  for  a  horse  lost  in  the 
Mexican  war. 

By  Mr.HAHMANSON:  Petitions  of  Joshua  Holden,  Sid- 
ney Flower,  and  Amelia  Covillion,  for  a  right  of  preemption 

By  Mr.  S.  LAWRENCE  :  Petition  of  Levi  M.  Roberts,  for 
increase  of  pension:  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions.  Also,  the  petition  and  papers  of  Polly  Carver,  for 
damage  done  by  British  army,  in  1812. 

By  Mr.  HUNT  :  Seven  petitions  from  citizens  of  Niagara 
county,  New  York,  in  favor  of  an  appropriation  to  improve 
Wilson  Harbor  at  Twelve-Mile  Creek,  on  Lake  Ontario. 

By  Mr.  LEVIN  :  The  petition  of  sundry  painters  of  Wash 
ington  city,  praying  compensation  tbr  services  rendered 
about  tho  Capitol.  , 
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By  Mr.  NTCOLL  :  The  memorial  of  William  F.  Haru- 
meger,  Bi)ormaii.  Johnson  &  Co.,  Phelps,  Dodge  &  Co., 
Sturges,  Burnet  &  Co.,  and  others  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
asking  that  the  dangerous  rocks  in  the  channel  of  Hurl 
Gate,  and  in  the  harhor  of  New  York,  may  be  removed. 

By  Mr.  KUMSEY :  The  petition  of  Mr.  Kruckubackut 
and  1,325  others,  citizens  of  Steuben  county,  New  York 
asking  for  the  passage  of  the  bill  introduced  at  the  last  ses- 

sion of  Congress  upon  the  subject  of  postage  on  newspapers, 
and  also  for  a  uniform  rate  of  postage  on  letters. 

IN  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  December  13,  1848. 

The  Journal  having  been  read — 
A  message  was  received  from  the  House- of 

Representatives,  by  Mr.  Campbell,  their  Clerk, 
announcing  that  the  House  had  passed  a  bill  pro- 

viding for  the  punishment  of  false  swearing,  in 
certain  cases,  in  which  they  requested  the  concur- 

rence of  the  Senate. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 
a  communication  from  the  Department  of  State, 
enclosing  a  report  of  the  number  of  foreign  pas- 

sengers arrived  at  the  various  collection  districts 

in  the  United  States,  for  the  year  ending  30th  Sep- 
tember, 1848. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ALLEN,  the  petition  and 
papers  of  William  Tracey  were  ordered  to  be 
withdrawn  from  the  files  of  the  Senate. 

NEW  MEXICO. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Delaware,  who  is  seated  opposite  to 
me  on  the  other  side  of  the  Senate,  [Mr.  Clay- 

ton,] and  myself  have  received  a  communication 
from  New  Mexico,  framed  by  a  convention  that 
lately  sat  there,  for  taking  into  consideration  the 
condition  of  that  country.  That  communication 
they  have  forwarded  to  our  care,  to  be  presented 
to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  with  a  petition, 
in  which  they  pray  for  the  establishment  of  a  civil 
government  over  them,  and  put  forth  other  pray- 

ers in  relation  to  that  general  one.  The  petition 
is  entitled  "  The  People  of  New  Mexico,  in  Con- 

vention assembled,  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,"  and  is  signed  by  the  president  and  secre- 

tary of  the  convention,  and  dated  Santa  Fe,  Octo- 
ber 14,  1848. 

As  a  compliance,  Mr.  President,  with  that  rule 
of  the  Senate  which  requires  the  substance  of  peti- 

tions to  be  briefly  stated  when  they  are  presented, 
I  ask  the  Senate  to  have  this  petition  read,  because 
it  is  so  brief  that  it  could  not  be  made  more  so,  and 
has  a  precision  in  its  language  and  mode  of  ex- 

pression which  cannot  be  obtained  by  any  para- 
phrase. I  therefore  send  the.  petition  to  the  table 

that  it  may  be  read,  and  afterwards  I  will  move 
to  have  it  printed  and  referred  to  the  appropriate committee. 

The  Secretary  read  it,  as  follows  : 

Petition  of  the  peopleof  New  Mexico,  assembled  in  convention, 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  Slates  of  America. 

We,  tbe  people  of  New  Mexico,  respectfully  petition 
Congress  for  the  speedy  organization,  by  law,  of  a  territorial 
government  for  us. 
We  respectfully  petition  Congress  to  grant  us  a  govern- 

ment purely  civil  in  its  character. 
We  respectfully  represent,  that  the  organic  and  statute 

laws  promulgated  by  authority  of  the  United  States,  Septem- 
ber 22,  1846,  for  the  temporary  civil  government  of  New 

Mexico,  (a  copy  of  which  is  despatched,)  with  some  few 
alterations,  would  be  acceptable  to  us. 
We  desire  the  following  offices  to  be  filled  by  appointment 

of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  by  and  with  the  advice 
and  consent  of  the  Senate :  The  Governor,  Secretary  of 
State,  United  States  Marshal,  United  "States  District  Attor- ney, and  Judges. 
We  desire  to  have  all  the  usual  rights  of  appeal  from  the courts  of  this  Territory  to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United States. 
We  respectfully  but  firmly  protest  against  the  dismember- 

ment of  our  Territory  in  favor  of  Texas,  or  for  any  cause. We  do  not  desire  to  have  domestic  slavery  within  our borders;  and  until  the  time  shall  arrive  for  our  admission 
into  the  Union  as  a  State,  we  desire  to  be  protected  by  Con- 

gress against  their  introduction  among  us. 
We  desire  a  local  Legislature,  such  "as  is  prescribed  in  the laws  of  New  Mexico,  September  22,  1846,  subject  to  the usual  acts  of  Congress. 
We  desire  that,  our  interests  may  be  represented  by  a  del- 

egate, who  is  to  be  entitled  to  have  a  seat  aipon  the  floor  of the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
In  consideration  of  the  fact  that  New  Mexico  contains 

from,  seventy-five  thousand  to  one  hundred  thousand  souls 
we  believe  that  we  have  made  no  unreasonable  request' 

and  we  confidently  rely  upon  Congress  to  provide  for  us 
laws  as  liberal  as  any  enjoyed  by  any  of  the  Territories. 

Santa  Fk,  October  14.  1848. 
Signed  by  JOSE  MARTINEZ, 

John  Giddinus,  Secretary,  and  others. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  move  that 
that  communication  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate;  and  also  that  the  accompanying  memorial 
in  the  Spanish  language  be  printed  with  it,  and 
that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Terri- 
tories. 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  As  one  of  those  to  whom 
this  petition  was  intrusted,  I  desire  to  second  the 
motion  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  I  would 

briefly  say,  sir,  that  as  I  labored  faithfully  during 
the  last  session  of  Congress  to  organize  a  civil 
government- over  this  territory  of  New  Mexico,  I 
shall  labor  with  equal  fidelity  for  the  same  object 
at  the  present  session.  I  entirely  concur  with  the 
reference  moved  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri,  as 
being  the  best  and  most  appropriate  that  can  be made. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  there  was  re- 
ceived at  the  same  time  with  the  communication  a 

copy  of  the  laws  which  have  been  promulgated  in 
New  Mexico,  which  I  desire  to  submit  to  the  Sen- 

ate, but  I  do  not  desire  them  to  be  printed.  I  de- 
sire, sir,  to  refer  them  to  the  same  committee. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to 
make  no  objection  to  the  motion  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Missouri;  but  I  rise  to  express  my 
opinion  that  the  people  of  this  Territory,  (New 
Mexico,)  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
have  not  made  a  respectful  petition  to  this  Senate; 
but,  on  the  contrary,  that  they  have  made  a  most 
insolent  fTne.  I  am  not  surprised,  however,  at  the 
language  of  this  petition.  That  people  were  con- 

quered by  the  very  men  they  wish  to  exclude  from 
that  Territory,  and  they  know  that.  I  enter  my 
protest,  sir,  at  once  against  being  governed  by  a 
consideration  presented  under  such  circumstances 
as  that  petition  has  been  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  should  sup- 
pose, sir,  that  myself,  and  perhaps  the  Senator  from 

Delaware,  [Mr.  Clayton,]  are  equally  charged 
with  the  presentation  of  this  petition.  And  I  should 
suppose,  sir,  that  we  should  feel  ourselves  called 
upon,  when  a  Senator  rises  in  his  place  and  char- 

acterizes as  insolent  such  a  petition  as  has  been 
presented,  to  get  up  and  disclaim  for  those  who 
have  signed  that  petition,  and  sent  it  to  us,  the 
least  disposition  to  be  insolent  or  impertinent.  We 
think,  sir,  there  is  nothing  of  that  kind  upon  the 
face  of  the   paper,  and  that  it  is  gratuitous  and 

founded  to  apply  such  an  epithet  to  it. 
Mr.  CALHOUN.  It  is  not^t  all  strange  that 

the  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Benton]  should 
consider  the  charge  of  insolence  against  the  peti- 

tion gratuitous,  looking  upon  the  matter  as  he 
does,  nor  that  I  should  make  the  charge,  looking 
upon  it  as  I  do.  I  look  upon  the  rights  of  the 
southern  States,  proposed  to  be  excluded  from 
this  territory,  as  a  high  constitutional  principle. 
Our  right  to  go  .there  with  our  property  is  unques- 

tionable, and  guarantied  and  supported  by  the 
Constitution.  The  Territory  belongs  to  us— to  the 
United  States.  It  belongs  to  the  States  of  Caro- 

lina and  Virginia  as  much  as  it  does  to  New  York 
and  Massachusetts.  The  Senator  from  Missouri 

differs  from  me  upon  this  point,  and  therefore  he 
does  not  consider  it  insolent  on  the  part  of  the 
people  of  that  Territory  to  ask  that  we  should  be 
excluded  from  it.  But  these  are  my  convictions,  and 

I  repeat  that  I  consider  the  petition  to  be  insolent.    ■ 
Mr.  RUSK.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  think  that 

the  proper  time  has  come  to  discuss  the  various 
questions  involved  in  the  petition  presented  by  the 
Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Benton;]  but,  inas- 

much as  it  has  been  made  a  matter  of  remark  upon 
the  motion  to  print  the  memorial,  it  is  proper  that 
I  should  assert  the  indisputable  title  of  Texas  to 
all  the  territory  lying  on  this  side  of  the  Rio 
Grande — a  title,  sir,  which  will  be  found  to  be 
borne  out  by  the  law  of  nations,  the  facts  as  they 

exist,  and  by  the  sovereign  action  of  this  Govern- 
ment. But  I  shall  not  now  enter  into  an  argument 

in  support  of  our  right  to  this  territory. 
These  individuals,  the  inhabitants  of  New  Mex- 

ico, are,  as  a  matter  of  course,  anxious  to  nave, 
and  it  is  proper  and  right  that  they  should  have,  a 
civil  government  established  over  them.  It  is  due 

to  them.  As  an' act  of  justice  it  should  be  done. 
A  civil  government  should  be  established  over 
such  portions  of  the  territory  as  do  not  belong  to 
Texas;  but,  at  the  same  time;  i  will  here  and 
elsewhere  enter  my  solemn  protest  against  the 
establishment  of  a  distinct  and  separate  govern- 

ment over  any  of  the  territory  belonging  to,  and 
which  has  cost  the  blood  and  treasure  pf,  the  State 

of  Texas.  I  can  well  imagine  that  a  few  indi- 
viduals, anxious  to  be  members  of  Congress — a 

few  individuals  anxious  to  appropriate  to  them- 
selves a  large  and  valuable  territory  which  has 

never  cost  them  a  month's  service  nor  a  drop  of 
blood,  should  wish  to  take  this  territory  and  insti- 

tute a  separate  and  distinct  government  over  it,  as 
proposed  in  this  petition.  However,  I  shall  cast 
no  reflections  upon  their  motives.  They  have  a 
right,  if  they  can,  to  get  it  away  from  us;  but  it 
belongs  to  the  State  of  Texas.  We  have  an  indis- 

putable right  to  the  territory,  which  we  can  never surrender,. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  rise,  sir,  merely  to  protest 
that  I  brought  in  this  petition  in  a  manner  which 
I  deemed  the  most  judicious.  Certainly  it  was 
my  opinion  that  it  would  avoid  one  single  word 
being  said  about  it  of  this  kind.  It  presents  ques- 

tions which  will  occupy  our  consideration,  sir, 
when  we  arrive  at  them.  There  is  no  necessity 
for  anticipating  their  discussion.  I  did  not  even 
make  a  statement  of  the  contents  of  the  petition, 
because  that  statement  could  not  be  better  made 

than  in  the  document  itself.  I  simply  asked  to 
have  it  read,  and  it  was  read.  I  asked  to  have  it 

printed  and  referred,  not  making  one  word  of  re- 
mark. All  this  was  doing  just  as  little  as  could 

be  done  to  comply  with  the  parliamentary  forms, 
of  getting  a  subject  before  a  legislative  body. 

But  it  has  been  assailed,  and  epithets  applied  to 

it.  The  Senator  from  South  Carolina  has  said  it- 
was  natural  for  me  to  think  of  the  petition  as  I 
did,  and  for  him  to  think  of  it  as  he  did.  Sir,  the 
only  opinion  I  expressed  about  it  was,  that  it  was 
a  petition  for  the  righls  of  the  petitioners,  and 
respectfully  worded  and  presented,  and  that  the 
petitioners  were  not  subject  to  the  imputation  of 
insolence:  but  since  the  imputation  has  been  made, 
and  persevered  in,  I  will  say,  that  if  any  part  of 

that  paper  could  be  esteemed  insolent,  it  must  be 
that  which  relates  to  the  subject  of  slavery.  If  so, 

I  will  say  that,  perhaps,  without  knowing  it,  these 
petitioners  have  used  upon  this  subject  the  very 
words  of  the  petition-of  the  General  Assembly  of 
Virginia,  in  their  petition  to  George  III.,  before 
the  breaking  out  of  the  American  Revolution;  and 
although  George  III.  did  not  grant  their  petition, 
I  never  heard  that  he  said  it  was  insolent  in  the 

General  Assembly  to  present  it. 
Mr.  CALHOUN.  I  made  no  charge  against 

the  manner  of  presenting  the  memorial.  My  ob- 
jection was  to  the  petition  itself.  The  Senator 

sees  in  that  petition  no  disrespect  to  one-half  of 
the  people  of  this  Union;  but  I  see  the  greatest 
disrespect.  The  Senator  endeavors  to  assimilate 
it  to  the  case  of  the  petitioners  of  George  III.;  but 
they  are  antagonistic;  thev  bear  no  comparison. 
Sir,  we  of  the  southern  States  claim  the  right, 
under  the  Constitution,  to  go  into  that  Territory 

with  our  property.  These  memorialists  are  a  con- 

quered people — conquered  by  the  arms  of  the  Uni- ted States,  and  especially  by  troops  drawn  from 
the  southern  States;  and  for  them  now  to  turn 
round  and  propose  to  exclude  us,  it  is  the  very 
height  of  insolence,  if  the  Senator  from  Missouri 
does  not  see  it. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  wish  to  know  what  the  Sen- 
ator means?     I  will  give  him  time  to  reply. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  My  meaning  is  clear  to  every 
Senator.  I  do  not  interfere  with  the  Senator  from 
Missouri.  I  have  stated  the  ground  upon  which 

I  consider  the  petition  disrespectful.  It  is  disre- 

spectful, coming  from  a  conquered  people,  and  be- 
cause it.infringes  our  constitutional  rights.  If  the 

Senator  does  not  see  that  there  is  foundation  for 

my  opinion,  it  is  no  fault  of  mine. 
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What  is  the  question,  Mr, 

The  Question  is  on 

Mr.  BENTON 
President? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT, 

the  printing  of  the  memorial. 

A  Voice:  "  No  objection  to  that." 
Mr.  BENTON,  lfthereisno  objection,  then 

what  are  we  debating  about?  Is  it  possible  that 
the  grave  American  Senate,  at  the  commencement 
of  a  brief  session,  is  engaged  debating  about  noth- 

ing at  all  ?  Is  that  our  occupation  to-day?  Sir, 
this  seems  to  be  a  very  lame  and  tame  conclusion 
of  what  commenced  so  fiercely  just  now.  [Laugh- 

ter.] But  the  term  "  insolent"  has  been  applied 
to  those  who  present  this  petition.  Sir,  1  deny  the 
imputation.  I  assert  that  only  the  constitutional 
rights  of  these  people  have  been  represented  in  this 

proceeding.  Conquered  or  unconquered — a  por- 
tion of  New  Mexico  or  Texas — take  them  as  you 

please — I  say  they  have  a  constitutional  right  to 
F resent  their  petition  here.  And  I  say  more,  sir: 
am  quite  sure  that- every  subject  which  these 

memorialists  have  presented  in  that  petition  is  a 
fair  subject  of  legislation,  and  they  have  presented 
them  in  respectful  terms.  They  have  done  what 
they  had  a  right  to  do.  And  I  will  not  hear  the 

term  "  insolent"  applied  to  them,  witen  I  have 
presented  their  memorial,  without  saying  and  re- 

peating, in  a  manner  such  as-  shall  be  heard,  that 
the  expression  is  gratuitous  and  unfounded. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  The  Senator  ought  to  under- 
stand that  I  rose  to  make  a  remark  against  the 

petition  itself,  not  against  its  reference  or  sprinting, 
nor  the  manner  of  presenting  it.  I  had  a  right  to 
remark  oh  every  part  of  that  petition.  There  is 
nothing  unparliamentary  or  unusual  in  my  course. 
But  he  seems  to  think  that  himself  and  the  Senator 

from  Delaware  [Mr.  Clayton]  are  responsible 
for  every  word  and  expression  that  it  contains. 
That  is  not  my  view  of  it  at  all.  I  did  not  say  the 
petition. was  unconstitutional;  for  petitions  may 
be  presented  here,  constitutional  or  unconstitu- 

tional; but  I  do  say  that  the  petition  undertakes  to 

exclude  one-half  the  Union  nearly  from  territory 
that  belongs  to  the  States  collectively;  the  Con- 

stitution declares  the- territories  to  be  the  territories 
of  the  United  States — the  States  in  their,  federal 
capacity.  And  I  say  such  a  petition,  coming  from 
a  people  recently  subdued  by  our  arms,  and  under 
our  control,  is  insolent;  and  whether  the  Senator 
from  Missouri  thinks  so  or  not,  it  is  to  me  a  matter 
of  perfect  indifference. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Presi- 
dent, that  the  importance  of  this.document  presented 

to  the  Senate  is  much  overrated.  Its  character  is 
misconceived.  I  desire,  sir,  to  attract  the  notice  of 
the  Senate  and  of  the  country  to  its  true  character. 
I  do  not  intend  that,  through  newspaper  reports  of 
what  occurs  here  to-day,  the  public  mind  shall  be 
misled.  1  intend  to  disabuse  it  in  advance  of  the 

idea  that  this  petition  speaks,  as  it  pretends  to 
speak,  the  voice  of  the  seventy-five  or  the  hun- 

dred thousand  souls  it  states  are  in  New  Mexico. 

It  is  presented  here  assuming,  and  it  states,  that  by 
it  the  people  of  all  New  Mexico  express  their 
wishes  to  Congress  on  the  subject  of  their  territo- 

rial government.  It  purports  to  come  from  the 
Feople  of  New  Mexico  assembled  in  convention, 
a  this,  I  regard  it  as  an  abuse  of  the  right  of 

petition,  and  as  an  attempted  imposition  upon 
Congress.  Why,  sir,  when,  how,  and  by  whom 
were  delegates  elected  to  this  convention?  Who 
authorized  its  convocation  ?  Was,  in  fact,  such  a 
convention  ever  held?  I  find  nothing  authentic 
in  the  paper  to  satisfy  me  as  to  this  fact.  The 
Secretary  did  not  read  the  names  to  this  petition, 
and  I  have  sent  for  it  to  his  desk,  and  I  ask  the 
attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  signatures. 

First,  however,  let  me  refer  to  the  preliminary 
heading,  which  reads,  "-Petition  of  the  People  of 
JVeic  Mexico,"  &c;  and  then  the  petition  states, 
"  We,  the  people  of  Mw  Mexico,  respectfully  petition 
Congress,"  &c.  "  The"  people  of  New  Mexico — 
all  the  people — the  whole  seventy-five  ora  hundred 
thousand  souls.  And  how  is  it  signed?  It  states 
that  it  is  from  the  people  of  New  Mexico  assem- 

bled in  convention;  and  it  is  signed  by  a  Mexican 
or  Spaniard,  in  a  very  illegible  scrawl,  which  I 
make  out  to  be  "  Jose  Martinez,  Presidente  del  Con- 
dada,"  &c,  and  by  "  J.  M.  Giddings,  Secretary;" 
and  then  follow  ten  signatures  of  Spanish  or  Mex- 

ican names,  and  two  American  or  English.  With- 
out any  disrespect  to  the  Senator  from  Missouri, 

[Mr.  Benton,]  or  the  Senator  from  Delaware, 
Mr.  Clayton,]  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  it  is 

manifest  that  the  assumption  of  these  fourteen 
people  to  speak  in  behalf  of  the  whole  people  of 
Mexico  is  an  attempted  imposition.  Who  autho- 

rized them  to  speak  for  that  people?  They  say 
they  were  assembled  in  convention.  Who  elected 
delegates  to  such  convention?  Who  called  it? 
From  all  I  have  seen  or  heard  on  this  subject,  1 

feel  justified  in  expressing  the  belief  that  this  self- 
styled  convention  was  a  mere  gathering  of  a  few 

people  about  Santa  Fe.  It  is  dated-Santa  Fe,  Oc- 
tober 14,  1848.  There  is  nothing  in  the  conclusion 

of  this  petition  showing  how  or  in  what  character 
the  twelve  persons  who  sign  it,  besides  the  Presi- 

dent and  Secretary,  signed  it. 

Who  are 'those  persons?  Are  they  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  made  so  by 'the  treaty  with 
Mexico,  or  what  are  they?  Do  they  sign  as  indi- 

viduals or  as  delegates  ?  This  does  notappear.  Who 

is  this  president  "  Jose  Martinez,"  and  who  is  the 
"  Mr.  Giddings"  who  signs  as  secretary?  I  should 
like  to  be  informed  as  to  these  points,  to  judge 
whether  this  is  or  is  not  a  got  up  concern;  for,  if 

it  is,  we  should  not  print  it.  "  We,  the  people," 
these  fourteen  persons  call  themselves.  Had  the 
ten,  or  fifteen,  or  twenty  thousand  American  citi- 

zens who  have  gone  to  New  Mexico  from  the 
United  States  any  participation  in  this  convention? 
I  mean  those  who  went  there  as  conquerors,  and 

staid  there  as  conquerors  under  the  flag  of  the  Uni- 
ted States.  There  is  no  evidence  to  this  effect  to 

be  found  in  this  paper.  My  opinion  is,  that  this 

paper  is  of  very  inconsiderable  and  trifling  con- 
sequence in  every  respect.  It  is  probably  a  mere 

contrivance  of  a  casual  assemblage  of  some  eleven 
or  twelve  Mexicans  and  two  Americans,  with  Mr. 

Giddings,  who  have,  without  any  authority,  dig- 
nified themselves  as  a  convention  of  all  the  people 

of  New  Mexico. 

My  sole  object  is  to  disabuse  the  country  in  ad- 
vance of  the  idea  that  "  the  people  of  New  Mex- 

ico" have  remonstrated  against  slavery.  Three 
Yankees,  including  Mr.  Giddings,  and  eleven 
Mexicans  have  so  remonstrated;  but  as  yet  we 

have  to  hear  from  ninety-nine  thousand  nine  hun- 
dred and  eighty-six  other  Americans  and  Mex- 

icans in  the  country  besides  this  fourteen.  I  do 

'not  desire  to  make  any  observations  upon  the 
point  as  to  which  the  Senators  from  Missouri  and 
South  Carolina  disagree,  for  I  really  do  not  regard 

this  petition  worthy  any  notice  or  respect  what- 
ever. The  notion  that  the  inhabitants  of  a  Terri- 

tory who  go  there  first'after  its  being  annexed  to the  United  States,  or  who  were  there  before,  are 
to  control  this  question;  have  the  right  to  exclude 
any  other  citizens  of  the  United  States  and  their 
property  that  political  prejudice  or  fanaticism  may 
incite  them  to  exclude;  or  that,  until  the  Territory 

becomes  a  State,  they  can  be  regarded  as  a  "  peo- 
ple" in  the  political  and  constitutional  sense  of  the 

term;  or  that  the  inhabitants  of  such  Territory, 
either  of  themselves  or  through  Congress,  cariJ. 
make  such  an  exclusion,  it  is  well  known  I  disflP 
card.  I  do  not  intend  to  discuss  that.  I  repeat, 

all  I  desire  is,  that'the  people  of  the  United  States 
may  not  be  misled  and  deceived.as  to  the  character 
of  the  document  now  presented,  and  which  I  be- 

lieve, from  its  appearance  and  its  tenor,  is  mere 
sham  and  humbug. 

Mr.  BENTON,  (to  Mr.  Westcott.)  Will  you 
hand  me  that  petition  ?  I  wish  to  read  the  words 
that  the  Senator  from  Florida  left  out.  He  read 

it  twice,-  sir,  as  a  petition  from  the  people  of  New 
Mexico.  He  read  it  twice  as  relating  to  the  peo- 

ple of  New  Mexico,  and  he  read,  sir,  "the  people 
of  New  Mexico"  twice — [laughter] — twice,  sir, 
and  by  reading  it  twice  he  thought  himself  entitled 
to  leave  out  the  few  following  words. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  trust  the  Senator  from 

Missouri  will  not  misrepresent  me.     I  did  not   
Mr.  BENTON.  I  have  the  floor,  sir.  He  did 

read  it  twice,  sir,  leaving  out  the  next  few  words 
"  assembled  in  convention,  to  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,"  and  then  went  on,  sir.,  to  say  that 
the  petition  is  signed  by  only  fifteen  persons,  and 
that  it  is  tklie  production  of  but  a  few  people  assem- 

bled at  the  village  of  Santa  Fe,  and  acting  without authority. 

Sir,  they  say  in  that  petition  that  they  are  a  con- 
vention, assembled  in  convention.  It  is  signed  by 

the  president  as  president  of  the  convention,  and 
by  the  secretary  as  secretary  of  the  convention, 
and  by  some  ten  or  fifteen  men  as  members  of.  that 

convention!  It  comes" to  ua,  sir,  as  a  petition  of  a 
convention  representing  the  people  of  the  Territory 

of  New  Mexico.  Itcomes  to  us,  sir,  in  that  form. 

Upon  its  face  it  is  that  thing,  sir — the  petition  of 
an  organized  convention  representing  the  whole 
body  of  the  people.  In  that  form  it  stands  before 
us.  And,  sir,  if  there  is  an  alTuse  or  an  imposi- 

tion, it  is  in  the  attempt  to  present  this  petition  as 
the  unauthorized  action  of  a  few  individuals.  Aye, 
the  abuse,  the  imposition,  if  there  is  one,  is  in  the 
attempt  to  cast  discredit  upon  the  genuineness  of 

this  petition. Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  remarks  I  have  made 

will  be  reported  and  published;  and  it  is  therefore 
unnecessary  for  me  to  appeal  to  the  Senate  and  to 
every  one  in  this  Chamber  who  heard  them,  to 
verify  my  denial  of  the  correctness  of  the  statement 
of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  just  made.  Why, 

sir,  I  expressly  stated  over  and  over  again,  that 
the  petition  purported  to  come  from  a  convention 
of  the  people  of  New  Mexico,  and  the  very  ground 
of  my  objection  to  it  was,  that  I  was  satisfied  this 
was  untrue,  and  therein  therightof  petition  was 
abused,  and  an  attempt  made  to  impose  o,n  the 
Senate  and  the  country.  Sir,  not  a  man  in  this 
Chamber,  who  heard  what  I  said,  and  desired 
to  hear  aright,  but  so  understood  me.  I  did  read 

the  words  iilhe  people"  and  the  words  "ice  the 
people,"  both,  twice,  sir,  if  you  please,  because 
they  are  in  the  petition  in  two  separate  places.  I 
stated  emphatically  and  distinctly  several  times 

that  it  purported  to'be  from  the  people  assembled 
in  convention,  and  I  stated  it  was  signed  by  a 
Mexican  as  president  of  a  convention.  This  very 
thing  is  what  I  characterized  as  an  imposition.  I 
deny  emphatically  that  I  stated  here  that  this 

paper  purported  to  be  from  a  mere  casual  assem- 
blage, or  a  town  meeting  of  a  few  persons  at  Santa 

Fe;  and,  on  the  contrary,  that  it  did  not  so  slate 
what  I  believed  was  the  fact,  was  the  foundation 

of  my  objection  to  it. 
The  Senator  would  produce  the  impression  that 

I  misread  the  petition.  All  the  answer  I  deem 
it  necessary  to  make  to  such  imputation  by  that 
Senator  is,  that  there  is  not  another  Senator  on 

this  floor,  nor  any'one  who  heard  me,  that  will 
sustain  him  in  making  it.  Why,  sir,  did  I  not 

ask,  who  elected  delegates  to  this  self-styled  con- 
vention? who  convoked  it?  and  for  what  purpose? 

How  was  it  called?  How  organized?  &c.  I  did 

say,  sir,  there  was  no  evidence  besides  the  state- 
ment of  the  eleven  Mexicans  and  three  Americans 

whose  names  were  signed  to  it,  and  who  had  no 

respectable  voucher  here,  that  there  ever  was  such 
a  convention;  and  I  did  state  that,  in  the  absence 
of  this,  I  was  satisfied  it  was  a  humbug,  contriv- 

ance, and  imposition.  Did  I  not  ask  whether  the 
residue  of  the  hundred  thousand  souls  in  New 
Mexico,  besides  those  fourteen,  had  participated 
in  this  convention,  of  which  Mr.  Giddings  says 
he  officiated  as  secretary?  I  did  say,  that  from 
the  absence  of  any  evidence  of  its  being  a  conven- 

tion of  the  people  of  New  Mexico,  I  was  satisfied 
it  was  a  mere  casual  assemblage  at  Santa  Fe,  and 
not  a.  convention  of  all  the  people  of  all  New 
Mexico;  and  how  is  this  gainsaid?  The  Senate 
has  seen  and  heard,  and  the  country  will  know. 
What  has  occurred  has  fortified  my  conviction  that 
this  petition  is  an  imposition,  and  worse  than  a 

mere  imposition.  Without  any  further  observa- 
tions by  me — for  I  only  rose  to  correct  the  mis- 

representation made  with  respect  to  myself — I  am 

content  that  the  Senate  "and  the  country  should 
d'ecide  whether  the  paper  is  or  is  not  an  attempted 
imposition,  and  wtfo  are  culpable  in  reference  to 
it.  I  care  nothing  about  the  printing  or  the  refer- 

ence, one  way  or  the  other.  I  intended  to  disabuse 
the  public  in  advance  as  to  the  credit  due  to  this 
petition,  and  that  I  have  done.  I  am  content  that 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Missouri  go  to 

the  public  with-no  other  reply  from  me. 
Mr.  CLAYTON.  I  do  not  rise  to  extend  this 

debate,  but  regret  exceedingly  that  it  has  occurred. 
I  am  sure  that  it  has  not  been  provoked  either  by 
myself  or  the  gentleman  who  has  been  associated 
with  me  in  presenting  this  memorial.  Before  it 
was  presented  we  consulted  together  upon  it,  and 

concluded  to  present  it,  and,  after  hearing  it  read," to  ask  its  reference  to  the  appropriate  committee, 
and  that  it  be  printed.  This  was  done*  Not  one 
word  fell  from  the  Senator  from  Missouri  or  myself 

to  excite  unpleasant  feelings  in  the  bosom  of  a 
single  Senator,  here,  or  of  anybody  anywhere-; 
and  I  would  not  now  make  any  further  remark, 
after  all  that  has  occurred,  if  I  did  not  think  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  Senator  from  Florida, 
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[Mr.  Westcott,]  and  of  the  Senator  from  South 

Carolina,  [Mr.  Calhoun,]  might  unjustly  preju- 
dice the  object  of  thete  petitioners.  The  Senator 

from  Florida  insists  upon  it  that  the  whole  paper 

is  an  imposition.  Why,  sir,  it  comes  accredited 
to  the  Senator  from  Missouri  and  myself  by  let- 

ters from  persons  residing  in  New  Mexico;  and 
we  believe,  from  every  evidence  laid  before  us, 
that  it  is  a  genuine  petition  of  a  great  number  of 
persons  assembled  at  Santa  Fe,  to  the  Congress  of 
the  United  Slates,  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 

protection  as  a  people.  They  are  now  without 
law  and  protection,  and  they  ask,  they  humbly 
ask,  this  Congress  to  give  them  the  protection  of 
civil  government.  As  to  the  imposition  which  the. 
gentleman  suspects,  there  is  no  shadow  of  reason 
to  suspect  any  such  thing.  The  petition  is  signed 

by  a  gentleman  declaring  himself  to  be  the  presi- 
dent, and  countersigned  by  a^gentleman  represent- 

ing himself  to  be  the  secretary,  of  the  convention; 
and  it  is  additionally  accredited  by  some  twelve  or 
fifteen  persons,  who,  I  suppose,  thought,  by  the 
addition  of  their  names,  they  would  at  least  re- 

move any  discredit  which  might  attach  to  the 
identity  of  the  names  of  the  president  and  secre- 

tary of  the  convention  which  was  assembled  for 
the  purpose  presented  in  the  memorial.  Now,  I 
deprecate  any  discussion  which  may  be  calculated 
to  prejudice  the  object  of  these  memorialists  at 
this  moment.  I  deprecate  any  discussion  .extend- 

ing to  the  question  whether  slavery  shall  be  ad- 
mitted into  this  Territory,  or  whether  its  boundary 

shall  stop  at  the  Rio  Grande.  These  matters  may 
be  appropriately  discussed  when  the  committees 
having  them  in  charge  shall  make  their  reports. 
At  present,  sir,  there  is  no  question  before  the 
Senate,  and  debate  can  only  have  the  effect  of  pre- 

judging the  claims  of  the  people  of  New  Mexico 
to  have  established  for  them  the  protection  of  civil 

government. 
I  do  think,  sir,  that  the  gentleman  from  South 

Carolina,  on  reflection,  will  reconsider  the  charge 
of  insolence  with  respect  to  this  petition;  for,  if  the 
paper  be  insolent,  it  must  be  disrespectful;  and  if 
it  be  disrespectful  toward  any  portion  of  the  Sen- 

ate, I  admit  that  it  ought  not  to  be  received.  But 
it  is  not  disrespectful.  There  is  not  a  single  word 
of  this  character  in  it.  These  gentlemen  say  they 
are  opposed  to  the  introductioji  of  slavery  there. 
I  care  not  whether  they  are  abolitionists  or  not — 
have  they  not  the  right  to  say  that?  Why,  sir, 
suppose  a  petition  to  be  presented  here  by  other 

citizens  of  that  Territory,  pra'ying  that  slavery 
should  be  introduced  there,  would  any  gentleman 
rise  up  and  say  such  a  petition  was  disrespectful 
to  half  the  country — to  the  great  North,  who  main- 

tained throughout  the  great  political  campaign 
which  the  country  has  just  passed  through,  that" 
there  should  be  no  slavery  in  New  Mexieo  or 
California? 

Mr.  President,  I  rose  to  discharge  my  duty,  by 
simply  stating  my  disposition  to  give  to  the  peo- 

ple of  this  country  the  protection  of  a  form  of  civil 
government.  I  desire  to  express  no  opinion  that 
can  excite  the  prejudices  of  any  person.  I  regret 
that  observations  should  have  fallen  from  any  quar- 

ter calculated  to  injure  the  great  cause  of  a  people 
who  claim  that  the  protection  of  civil  government 
should  be  extended  over  them.  I  hope,  sir,  that, 
without  further  opposition,  the  memorial  will  be 
printed. 

Mr.  CALHOUN.  Mr.  President,  I  rise  to  say 
one  word  in  reply  to  the  Senator  from  Delaware, 
[Mr.  Clayton.]  ■  It  is  impossible  to  change  my 
opinion  that  this  petition  is  disrespectful  to  the 
Senate.  The  Senator  [Mr.  Clayton]  says  that 
the  rule  of  the  Senate  is,  that  when  the  petition  is 
disrespectful  to  a  Senator  it  should  not  be  received. 

Granted.  Well,  he  says  if  it  is  disrespectful  to 
our  constituents,  the  same  rule  applies:  it  is  dis- 

respectful to  the  Senate  and  ought  not  to  be  re- 
ceived. Well,  sir,  I  took  the  same  view  as  the 

Senator  from  Delaware  now  takes  when  abolition 
petitions  were  first  presented  here.  That  was  my 
ground.  The  Secretary  (of  the  Senate)  will  very 
well  remember  that  I  called  upon  him  to  pull  out 
three  or  four  of  those  petitions  and  read  them  to 
the  Senate.  They  were  disrespectful  to  the  South 

in  the  extreme,  calling  us  thieves",  and  everything else  that  was  distasteful.  I  then  appealed  to  the 
gentlemen  oh  the  other  side  of  the  Chamber  that 
those  petitions  were  disrespectful  to  our  constitu- 

ents, and,  therefore,  disrespectful  to  the  Senate.  I 
appealed  to  the  gentlemen,  but  »jy  appeal  wasin 

vain.     They  voted  me  down  and  received  those 

petitions. Sir,  I  hold  that  this  petition  ought  not  to  be  re- 
ceived, for  the  very  reason  .that  it  is  disrespectful 

to  the  constituents  of  onc-haff  the  members  of  this 
body.  But  1  do  not  wish  to  make  the  point  here. 
I  rise  here  to  express  my  sentiments,  and  I  shall 
ever  rise  when  any  imputation  is  cast  upon  the 
rights  or  honor  of  those  whom  I  represent. 

It  is  highly  insolent  when  a  people,  recently 
subdued  by  our  arms,  to  the  accomplishment  of 
which  the  southern  portion  of  the  country  contrib- 

uted more  than  their  full  share  by  a  great  deal, 

come  here  and  pray  the  American  Congress  to  ex- 
clude one-half  the  States  of  this  Union,  to  which 

this  very  territory  belongs  as  States.  It  does  not 
belong  to  us  as  a  Congress.  It  does  not  belong  to 
the  North  as  the  North,  nor  to  the  South  as  the 
South.  It  belongs  to  the  thirty  States  of  this 
Union.  And  can  there  be  a  higher  piece  of  inso- 

lence than  to  come  here  and  present  such  a  peti- 
tion? Sir,  had  I  taken  the  ground  which  the  im- 

pulse of  the  moment  dictated,  I  would  have  moved 
to  lay  this  petition  upon  the  table,  as  has  been  the 
fate  of  all  petitions  of  this  kind. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Sir,  as  the  Senator  from  South 
Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  reiterates  in  the  most 
formal  manner  the  insolence  of  this  petition  towards 
the  representatives  of  one-half  the  States  of  this 
Union,  and  his  opinion  that  it  should  not  be  re- 

ceived, I  ask,  sir,  that  he  may  have  the  privilege 
of  recording  his  vote  against  it,  if  he  will  make  the 
proper  motion.  I  pause  to  give  the  Senator  an 

opportunity  to  make  the  motion. 
Mr,  CALHOUN,  (in  his  seat.)  I  shall  make 

no  motion,  sir. 
Mr.  BENTON.  Then,  sir,  I  call  for  the  yeas 

and  nays  upon  the  question  of  printing  and  refer- 
ence, that  we  may  see,  sir,  how  far  it  is  the  opin- 

ion of  the  Senator  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Cal- 
houn] that  this  petition  is  insolent,  and  that  myself 

and  the  Senator  from  Delaware,  [Mr.  Clayton,] 

the  instruments  of  communicating  it  to  the  Amer- 
ican Senate,  are  chargeable  with  that  imputation. 

I  call  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 
Mr.  FOOTE.  Before  offering  any  remarks 

upon  this  question,  I  will  beg  leave  to  propound 

the  inquiry  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Dela- 
ware— one*  that  I  presume  will  be  answered  — 

whether  or  not  there  is  any  other  testimony  in  his 
possession,  now  adducible,  that  this  document  did 
emanate  from  any  large  number  of  the  people  of 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  CLAPTON.  I  will  say,  in  answer  to  the 

question  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Missis- 
sippi, that  I  have  received  two  or  three  letters  from 

individuals  in  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico,  with 
whom  I  have  no  acquaintance  personally,  and  do 
not  know  that  I  have  ever  seen  them,  requesting 
me  to  assist  in  establishing  a  civil  government  for 

«hat  Territory.  The  arguments  presented  in  those 
etters,  in  explanation  and  support  of  the  object  of 
the  memorial,  and  the  allusions  made  to  the  pro- 

ceedings of  the  convention,  satisfy  me  that  there 
can  be  no  question  or  doubt  as  to  the  fact  that  they 
are  citizens  of  that  Territory.  They  have  presented 
their  views  at  length  in  those  letters  with  respect 
to  the  design  of  the  memorial. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Then  1  understand  the  honor- 
able Senators  from  Delaware  and  Missouri  as  ex- 

plicitly declaring  it  as  their  decided  opinion  that 
this  is  a  genuine  document,  and  that  it  did  ema- 

nate from  a  convention  of  the  so-called  people  of 
New  Mexico.  Of  course  I  will  not,  I  do  not, 
question  in  the  slightest  degree  that  the  Senators 
truly  entertain  such  an  opinion;  but  what  I  wish 

to  know  is,  if  there  are  in  the  honorable  Senator's 
possession  any  facts  of  an  official  or  semi-official 
character,  or  if  any  have  been  communicated  to 
any  individual,  which  will  tend  to  illustrate  the 
point  upon  which  so  much  stress  has  been  laid  by 
the  Senator  from  Florida?  I  wish  to  know  whether 
the  Senator  from  Delaware,  or  any  other  Senator 

on  this  floor,  is  prepared  to  assert 'that  this  docu- 
ment is  one  regularly  emanating  from  a  convention 

composed  of  representatives  elected  by  the  people 
inhabiting  the  various  portions  of  the  Territory  of 
New  Mexico? 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  The  memorial  came  to  me 
in  the  same  manner  as  all  other  memorials  come; 
and  I  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  paper  is 

genuine,  or  that  the  convention  alluded  to  assem- 
bled at  Santa  Fe  on  the  14th  of  October. 

Mr.  FOQTH.    I  consider,  fro.m  t,hJe.eJxplaRatio.n 

given,  that  there  is  simply  a  difference  of  opinion 
between  the  Senator  from  Delaware  and  myself 
upon  the  question  whether  this  document  is  in  fact 
a  genuine  document,  originating  in  the  right  way, 
and  entitled  to  consideration  accordingly.  I  do 

not  think  the  evidence  such  as  to  sustain  the  judg- 
ment announced  by  the  Senator  from  Delaware. 

The  word  convention  is  of  very  high  and  compre- 
hensive import  in  this  country.  We  are  not  lim- 

ited to  the  mere  grammatical  sense  of  the  word. 
A  convention  is  not  the  mere  coming  together  of 

ABC  for  any  purpose  whatsoever,  or  for  no  pur- 
pose. In  its  political  sense  it  means  a  grave  de- 

liberative assembly,  composed  of  delegates  chosen 
by  the  people  in  their  primary  capacity,  according 

to  some  approved  mode,  and  met  to  hold  confer- 
ence and  adopt  appropriate  action  upon  questions 

of  high  civic  import.  But  to  call  that  a  convention 
which  merely  declares  itself  to  be  a  convention, 
without  proof  of  public  notice  of  any  kind  to  the 

people  represented,  without  proof  of  public  meet- 
ings of  any  kind  being  held  for  the  election  of  del- 

egates, is  going  further  than  I,  for  one,  am  willing to  go. 

Can  any  person,  I  will  ask,  who  has  simply 
witn  essed  thepresentation  of  this  document,  and 
heard  the  remarks  with  which  its  presentation  was 
accompanied,  and  without  looking  narrowly  into 
the  facts,  come  to  any  other  conclusion  than  that 
this  convention  spoken  of  was  an  actual  one,  such 
as  I  have  just  described,  and  a  body  composed  of 

individuals  duly  authorized  to  perform  high  politi- 
cal functions?  But  what  are  the  true  facts  in  the 

case?  Upon  a  close  exanrination  of  the  affair,  it 
turned  out  that  there  was  nothing  of  substance  in 
the  proceeding,  slat  nominis  umbra;  indeed,  there 
is  hardly  the  shadow  of  a  shade  to  justify  the  sus- 

picion that  any  convention  was  even  held  at  all  in 
New  Mexico.  If  such  a  body  ever  did  sit,  the 

preparations  for  its  session,  and  its  actual  course 
of  proceeding,  were  the  most  noiseless  by  far  that 
I  ever  heard  of:  no  notification  in  public  newspa- 

pers, or  otherwise;  no  divulgence  of  its  acts,  no 
promulgation  of  its  deliberative  resolves.  All  was 

complete  mystery  and  silence.  Had  this  conven- 
tion been  held  in  Erebus,  its  actings  could  not  have, 

been  more  mystically  and  portentously  conducted. 
I  will  not  charge  that  the  document  in  question 

has  been  gotten  up  falsely,  or  for  delusive  pur- 
poses; nor  will  I  say  that  the  Senators  from  Del- aware and  Missouri  have  been  imposed  upon, 

although  I  rather  suspect  such  to  have  been  the 
case;  and  it  has  sometimes  happened  that  the 
wisest  men  are  mere  dupes  of  the  contriving. 

This  memorial  purports  to  have  emanated  from 

the  people  of  New  Mexico.  Pray,  who  are  under- 
stood in  New  Mexico  to  be  the  people?  Are  they 

white  men,  black  men,  Indians,  Spaniards,  En- 
glishmen, or  Americans?  Does  any  one  yet  know 

of  the  existence  of  such  a  collective  political  body 
as  the  people  of  New  Mexico?  Surely  there  is 

some  want  of  clearness  on  this  point.  This-  ap- 
pears to  me  to  be  a  suspicious  document  on  its 

face,  and  I  am  inclined  to  conjecture  that  it  has 
been  gotten  up  extemporaneously,  far  the  purpose 
of  forwarding  the  designs  of  faction,  or  imparting 

artificial  consequence  to  some  scheming  individual. 
I  did  not  rise  to  present  unkind  opposition  to  the 
wishes  of  the  real  people  of  New  Mexico;  and 
when  I  become  informed,  in  some  satisfactory 
mode,  what  are  their  actual  wishes  in  regard  to  the 
government  which  it  is  our  duty  to  organize  for 
them,  I  shall  be  found  as  willing  as  others  to  grat- 

ify All  their  reasonable  and  constitutional  desires. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  courteous  manner  in 

which  the  Senator  from  Delaware  has  expressed 
himself  in  this  debate,  becoming  alike  his  high 
character  as  a  gentleman,  his  elevated  position  as 
a  Senator,  and  the  stilf  mr>re  elevated  position 
which  public  rumor,  or  rather  certain  newspapers, 
say  he  is  ere  long  to  take  in  the  Government  of  this 
country,  induces  me  to  make  an  explanation  to 
him  as  to  a  point  which  he  seems  to  misunderstand 
in  relation  to  what  I  said  about  this  petition.  I 

can  readily  suppose  that  Senator*  did  not  hear  me 
correctly,  as  he  sits  so  far  from  me,  though  I 
spoke  audibly  and  distinctly.  His  misconception 
has  probably  arisen  from  what  others  said. 

I  have  not  charged  or  intimated  that  this  paper 
was  simulated  or  forged;  that  the  signatures  were 

not  genuine,  or  that  there  may  not  be  such  verit- 
able persons  in  Mexico  having  those  names.  What 

1  said  and  still  say  was  this:  these  eleven  Mexi- 

can? and  three  Aoiericary,  (including   Mr.  Girl- 
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dings)  were  not  the  people  of  Mexico.  Now,  if 
that  honorable  Senator  will  inform  me  that  he  has 

any  information  that  he  relies  on  that  a  conven- 
tion of  the  people  of  New  Mexico — I  mean  of  all 

parts  of  it,  of  all  sections  of  it — assembled  upon 
public  notice,  and  that  delegates  were  duly  elected 
to  such  convention,  I  shall  be  satisfied.  I  should 

place  implicit  credit  in  that  honorable  Senator's 
statement  as  to  the  result  of  the  authentic  inform- 

ation he  has;  I  do  not  desire  particulars,  except  as 
to  one  point,  and  of  that  I  would  now  require  of 
the  Senator,  Were  the  people  of  the  remote  counties, 
or  districts,  or  political  subdivisions  of  New  Nexico 
represented  in  this  convention,  and  how  ? 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  The  honorable  Senator  and 

all  present  have  been  put  in  possession  of  all  the 
fates  that  have  come  to  my  knowledge.  They  have 
not  the  private  letters  received  by  me  from  several 
citizens  of  that  country,  but  they  have  been  in- 

formed substantially  of  their  contents.  The  letters 

•which  have  been  addressed  to  me  are  letters,  sir, 
that  went  even  into  the  discussion  of  the  subjects 
contained  in  the  memorial.  I  do  not  know  the 

individuals;  I  never  saw  one  of  them  in  my  life, 

that  I  recollect.  The  petition  comes  to  me,  how- 
ever, as  well  authenticated  as  all  other  petitions 

are.  I  have  as  much  evidence  as  to  the  genuine- 
ness of  this  petition,  and  the  facts  stated  that  a 

convention  was  assembled,  and  that  the  petition 

represents  the  wishes  of  that  convention,  as  1  or- 
dinarily have  in  presenting  a  petition  here.  Of 

course  I  am  liable  to  be  imposed  upon  at  any  time. 
A  gentleman  may  send  me  a  petition  here  from 
Maine,  Missouri,  Oregon,  or  Florida,  and  I  hold 
myself,  having  no  reason  to  doubt  the  genuineness 
of  the  signatures  attached  to  the  petition,  bound 
to  present  it  here.  I  never,  sir,  should  hesitate, 
unless  I  had  some  reason  to  doubt  the  facts  stated, 
to  present  the  memorial.  Now,  I  know  nothing 
at  all  about  the  fact  whether  the  people  of  New 
Mexico  v/as  represented  there.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  there  was  a  very  large  convention  there,  and 
that  the  persons  who  have  signed  their  names  to 
this  petition  believed  that  they  were  .entitled  to  call 
themselves  the  people  of  New  Mexico. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Did  the  newspapers  publish  any- 
thing concerning  that  convention  ? 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  Yes,  sir,  the  newspapers  pub- 
lished the  whole  proceedings  weeks  ago  through- 

out the  country. 
A  Senator.     I  have  never  seen  anything  of  it. 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  They  published  the  memo- 
rial and  all,  long  ago.  Among  other  papers,  it 

was  published  in  the  National  Intelligencer  at  the 
time.  Nobody  ever  doubted  it.  I  heard,  sir,  that 

this  was  a  proper  memorial,  got  up  by  "a  conven- 
tion of  the  people  of  New  Mexico.  Well,  now, 

sir,  what  is  the  proper  course  for  the  Senate  to 
take  with  the  memorial  before  it?  Is  the  Senate 

to  esteem  the  fact  as  a  humbug?  Or  is  the  Senate 
to  take  this  paper  and  refer  it,  as  they  usually  do, 
and. leave  the  committee,  if  there  be  any  question 
in  relation  to  the  genuineness  of  these  signatures, 
to  investigate  ̂ nd  report  upon  the  matter?  It  would 
undoubtedly  be  the  duty  of  the  committee  to  make 
a  report  upon  this  subject.  I  do  not  believe  that 
any  man  can  doubt  the  genuineness  of  this  paper. 
I  cannot  conceive  that  all  this  is  mere  humbug, 
when  I  reflect  upon  the  fact  that  I  have  letters  ad- 

dressed to  me  from  persons  who  have  recited  what 
was  done  at  that  convention,  and  have  gone  into 
an  argument  to  show  that  they  were  entitled  to 
what  they  ask. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  Senator  still  misun- 
derstands me.  I  do  not  deny  that,  to  use  the  trite 

phrase,  "a  very  large  and  respectable  meeting" 
was  held  at  Santa  Fe  in  October  last,  and  this  pe- 

tition is  the  result.  Whether  it  was  composed  of 
fourteen,  or  one  hundred  and  forty,  or  fourteen 
hundred,  I  care  not.  But  was  it  a  convention  of 

the  people  of  New  Mexico,  authorized  to  speak 
their  wishes — authorized  to  petition  for  the  people 
of  New  Mexico  here?  I  do  not  understand  the 
Senator  to  state  there  was  a  convention  held.  I 

do  not  say  these  signatures  are  forged,  but  I  con- 
tend the  statement  there  made,  of  there  having 

been  a  convention  of  the  people  of  New  Mexico 
at  Santa  Fe,  is  an  attempted  imposition. 

Mr.  CLAYTON.  The  honorable  Senator  has 

all  the  information  that  I  have  upon  this  subject. 
Whether  it  was  a  convention  of  all  the  people  of 
New  Mexico,  or  of  a  great  body  of  the  people  of 
that  country,  he  knows  as  well  as  I  do.  Even 
were  it  but  the  petition  of  one  hundred  or  lees  of 

the  people  of  New  Mexico,  I  hold,  sir,  that  we 
would  be  bound  to  receive  it  respectfully,  and  refer 
it. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  as  the  subject  has 
excited  some  debate  at  this  unusually  early  stage 
of  its  progress,  I  do  not  know  but  the  present  is  as 
good  a  time  to  meet  the  peculiar  views  of  Senators 
upon  this  question  as  any  time  which  may  here- 

after present 'itself.  It  is  an  unusual  mode,  it 
seems  to  me,  to  introduce  this  delicate  subject  at 
such  a  time.  But,  inasmuch  as  the  petition  which 
has  been  presented  is  itself  termed  insolent,  I  do 
not  know  but  that  I  may  expose  myself  to  the 
same  charge  by  the  motion  that  I  am  about  to 
make,  or  the  amendment  which  I  am  about  to 

propose  to  the  motion  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri. It  is,  that  the  petition  be  committed  to  the 

Committee  on  the  Territories,  with  instructions  to 

report  a  bill  agreeably  to  the  prayer  of  the  peti- tioners. 

And  now,  sir,  let  me  say  one  word  in  regard  to 

the  character  of  this  memorial".  The  objections 
of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 

Foote]  and  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Westcott]  are,  that  this  memorial  does  not 
come  authenticated  as  the  proceedings  of  a  regular 
convention.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 

sissippi [Mr.  Foote]  has  intimated  that  this  matter 
of  conventions  had  got  to  have  a  pretty  definite 
and  settled  meaning  among  us.  He  says  that 

when  we  speak  of  a  convention  we  mean  a  dele- 
gated body  representing  constituencies,  due  notice 

of  the  same  having  been  given  and  regular  prepar- 
atory meetings  holden.  I  think,  sir,  if  the  honor- 

able Senator  will  look  back  upon  the  history  of 
this  country,  which  enjoys  a  much  higher  state  of 
civilization,  and  a  great  deal  more  learning  on 
this  matter  of  conventions  than  the  people  of  New 

Mexico,  he  will  find  that  the  subject  "is  not  yet 
thoroughly  understood  even  in  this  country.  If 
this  matter  is  not  sufficiently  understood  in  this 
country,  how  could  the  new  population  in  New 
Mexico,  that  have  not  been  drilled  in  this  matter 
of  conventions,  have  understood  it  thoroughly? 
Why,, sir,  there  is  the  great  Empire  State  of  New 
York,  that  has  had  as  much  discipline,  drilling, 
and  experience  upon  this  subject  of  conventions 
as  any  other  State  in  the  Union,  which,  putting 
all  its  wise  heads  together,  could  not,  to  save 
themselves,  choose  a  delegate  to  throw  one  vote  in 
a  regular  convention.  Sir,  this  is  a  matter  not  any 
better  understood  here  than  in  New  Mexico. 

Well,  sir,  some  parts  of  the  country  have  more 
.learning  upon  this  subject.  In  South  Carolina 
they  could  choose  a  man  in  two  or  three  minutes 
to  throw  nine  votes;  while  they  could  not  choose 
in  New  York  thirty- six  to  cast  one  single  vote. 

Taking  into  consideration  these  facts,  we  might 
exercise,  it  seems  to  me,  a  little  leniency  towards 

the  population  of  New  Mexico.  This  is,  undoubt- 
edly, the  first  time  they  have  undertaken  to  hold  a^ 

convention.  That  may  be  the  reason  why  it  iflj 
not  so  formally  set  out.  This  may  be  the  con- 

vention of  the  Free  Soil  party  in  New  Mexico.  It 

is  possible  it  may  be  the  convention  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party.  It  is  not  utterly  impossible  that  it  is 

the  convention  of  the  Whig  party,  for  a  great  part 

of  the  Whig  party,  in  many  parts  of  the  country, 
are  opposed  to  the  extension  of  slavery,  and  in 
favor  of  the  restriction  here  sought  to  be  imposed. 
If  this  matter  of  origin  of  this  petition  is  of  so 

much  importance,  it  seems  to  me  a  select  commit- 
tee should  be  appointed  for  the  purpose  of  inves- 

tigating the  subject.  We  should  have  a  commit- 
tee on  conventions,  so  that,  if  the  origin  of  the 

thing  is  of  so  much  consequence,  that  point  might 
be  investigated.  This  13  a  petition  asking  legislation 
on  a  most  serious  subject — a  subject,  sir,  upon 
which,  as  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 

Foote]  has  well  said,  "  the  public  mind  has  been 
greatly  agitated,"  and  will  continue  to  be  agitated 
until  it  is  definitely  settled,  sir — not  compromised. 
I  do  not  believe  that  compromise  will  answer  in 
this  case.  Sir,  it  must  be  settled,  and  settled  upon 

principle.  It  is  to  be  met,  and  to  be  met  here.  I 
hope,  sir,  that  those  who  believe  that  the  people  of 
this  Territory  are  entitled  to  a  government  will  be 
prepared  to  give  a  vote  upon  this  subject,  and  to 
give  it  now.  Besides,  sir,  this  petition  puts  us 

upon  the  Democratic  platform — the  "  Nicholson 
letter."  That  letter  declared  that  this  matter 
should  be  left  to  the  people  of  the  Territories. 
Well,  now,  sir,  the  people  have  spoken.  They 

have  probably  read  the  "Nicholson  letter."  They 

have  thought,  perhaps,  that  Congress,  in  its- pro- 
gressive march,  had  got  up  to  the  step  indicated 

by  that  letter,  if  no  change  had  been  going  on  in 
the  public  mind.  They  have  taken  it  for  granted 
that  there  was  no  change,  and  they  have  acted 
upon  the  Nicholson  platform  in  petitioning  for  a 
civil  government.  I  trust,  sir,  that  although  the 
result  of  the  last  Presidential  election  was  disas- 

trous to  the  man  that  built  that  platform,  the  prin- 
ciples of  it  are  not  so  entirely  demolished  but  that 

we  may  with  some  confidence  appeal  to  those  who 
helped  to  build  it,  and  who  stood  on  it  and  fought 
on  it  so  manfully,  to  stand  by  its  principles  now, 
when  there  is  an  opportunity  to  give  them  prac- 

tical and  efficient  meaning. 

Now,  for  the  first  time,  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tory have  come  to  ask  for  a  civil  government,  and 

they  have  come  in  the  very  spirit  of  the  Nicholson 
letter.  They  ask  us  to  give  them  the  first  dose  of 
the  Nicholson  medicine.  And  shall  we,  sir,  who 

have  been  fighting  so  nobly  for  this  great  princi- 
ple, during  the  great  campaign  which  has  just 

closed — shall  we  now  belie  our  own  sentiments, 
and  turn  our  backs  upon  the  petitioners,  and  kick 
over  the  platform  upon  which  we  stood  and  fought 
so  manfully?  No,  sir,  I  trust  not;  and  I  trust 
that  all  those  who  have  believed  that  the  Nichol- 

son letter  contained  the  true  doctrine,  who  have 
not  had  a  change  going  on  in  their  minds  since, 
will  come  up  on  this  occasion  and  vote  to  give 
this  people  what  they  would  have  expected  to  have 
received  if  the  author  of  the  Nicholson  letter  was 
at  the  head  of  the  Government. 

I  move,  sir,  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Territories,  with  instructions  to  report  a  bill 
organizing  a  government  agreeably  to  the  prayer 

of  the  petitioners. 
Mr.  FOOTE.  The  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 

shire [Mr.  Hale]  has  entertained  the  Senate  very 
highly,  though  it  seems  to  me  that  he  has  failed  to 
elucidate  the  question  under  consideration.  The 

definition' Which  I  have  already  assigned  to  the 
word  "convention"  is  noftiisputed  to  be  the  true 
one;  nor  is  it  properly  a  subject  of  dispute.  From 
the  face  of  the  memorial  before  us,  it  would  be 

inferable  that  such  a  convention  has  actually  as- 
sembled in  some  part  of  New  Mexico  for  high 

political  purposes,  composed  of  members  regularly 
chosen  by  the  people  of  that  country  at  elections 
which  have  proceeded  in  the  usual  manner,  and  in 
accordance  with  previous  notice.  Now,  I  repeat 
that  we  have  no  evidence  of  such  a  conventional 

assembly  having  ever  met  in  any  such  mode,  nor 

does  it  appear,  upon  the  basis  of  documentary  tes- 
timony, that  a  single  public  meeting  has  ever  been 

held  in  any  part  .of  New  Mexico  having  in  view 
the  assemblage  of  such  a  body.  We  are  called 
.upon  to  presume  everything  in  favor  of  this  me- 

morial. The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  [Mr. 

Hale]  has  exhibited  much  of  the  recondite  learn- 
ing appertaining  to  the  subject  of  conventions,  and 

is  doubtless  as  well  qualified  to  lecture  us  in  a  reg- 
ular way  upon  the  proper  mode  of  getting  up  and 

carrying  on  conventions  as  any  other  member  of 
this  body.  But  he  will  permit  me  to  remind  him  that 
there  is  one  fact  of  recent  occurrence  with  which 

he  sustains  a  very  particular  connection,  which 
should  admonish  him  very  forcibly  touching  the 

danger  of  relying  too  much  upon  high-sounding 
conventional  pretensions.  He  was,  if  I  recollect 
aright,  an  active  participant  in  the  movements  that 
led  to  the  assemblage  of  the  celebrated  Buffalo  Con- 

vention; a  body  which  got  together  under  circum- 
stances not  a  little  imposing.  It  was  described,  at 

the  time  of  its  occurrence,  in  some  of  the, news- 
papers, as  the  most  multitudinous  body  of  the  kind 

ever  assembled.  Many  were  led  to  conjecture, 
from  the  vast  number  of  the  delegates  convened, 
that  they  could  not  possibly  represent  less  than 
nine-tenths  of  the  votes  of  the  whole  Confederacy. 
And  yet,  after  all,  the  Free  Soil  party  turned  out 
to  be  the  feeblest  faction  that  ever  undertook  to 
bear  arms  in  a  Presidential  contest;  they  were  not 
able  to  give  the  candidate  of  their  choice  a  single 
electoral  vote. 

Such  may  be  the  result  in  the  instance  under 
consideration.  This  document  sets  itself  forth  as 

the  product  of  a  grave  deliberative  assembly,  rep- 
resenting and  entitled  to  represent  the  whole  peo- 

ple of  New  Mexico;  and  yet  there  is  evident  reason 
to  doubt  whether  the  small  number  of  names  sub- 

scribed to  the  memorial  do  not  equal  the  whole 

number  of  persons  who  have  been  consulted  in 
regard  to  its  contents.     To  urge,  as  the  Senator 



1848. THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 

37 

from  New  Hampshire  has  done,  that  we  are  op- 
posing a  respectful  petition  from  the  people  of 

New  Mexico,  is  plainly  begging  the  question,  since 

it  does  not  appear,  and  I  am  confident  cannot  be 

made  to  appear,  that  the  people  of  New  Mexico 
have  ever  been  called  to  consider  the  various  ques- 

tions presented  in  the  memorial  at  all. 
For  my  part,  I  respect  the  right  of  petition  as 

highly  as  any  member  of  this  body,  and  had  I 
assurance  that  this  memorial  had  emanated  from 

any  considerable  portion  of  the  people  of  New 
Mexico,  no  matter  how  Objectionable  I  hold  it 
in  several  respects  to  be,  I  should  not  object  either 
to  receiving  it  respectfully  or  to  printing  it.  But 
thus  to  receive  it,  and  thus  to  print  it,  would,  in 

my  judgment,  be  affording  the  Senatorial  sanction 
to  the  pretension  held  forth  by  the  document  itself, 
that  it  is  the  memorial  of  a  convention  entitled  to 

act  for  the  whole  people  of  New  Mexico.  It  would 
be  seriously  wronging  that  people  thus  to  presume 

upon  evidence  so  trivial,  inasmuch  as  the  memo- 
rial proposes  to  strike  a  fatal  blow  at  the  constitu- 

tional rights  of  half  the  sovereign  States  of  this 
Confederacy,  and  to  do  special  injustice  to  the 
neighboring  State  of  Texas.  In  the  absence  of 
further  testimony,  1  prefer  presuming,  as  I  cer- 

tainly do,  that  this  document  has  been  got  up 
an  some  irregular  way,  for  special  purposes,  wholly 
unconnected  with  the  general  welfare  of  the  Re- 

public, or  the  particular  interests  of  the  people  of 
New  Mexico,  who  I  doubt  not  will  be  profoundly 

surprised  when'  they  hear  that  such  a  memorial  of 
their  views  and  wishes  have  been  formally  pre- 

sented in  the  American  Senate.  But  for  the  high 

respectability  of  those  who  have  become  godfa- 
thers of  the  document  here,  I  should  be  inclined  to 

speak  of  it  as  one  of  the  most  ridiculous  attempts 
to  set  forth  the  deliberate  views  a/id  feelings  of  a 
whole  people  that  I  have  ever  heard  of. 

The  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  has  thought 
proper  to  go  out  of  his  way,  in  order  to  attack 
what  he  calls  the  Nicholson  letter;  he  charges 
upon  that  letter  that  it  contained  views  similar  to 
those  expressed  in  the  memorial  before  us,  and 
accuses  those  of  us  who  oppose  the  printing  of  the 
memorial,  and  who  sanctioned  the  Nicholson  let- 

ter, of  a  gross  inconsistency.  That  Senator  has 
surely  not  read  this  New  Mexican  memorial,  else 
he  would  have  easily  discovered  that  it  recom- 

mends to  Congress  a  violation  of  the  constitutional 
rights  of  the  southern  States  of  the  Confederacy  in 
the  form  of  the  Wilmot  proviso,  to  which  the 
Nicholson  letter  was  opposed.  Does  not  the  Sen- 

ator from  New  Hampshire  know  that  the  Nichol- 
son letter  declared  that  Congress  had  no  right  to 

legislate  on  the  subject  of  slavery  in  the  Territories 
of  the  Union;  asserted  that  such  legislation  was 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Federal  Government, 
and  could  not  but  result  in  the  dissolution  of  the 

Confederacy?  Surely,  the  Senator  from  New 
Hampshire  must  perceive  that  he  has  done  serious*|move,  hereafter,  the  reference  of  the  amendment  to 

of  the  question  of  the  boundary  of  Texas,  I  will, 
with  the  consent  of  the  Senate,  withdraw  it.  There 
will,  I  apprehend,  be  ample  opportunity  for  the 
discussion  of  this  question  when  it  shall  come  up 
regularly. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  The  question- is  on 
printing  the  memorial.  The  yeas  and  nays  have 
been  called  for. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 
Mr.  CALHOUN.  1  shall  certainly  oppose  this 

motion.  I  entirely  concur  with  the  views  taken 
by  the  Senator  from  Mississippi  and  the  Senator 
from  Florida,  that  this  whole  affair  is  an  imposi- 

tion. We  have  no  evidence  going  to  show  that 

the  paper  is  anything  but  the  petition  of  those  per- 
sons whose  names  ate  attached  to  it.  It  is  hardly 

probable  that,  in  any  convention,  a  part  of  the 
members  would  sign  their  memorial,  whilst  others 
would  not.  Under  this  belief,  I  do  not  think  it 
should  be  taken  as  the  petition  of  the  people  of 
New  Mexico;  and  therefore  1  cannot  give  my  vote 
to  print  the  paper. 

The  question  on  the  motion  to  print  was  now 
taken  by  yeas  and  nSys,  as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Allen.  Atchison,  Atherton,  Badger,  Bald 

win,  Benton,  Bradbury,  Breese,  Butler,  Cameron,  Clarke, 
Clayton,  Oorwiri,  Dayton,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Dodge,  Douglas, 
Felcii,  Fitzgerald,  Hale,  Hamlin,  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Metcalfe,  Miller,  Niles,  Pearce, 
Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Underwood.  (Jpliam,  and  Walker — 33. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Berrien,  Borland,  Calhoun,  Davis  of 

Mississippi,  Downs,  Fitzpatrick,  Fo'ote,  Houston,  Hunter, 
King,  Rusk,  Turney,  VVesteott,  and  Yulee — 14. 

So  the  order  to  print  was  agreed  to;  and  t.hen  the 
memorial  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Terri- 
tories. 

CALIFORNIA. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  gave  notice  of  the  following 
amendment,  which  he  proposed  to  offer  to  the  bill 
for  the  admission  of  California  into  the  States  of 
the  Union: 

'•'  Sec.  5.  Jlnd  be  it  further  eroacted,  That  the  district  judges, 
attorneys,  and  marshals,  herein  provided  to  be  appointed, 
are  hereby  authorized  and  empowered  to  lay  off  said  Terri- 

tory into  election  districts,  for  the  election  of  seventy-five 
delegates  to  a  convention  to  form  a  constitution  for  said 
State  of  California,  and  to  apportion  the  number  of  delegates 
to  said  districts,  according  to  the  number  of  voters  in  each, 
according  to  the  best  information  they  may  lie  able  to  obtain; 
to  prescribe  the  time  and  places  ol  holding  the  elections,  and 
to  designate  the  persons  who  shall  conduct  the  same*  and 
also  to  prescribe  the  time  and  place  for  the  assembling  of 
said  convention. 

"  Sec.  6.  Jlnd  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  resident  within  the  limits  of  said  Terri- 

tory, including  all  Mexican  citizens  who  have  become  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States  under  the '8th  article  of  the  treaty referred  to  in  the  1st  section  of  this  act,  shall  be  entitled  to 

vote  at  the  election  of  said  delegates  to  the  constitutional 
convention :  Provided,  That  no  person  shall  vote  at  said 
election  except  white  male  inhabitants,  who  shall  have 
attained  the  age  of  twenty-one  years." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DOUGLAS,  the  amendment 
was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.    DOUGLAS   gave   notice  that  he  should 

injustice  both  to  the  distinguished  author  of  the 
Nicholson  letter  and  his  supporters. 

Mr/President,  I  look  upon  this  movement  as  one 
of  a  decidedly  serious  character.  It  has  origin- 

ated with  two  of  the  oldest  and  most  distinguished 
members  of  the  Senate;  gentlemen  of  great  weight 
of  character  and  extended  influence.  It  involves  a 

subject  of  the  highest  importance  to  the  Republic, 
and  one  which  has  excited  the  most  intense  inter- 

est throughout  our  limits.  I  have  deemed  it  be- 
coming, therefore,  to  meetit  with  all  proper  gravity, 

and,  in  language  at  the  same  time  earnest  and  ex- 
plicit, to  declare  the  views  which  I  entertain  con- 

cerning the  document  now  under  consideration, 
and  to  hint,  as  I  have  done,  at  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  probably  originated.  I  am  glad 
thatithe  yeas  and  nays  have  been  called  for,  arid 
shall  not  hesitate  in  recording  my  vote  against  the 
printing  of  a  paper  which  comes  before  us  at  a  time 
so  unseasonable,  and  in  a  manner  so  suspicious. 

Mr.  BERRIEN  rose  to  inquire  whether  the 
yeas  and  nays  had  been  ordered  on  the  original 
motion? 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT.  They  have  not  been 
ordered. 
Mr.  BERRIEN.  Has  the  amendment  been 

withdrawn  ? 

Mr.  RUSK.  The  gentleman  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, I  understand,  wishes  to  withdraw  his  amend- 

ment. 
Mr.  HALE.  As  I  find,  on  consultation  with 

the  Senator  from  Texas,  that  my  motion  to  amend 
might  lead  to  discussion  involving  a  prejudgment 

the  Committee  on  Territories, 

Mr.  BUTLER  gave  notice  that  he  should  op- 
pose this  reference.  A  bill  to  admit  a  State  into 

the  Union  had  uniformly  been  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  which  was  the  most 

proper  committee,  on  account  of  the  many  deli- 
cate questions  which  it  necessarily  involved.  If 

this  bill  was  sent  to  the  Committee  oh  Territories, 
he  believed  it  would  be  the  first  instance  of  such  a 
reference  since  the  establishment  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  replied,  that  he  had  served  on 
the  Committee  on  Territories  in  the  House,  and  to 
that  committee  similar  bills  had  been  always  re- 

ferred; but  he  had  no  pride  on  the  subject. 

PRESENTATION  OF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  RUSK  presented  a  petition  of  Margaret  A. 
Fisher,  asking  compensation  for  the  use  of  a 
machine;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  a  petition- from  John  B. 
Emerson,  asking  compensation  for  the  use  of  an 
improvement  on  the  steam-engine,  of  which  he  is 
the  inventor  and  patentee;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Patents. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  a  memorial  from  James  G. 
King,  G.  W.  Blunt,  and  others,  praying  the  re- 

moval of  obstructions  at  Hurl  Gate,  in  the  East 
river,  and  of  rocks,  &c,  in  the  harbor  of  New 
York;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of  the 
sachems  and  chiefs  of  the  Stockbridge  tribe  of 

Indians,  praying  compensation  for  certain  lands 
purchased  by  the  United  States  from  the  Delaware 
tribe,  in  which  they  held  an  interest;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  an  Indian  Affairs. 

Mr.  BENTON  presented  the  petition  of  Major 
Baker,  of  the  ordnance  corps,  asking  to  be  allowed 
brevet  pay  and  emoluments;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
Mr.  STURGEON  presented  the  petition  of 

Ward  Marston  and  others,  late  officers  of  the  Uni- 
ted Stales  marine  corps,  asking  to  be  restored  to 

their  positions  in  the  corps,  from  which  they  were 

dropped  in  consequence  of  its  reduction  on  the  ter- mination of  the  Mexican  war;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  presented  the  petition  of  Jo- 
seph Crocket,  late  marshal  of  Kentucky,  praying 

for  an  equitable  adjustment  of  his  accounts;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

MEMORIAL. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  from  the  files  of  the  Senate  the  memorial 
of  John  S.  Skinner,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  a 

special  committee. Mr.  BREESE  objected  to  raising  a  special  com 
mittee  while  there  was  a  standing  committee  to 
which  this  memorioal  could  go.     He  suggested 

that  the  appropriate  committee  to  which  it  should 
be  referred  was  the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  requested  the  Secretary  to  give 
him  the  date  of  its  reference  at  the  last  session* 

The  Secretary  replied  that  it  was  referred  on 
the  11th  of  April. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  continued.  It  was  referred  on 

the  11th  of  April  to  the  committee  to  which  the 
Senator  from  Illinois  desired  it  now  to  be  sent,  and 

no  report  was  made  during  the  whole  session.  If 
that  committee  would  say  that  they  should  be  able 
to  report  upon  it,  he  had  not  the  slightest  objection 
to  send  it  back  to  them. 

Mr.  STURGEON  briefly  explained,  and  ex- 
pressed his  concurrence  in  the  suggestion  that  it 

should  go  to  a  special  comrAee. 

Mr.  DAYTON  spoke  in  ̂position  to  the  prop- 
osition to  refer  to  a  special  committee,  and  main- 

tained that  it  should  go  to  the  appropriate  commit- 
tee— the  Committee  on  Agriculture. 
Mr.  YULEE  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays; 

which,  were  ordered,  and  being  taken,  appeared 
as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Badger,  Baldwin,  Berrien,  Cameron, 
Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Houston, 
Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Miller,  Pearce, 
Rusk,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Upham,  Walker,  and 

Westcott— 20. NAYS — Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Borland, 
■Bradbury,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dayton, 
Dickinson,  Dix,  Dodge,  Downs,  Fclch,  Foote,  Hamlin, 

Hunter,  King,  Niles,  Underwood,  and  Yulee — 21. 
So  the  motion  for  a  select  committee  was  not 

agreed  to,  and  the  memorial  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ALLEN, 
Ordered,  That  William  Tracey  have  leave  to  withdraw 

from  the  files  of  the  Senate  his  petition  and  papers. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  by  Mr.  Campbell,  their  Clerk, 
announcing  that  the  Speaker  of  the  House  had 

signed  the  enrolled  resolution  for  the  reappoint- 
ment of  certain  regents  of  the  Smithsonian  Institu- 

tion. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  signed  said  enrolled 

resolution. 

VACANCIES  IN  COMMITTEES. 

On  motion,  the  vacancy  in  the  Committee  on 
Private  Land  Claims  was  filled  by  the  appoint- 

ment of  Mr.  Badger. 

The  vacancy  in  the  Committee  on  Manufactures 
was  filled  by  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Sebastian. 

The  vacancy  in  the  Committee  on  Enrolled  Bills 
was  filled  by  the  appointment  of  Mr.  Fitzgerald. 

CLAIM  OF  THE  STATE  OF  ALABAMA. 

Mr.  KING,  in  pursuance  of  notice  heretofore 
given,  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill 
for  the  payment  of  interest  on  money  advanced  to 
the  Government  by  the  State  of  Alabama,  during 
the  Creek  hostilities  in  the  years  1836  and  1837; 

which  was  read  twice,  considered  as  in  Committee 

of  the  Whole,  and  reported  back  without  amend- 
ment. 

The  bill  being  read  a  first  and  second  time — 
Mr.  KING  moved  its  consideration  at  this  time; 

and  the  motion  being  agreed  to — 

The  bill  was  taken  up  for  consideration,  and 
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passed  through  the  Committee  of  the  Whole;  and 
the  question  being  on  engrossment — 

Mr.  PEARCE  suggested  the  propriety  ofletting 
it  remain  over,  as  he  desired  to  see  the  amendment 
offered  by  him  last  session,  making  the  principle 
general  in  its  application,  adopted. 

After  a  few  words  in  explanation, Mr.  PEARCE 
withdrew  his  objection,  and  the  bill  was  read  a 
third  time  and  passed. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 
a  communication  from  the  United  States  Treasurer, 

containing  a  report  of  the  receipts  and  expendi- 
tures for  the  Post  Office  Department,  for  the  year 

ending  June  30,  1848;  which  was  laid  on  the  table, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Also,  a  memorial  from  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Wisconsin,  in  favor  of  a  road  from  Nee- 
nah  to  Manitowoc;  also,  asking  the  giant  of  Fort 
Winnebago  for  a  penitentiary. 

The  Senate  then  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wednesday,  December  13,  1848. 

Mr.  McClernand,  from  Illinois,  appeared  this 
day. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 
JOURNAL  OF  PROCEEDINGS. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  business  first 

in  order  to  be  the  following  resolution  offered  yes- 
terday by  Mr.  McLane,  and  which  was  pending 

at  the  time  the  House  adjourned: 
Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  of  five  he  appointed 

hy  the  Chair,  to  inquire  and  ascertain  to  what  extent  this 
House  has  exercised  its  constitutional  obligation  to  provide 
Tor  the.  publication  of  its  journal  of  proceedings,  and  to  re- 

port the/eon,  with  such  recommendations  as  they  may 
deem  expedient,  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  moved  that  the  res- 

olution be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  called  for  the  read- 
ing of  the  resolution;  which  having  been  read — 

The  question  wasiaken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Jones,  and  wasdecftBti  in  the  negative. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  resolution  should 
not  be  laid  on  the  table. 

And  the  question  recurring  on  the  demand  for 
the  previous  question — 

Mr.  WHITE  called  for  tellers,  who  were  ap- 

pointed. 
And  the  question  having  been  taken,  the  affirm- 

ative vote  stood — yeas  77;  the  nays  were  not 
counted. 

So  there  was  a  second.  And  the  main  question 

(being  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolution)"  was ordered  to  be  now  taken. 

Mr.  SAWYER  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays; 
which  were  ordered,  and  being  taken,  were  yeas 
87,  nays  87 — a  tie  vote,  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Adams,  Ashmun,  Barringer,  Belcher, 

Blackmar,  Blanchard,  Boydon,  Brady,  William  G.  Brown. 
Buekner,  Butler,  Clapp,  Clingman,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crow- 
ell,  Dickey,  Donnell,  Duer,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Edwards,  Alex- 

ander Evans,  Farrelly,  Fisher,  Freedley,  Fulton,  Gaines, 
Gayle,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale, 
Nathan  K.  Hall,  Moses  Hampton,  Henry,  Hilliard,  Elias  B. 
Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Charles  J.  IngersoU, 
Irvin,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King,  William  T.  Lawrence, 
Levin,  Lincoln,  Mcllvaine,  McLane,  Marsh,  Marvin, 
Meade,  Morehead,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Nes,  Palfrey,  Pendle- 

ton, Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell.  John  A. 
Rockwell,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Silvester,  Slin- 

gerland, Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Tallmadge,  Taylor, 
Thibodeaux,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson, 
Robert  A.  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tompkins,  Tuck,  Van 
Dyke,  Vinton,  Warren,  White,  and  Wilson — 87. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Atkinson,  Beale,  Bedinger, 

Bingham,  Bocock,  Boyd,  Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown, 
Burt,  Canby,  Chase,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb, 
Cocke,  Crozier,  Daniel,  Darling,  Dickinson,  Faran,  Fick- 
lin,  French,  Fries,  Gentry,  Goggin,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall, 
Haralson,  Henley,  Hill,  Inge,  Iverson,  Jenkins,  Andrew 
Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  George  W. 
Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennon,  Lahm,  La  :?ere, 
Sidney  Lawrence,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lumpkin,  Lynde 
McClelland,  McClernand,  McDowell,  Mi  Kay.  Job  Mann, 
Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Murphy,  Nicoll,  Outlaw,  Peek,  Pey- 

ton, Phelps,  Reynolds,  Khett,  Richardson,  Richey,  Robin- 
son, Roekhill,  Root,  Sawyer,  Sherrill,  Smart,  Stanton, 

Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strohm,  Strong.  Thomas 

James  Thompson,  Jacob  Thompson,  William  Thompson' Venable,  Wentworth,  Wick,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Wood- 
ward—87. 

The  SPEAKER  thereupon  voted  in  the  affirma- 

tive; so  that  the  vote  stood — yeas  88,  nays  87. 
So  the  resolution  was  adopted. 
Mr.  McLANE  moved  to  reconsider  ihe  vote  by 

which  the  resolution  was  adopted,  and  to  lay  that motion  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  demanded  the  yeas 
and   nays  on  the  motion;    which  were  ordered, 

and  being  taken,  resulted — yeas  89,  nays  86 — as 
follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Ashmun,  Barringer, 
Rftrrow,  Belcher,  Blackmar,  Blanchard,  Bowlon,  Brady, 
Buekner,  Butler.  Clingman,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston, 
Dixon,  Donnell,  Duer,  Dunn.  Erkert.  Edwards,  Embree, 
Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Farrelly,  Fisher.  Flour- 
noy,  Freedley,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gn  gory; 
Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  James  G  Hampton,  M"ses 
Hampton,  Henry,  Hilliard,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hud- 

son, Hunt,  Charles  J.  IngersoU,  Irvin,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P. 
King,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Levin,  Ligon,  Lincoln,  Mcll- 

vaine, McLane,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Meade,  Morehead,  Mullin, 
Nelson,  Nes,  Palfrey,  Pendleton,  Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam, 
Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Rumsey,  St.  John, 
Shepperd,  Silvester,  Slingerland,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman 
Smith,  Strohm,  Tallmadge,  Taylor,  Thibodeaux,  Jacob 
Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson, 
Tompkins,  Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton,  Warren,  White,  and 
WiNoti— 89. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Atkinson,  Bayly,  Beale,  Bedinger,  Bing- 

ham, Bocock,  Boyd,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles  Brown, 
Albert  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Cathcart,  Cliase;  Howell  Cobb, 
Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Crozier,  Darling,  Dickin- 

son, Faran,  Ficklin,  French,  Fries,  Gentry,  Giddings,  Oog- 
gin,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Harmanson,  Henley, 
Hill,  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  Irige,  Jenkins,  Andrew  Johnson, 
James  H.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones, 
Kaufman,  Kennon,  Lahin,  La  Sere,  Sidney  Lawrence, 
Leffler,  Lord.  Lumpkin,  LvndP,  Maclay,  McClelland, 
McClernand,  McDowell,  McKay.  Job  Mann,  Miller,  Morris, 
Morse,  Murphy,  Nicoll,  Peck,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Reynolds, 
Ithett,  Richardson,  Riche"y,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  Root,  Saw- 

yer, Sherrill,  Smart,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather, 
Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Thomas,  James  Thompson,  Wil- 

liam Thompson,  Venable,  Wallace,  Wentwortb,  Wick, 

Wiley,  Williams,  and  Woodward — 86. 
So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the 

table,  and  the  resolution  stands  passed. 

Mr.  ̂ lORSE,  on  leave,  made  a  personal  ex- 
planation, correcting  certain  inaccuracies  which 

occurred  in  the  report  of  his  remarks  of  yesterday, 

published  in  this  morning's  Union. PRESENTATION  OF  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  MURPHY  presented  the  memorial  of  John 
B.  Emerson,  for  compensation  for  the  use  of  his 
improvements  of  the  steam  engine  by  the  United 
States.     Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Patents. 

Mr.  ABBOTT  presented  the  petition  of  Edmund 
Bartlett,  and  seventy-nine  others,  agriculturists, 
mechanics,  merchants,  ship  owners,  manufactu- 

rers, and  other  citizens  of  the  United  Slates,  with- 
out distinction  of  party,  praying  Congress  so  to 

amend  the  revenue  act  of  1846,  as  to  establish 

specific  duties,  and  give  protection  to  home  in- dustry. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  presented  the  petition  of 
William  Pickering,  Esq.,  an  intelligent  and  re- 

spectable citizen  of  Illinois,  praying  Congress  for 
a  grant  of  alternate  sections  of  public  land  for  tlfe 
construction  of  a  railroad  connecting  with  the 
Mississippi  river  at  Alton,  and  the  Ohio  river  at 
Louisville  and  Shawneetown;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Other  petitions  were  presented,  and  appropri- 
ately referred,  by  Messrs.  ROCKWELL  of  Con- 

necticut, S.  LAWRENCE,  JENKINS,  GREE 

BILLS    INTRODUCED.  - 
Under  notices  heretofore  given,  bills  were  intro- 

duced as  follows,  viz: 

By  Mr.  E\^NS,  of  Maryland:  A  bill  to  au- 
thorize the  appointment  of  an  officer  to  grant  enrol- 

ments and  licenses,  to  reside  at  Chesapeake  city, 

Maryland;  read  and  referred. 
By  Mr.  GREELEY:  A  bill  to  discourage  specu- 

lation in  the  public  lands,  and  to  secure  homea 
thereon  to  actual  settlers  and  cultivators;  read  and 
referred. 

SLAVERY  IN  THE  DISTRICT. 

Mr.  PALFREY  asked  leave  to  introduce  a  billr 

of  which  previous  notice  was  given,  to  repeal  all 

acts,  or  parts  of  acts,  of  Congress  establishino;  of 
maintaining  slavery  or  the  slave  trade  in  the  Dis- 

trict of  Columbia. 
Mr.  HOLMES,  of  South  Carolina,  objecting:, 

The  question  was  then  stated  on  granting  leave. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  demanded  and  taken, 

and  resulted — yeas  69,  nays  82,  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Belcher,  Blackmar,  Blanchard, 

Canby,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Darling,  Dickinson, 
Dixon,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Embree,  Faran,  Freedley,  Giddings, 
Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Grinnell.  Hale,  Najhan  K.  Hall,  Hen- 

ry, EJ(ias  B.  Holmes.  Hubbard,  James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg, 
D.  P.  King,  Lahm,  WiliiamT.  Lawrence,^Sidney  Lawrence, 
Lord,  McClelland,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Morris,  Mullin.  Nelson, 
Palfrey,  Peaslee,Petrre,  Putnam,  Reynolds,  Julius  Rock  well, 
John  A.  Rockwell,  Root,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sawyer,  Sil- 

vester, Slingerland,  Smart,  Truman  Smith,  Starkweather, 
Charles  E. St  ua  it,  Strohm,  Tallmadge,Taylor,  James  Thomp- 

son, William  Thompson,  Thur>ton,  Tuck,  Van  Dvke,  Vin- 
ton, Warren,  Wentworth,  White,  Wilmot,  and  Wilson — 39. NAYS — Messrs.  Atkinson,  Barringer,  Barrow,  Bayly, 

Beale,  Bocock,  Boyd,  Boydon,  Brady,  William  G.  Brown, 
Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Buekner,  Burt,  Butler, 
Franklin  Clark,  Clingman,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W. 
Cobb,  Cocke,  Crozier,  Daniel,  Donnell,  Garnett  Duncan, 
Ficklin.  Floninoy,  French,  Fulton,  Ga\le,  Gentry,  Goggin, 
Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Hill,  Hilliard,  Isaac  E. 
Holmes,  John  W.  Hpuston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  IngersoU,  Irvin, 
Andrew  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  George.  W.  Jones, 
John  W.  Jones.  Kaufman,  Kennon,  Leffler,  Levin,  Lincoln, 
Lynde,  McClernand,  McDowell,  McKay,  McLane,  Job 
Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Morse,  Outlaw,  Pendleton,  Peyton, 
Phelps,  Preston,  Rhett,  Richardson,  Robinson,  Shepperd, 
Sherrill,  RobertSmith,  Stanton,  Strong.  Thibodeaux,  Thom- 

as, Jacob  Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John  B. 
Thompson, Tompkins,  Venable, Wallace, Wiley, and  Wood- 

ward—82. 
Before  the  result  of  the  vote  was  announced — 
Mr.  PECK  rose,  and  asked  leave  to  vote.  He 

stated  that  he  was  not  within  the  bar  at  the  time 
his  name  was  called;  but  if  allowed  to  vote,  he 
would  vote  in  the  affirmative. 

Objection  being  made,  Mr.  Peck  was  not  al- 
lowed to  vote. 

Mr.  HUNT  also  asked  leave  to  vote.  He  stated 

that  he  was  called „out  of  his  seat  just  before  the 

vote  was  taken ,*and  haped  the  House  would  grant him  leave  to  votet 

Objection  being  made,  Mr.  Hunt  did  not  vote. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

LEY,  CONGER,  SILVESTER,  BUTLER,  Mc^tovere  given— 

DOWELL,  THOMPSON   of  Kentucky,   H1L-  |P    By  Mr.'POLLOCK:  Of  a  bill   extending  the LIARD,  DARLING,  and  KAUFMAN. 
The  SPEAKER  presented  the  memorial  of 

Ward  Marston,  late  a  captain  in  the  marine  corps, 

praying  to  be  reinstated.  Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  LEVIN,  from  the  Committee  on  Engrav- 
ing, reported  the  following  resolution;  which  was 

agreed  to: Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Engraving  be  directed 
to  contract  for  the  engraving  of  the  plans  accompanying  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  for  the  extra  copies 
ordered  hy  the  House. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be  dis- 
charged from  so  much  of  the  estimates  for  additional  appro- 

priations for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June.  30th,  18-49,  as  relates 
to  the  salary  of  Daniel  Parker,  as  Paymaster  General,  from 
January  1st  to  May  9th,  1822,  and  that  the  same  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  by  direc- 
tion of  the  Committee  on  Claims,  moved  to  dis- 

charge the  Committee  of  the  Whole  from  the  bill 
to  authorize  an  increase  in  the  number  of  clerks 

in  the  Treasury  Department;  which  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  from  the  same  committee, 

reported  the  following  resolution;  which  was  read, 
and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  House  bill  No.  412 — a  bill  to  provide  for 
the  settlement  of  claims  against  the  United  States — be  the 
special  order  for  the  first  Tuesday  in  January,  and  so  con- 

tinue, from  day  to  day,  until  finally  disposed  of. 

provisions  of  existing  laws  granting  bounty  land 
to  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  late  war  with 

Mexico,  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  engaged  in  the 

Indian  wars  prior  to  the  treaty  of  Greenville,  in 
1795;  also,  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  late 

war  with  Great  Britain,  who  have  not  been  em- 
braced in  laws  in  such  cases  made,  or  who  have 

not  received  bounty  land. 

By  Mr.  BROWN,  of  Mississippi:  A  bill  to 

grant  a  quantity  of  land  to  ihe  State  of  Missis- 
sippi, for  the  purpose  of  improving  the  navigation 

of  certain  rivers  in  said  State.  Also,  a  bill  to  pro- 
vide for  the  graduation  of  the  price  of  the  public 

lands. 

By  Mr.  DUER:  A  bill  to  provide  for  the  re- 
vision, consolidation,  and  methodical  arrangement 

of  the  statutory  laws  of  the  United  States. 
By  Mr.  PHELPS:  A  bill  to  pay  to  the  State  of 

Missouri  the  two  per  cent,  upon  the  proceeds  of 
the  sales  of  the  public  lands  which  have  been  sold 
within  the  limits  of  said  State,  and  which  have 
been  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
road  leading  to  said  State. 

By  Mr.  GIDDINGS:  A  bill  to  authorize  the 
people  of  the  District  of  Columbia  to  express  their 
wishes  as  to  the' continuance  of  slavery  and- the slave  trade  within  said  District. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Delaware,  moved  the  fol- 

lowing resolution : 

.Whereas  the  Clerk  of  this  House  has  not  paid  to  John  B. 

Fry,  who  acted  as  clerk  in  the  office  of  the  Sergeant-at- 
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arms  durinsr  the  last  session  of  Congress,  the  extra  compen- 
sation voted  by  resolution  to  the  clerks,  messengers,  &c, 

Therefore,  resolved,  That  the  said  Clerk  of  the  House  do 
pay  to  said  John  B.  Fry  the  same  amount  of  extra  compen- 

sation as  was  allowed  to  each  of  the  assistant  clerks  in  the 
"Clerk's  office. 

Mr.  HOUSTON  moved  the  previous  question, 
which  was  seconded,  and  under  the  operation 
thereof  the  resolution  was  disagreed  to,  by  yeas 
and  nays — yeas  72,  nays  75. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WENTWORTH,  Senate 

bill  (No.  95)  granting  to  the  State  of  Illinois  the 
right  of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands,  for 
making  a  railroad  connecting  the  lower  Missis- 
isippi  with  the  chain  of  northern  lakes,  at  Chicago, 

was  taken  from  the  Speaker's  table  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland, 
Resolved,  That  the  papers  of  Elizabeth  McLean  be  with- 

drawn from  the  files  of  this  House,  in  order  that  the  same 
may  be  put  upon  file  at  the  Pension  Office. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GREGORY, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  inquire  into 

the  expediency  of  establishing  a  light,  to  he  placed  at  Ber- 
gen Point,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Kill  Van  Kull,  and  a  light  at 

the  mouth  of  the  Passaic  river,  in  aid  of  the  commerce  of 
the  Passaic  and  Hackensack  rivers,  the  Staten  Island  sound, 
and  Newark  bay. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POLLOCK,  from  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  repealing  so  much  of 

the  existing  laws  relating  to  public  lands  as  requires  all 
patents  issued  from  the  General  Land  Office  to  be  signed  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  also  so  much  of  said 
laws  as  autltorizes  the  President  to  appoint  a  secretary  to 
sign  said  patents;  also,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of 
amending  said  laws  so  as  to  require  all  patents  for  public 
lands  to  be  signed  by  the  Commissioner  and  countersigned 
by  the  Recorder  of  the  General  Land  Office;  or  to  be  exe- 

cuted and  issued  in  such  manner  as  will  be  most  compat- 
ible with  the,public  interest,  without  the  signature  of  the 

President,  and  as  will  avoid  unnecessaiy  delay  in  the  issu- 
ing thereof. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  that  the  bill  to  reduce  the 
rates  of  postage,  and  to  correct  the  abuse  of  the 
franking  privilege,  &c,  be  made  the  special  order 
of  the  day  for  Monday,  December  19. 

This  motion  giving  rise  to  debate,  was  laid  over. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRINNELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be 

instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  for 
the  erection  of  a  fort  and  other  works  for  the  defence  of  the 
city  of  New  Bedford,  according  to  surveys  made  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  War. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BELCHER, 
Resolved,  That  the  petition  of  Palmer  Branch,  for  a  pen- 

sion, and  the  accompanying  papers,  be  taken  from1  the  files 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

Mr.  GOGGIN  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  House  bill  (No.  575)  further  to  amend 

the  act,  entitled  ('An  act  to  reduce  the  rates  of  postage,  to 
limit  the  use,  and  correct  the  abuse  of  the  franking  privi- 
li.se,  and  for  the  prevention  of  frauds  on  the  revenues,"  be 
the  special  order  of  the  day  for  the  first  Wednesday  in 
January  and  until  disposed  of. 

Mr.  GOGGIN  moved  the  previous  question; 
which  was  .seconded,  and  under  the  operation 
thereof,  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BARRINGER  offered  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  was  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  cause 
to  be  communicated  to  this  House  the  amount  of  mpneys 
and  property  received,  during  the  late  war  with  the  Repub- 

lic of  Mexico,  at  the  different  ports  of  entry,  or  in  any  other 
way,  within  her  limits,  and  in  what  manner  the  same  has 
been  expended  or  appropriated. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WALLACE, 
Resolved,  That  the  Sergeant-at-arms  be  directed  to  cause 

the  remains  of  the  Hon.  James  A.  Black,  late  a  member  of 
this  House,  to  be  taken  from  the  Congressional  vault,  where 
they  now  lie,  and  have  the  same  decently  interred  in  the 
State  of  South  Carolina,  in  such  place  as  his  family  shall 
direct.  . 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  moved  the  following,  to be  added  to  the  Rules  of  the  House: 
"It  shall  not  be  in  order  to  consider  oractupon  any  order, resolution,  or  motion,  whereby  it  is  proposed  to  create  a 

charge  upon  the  contingent  fund  of  the  House,  or  dispose  of 
any  portion  of  the  same,  (except  in  cases  of  printing,)  until the  same  has  been  considered  and  reported  upon  by  the Oommitee  on  Accounts ;  and  all  such  propositions  shall,  on 
their  introduction,  be  referred,  by  virtue  of  this  rule,  to  said committee;  nor  shall  this  rule  be  suspended,  except  bv unanimous  consent." 

Mr.  COBB  moved  the  reference  of  the  proposed rule  to  the  Committee  on  Rules.     Agreed  to. 
Mr.  CROZIER  moved  the  following  resolution;, 

which,  giving  rise  to  debate,  was  laid~over: Resolved,  That  House  bill  (No.  80)  entitled  "A  bill  to 
promote  the  education  of  the  indigent  deaf  and  dumb  "  be 
made  the  special         r  of  the  day  for  next  Tuesday.    ' 

GOVERNMENT  OF  NEW  TERRITORIES. 

Mr.  ROOT  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Territories  be  instructed 

to  report  to  this  House,  with  as  little  delay  as  practicable, 
a  bill  or  bills  providing  a  territorial  government  for  each  of 
the  Territories  of  New  Mexico  and  California,  and  excluding 
slavery  therefrom. 

Mr.  ROOT  moved  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  moved  to  lay  the  res- 

olution on  the  table. 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  moved  there  be  a  call  of  the 

House.     Agreed  to. 

The  Clerk  then  called  the  roll,  and  187  mem- 
bers answered  to  their  names. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  moved  that  further 
proceeding  in  the  call  be  dispensed  with.  Agreed 
to. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  laying  the  resolu- 
tion on  the  table;  and  was  decided  by  yeas  and 

nays  in  the  negative:  Yeas  80,  nays  107. 
YEAS — Messrs.  Adams,  Atkinson,  Barringer,  Barrow, 

Beale,  Bocock,  Botts,  Boyd,  Boydon,  William  G.  Brown, 
Charles  Brown,  A.  G.  Brown,  Buckner,  Burt,  Chase,  Clapp, 
Clingman,  Howell  Cobb,  W.  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Cranston, 
Crozier,  Daniel,  Donnell,G.  Duncan,  Alex.  Evans,  Ficklin, 
Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines.  Goggin,  Green,  Wiliard 
P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Hill,  Milliard,  IsaaG 
E.  Holmes,  Inge,  C.J.  Ingersoll,  Iverson,  Andrew  Johnson, 
R.  W.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kauf- 

man, Kennon,  La  Sere,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lumpkin,  McCler- 
nand,  McDowell,  McKay,  McLane,  Meade,  Miller,  More- 
head,  Morse,  Outlaw,  Pendleton,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Preston, 
Rhett,  Richardson,  Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Stanton,  Thibodeaux, 
Thomas,  Jacob  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Tompkins, 
Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Wallace,  and  Woodward — 80. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Abbott,*Aslunun,  Belcher,  Blackmar, 

Blanchard,  Brady, Uutler,  Canby,  Cathcart,  F.  Clark,  Colla- 
mer,Conger,Crowell,  Cummins, Darling,  Dickey,  Dickinson, 
Dixon,  DueiyDaniel  Duncan,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Edwards,  Em- 
bree,  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Fisher,  Freedley,  Fries,  Gid 
dings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale,  N.  K.  Hall, 
Hammons,  J.  G.  Hampton,  Henley,  Henry,  Eiias  B.  Holmes, 
Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Irvin,  Jenkins,  James  II.  Johnson, 
Kellogg,  D.  P.  King,  Lahm,  Wm.  T.  Lawrence,  Sidney 
Lawrence,  Levin,  Lincoln,  Lord,  Lynde,  Mat-lay,  McClel- 

land, Mcllvaine,  Job  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Morris,  Mulliu, 
Murphy,  Nelson,  Nicoll,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie, 
Pollock,  Putnam,  Reynolds,  Richey,  Robinson,  Rockhill, 
Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Root,  Rumsey,  St. 
John,  Sherrill,  Silvester,  Slingerland,  Smart,  C.  B.  Smith, 
Robert  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Starkweather,  C.  E.  Stuart, 
Strnhm,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  Taylor,  James  Thompson,  R. 
W.  Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Vin- 

ton, Warren,  Wentworth,  White,  Wiley,  Wilmot,  and  Wil- 
son^ 107. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  seconding  the 
demand  for  the  previous  question — 

Mr.  VINTON  rose,  and  wished  to  know  wheth- 
er this  was  a  resolution  instructing  the  committee 

tp  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reporting  the 
bill,  or  directing  the  committee  to  report? 

The  SPEAKER.  It  directs  the  committee  to 

report  forthwith. 
Mr.  VINTON.  Then  I  hope  the  previous  ques- 

tion will  not  be  sustained. 

The  question  was  taken  by  tellers,  and  decided 
ni  the  affirmative — ayes  7G,  noes  52. 

So  the  previous  question  was  seconded. 
Mr.  VINTON  rose,  and  proposed  to  amend  the 

resolution. 
The  SPEAKER.  No  amendment  is  in  order 

after  the  previous  question  has  been  seconded. 
The  main  question  was  ordered. 
Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  called  for  a  division 

of  the  resolution,  so  as  to  vote  first  on  the  simple 
motion  to  refer. 

1    The  SPEAKER  decided  that  the  resolution  did 
not  admit  of  a  division. 

The  question  being  on  the  adoption  of  the  reso- 
lution, the  yeas  and  nays  were  asked  by  many 

members,  and  were  ordered. 
M/.  GOGGIN  moved  that  the  House  adjourn, 

but  subsequently  withdrew  the  motion. 
The  question  on  the  resolution  was  taken,  and 

decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  107,  nays  80 — as 
follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Belcher,  Bingham, 
Blackmar,  Blanchard,  Brady,  Butler,  Canby,  Cathcart, 
Clapp,  Collamer,  Conger,  Crowell,  Cummins,  Darling, 
Dickey,  Dickinson,  Dixon,  Duer,  Daniel  Duncan,  Dunn, 
Eckert,  Edwards,  Embree,  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Farrally, 
Fisher, 'Freedley,  Fries,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory, 
Grinnell,  Hale^Nathan  K.  Hall,  Hammons,  James  H.  Hamp- 

ton, Henley,  Henry,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Irvin,  Jen- 
kins, James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahm, 

William  T.  Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Levin,"Lincoln, Lord,  Lynde,  Maclay,  McClelland,  Mcllvaine,  Job  Mann, 
Marsh,  Marvin,  Morris,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Nicoll,  Palfrey, 
Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Reynolds,  Richey, 
Robinson,  Rockhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell, 
Roman,  Root,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sherrill,  Silvester,  Slin- 

gerland, Smart,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Truman 
Smith,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strohm,  Strong, 
Tallmadge,  Taylor,  James  Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thomp- 

son, William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Vinton,  Warren, 
Wentworth,  White,  Wick,  Wiley,  Wilmot,  Wilson— 107. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Adams* Atkinson,  Barringer,  Barrow, 
Bayly,  Beale,  Bocock,  Botts,  Boyd,  Boydon,  William  G. 
Brown,  Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Buckner,  Burt,- 
Chase,  Clingman,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb, 
Cocke,  Cranston,  Crozier,  Daniel,  Donnell,  Garnett  Dun- 

can, Alexander  Evans,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,,  Gaines, 
Gentry,  Gogain,  Green,  Wjllard  P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Har- 

manson, Harris,  Hill,  Hilliard,  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  Inge,  C. 
J.  Ingersoll,  Iverson,  Andrew  Johnson,  (iobert  W.  John- 

son, George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennon, 
La  Sere,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lumpkin,  McDowell,  McKay, 
MeLane,  Meade,  Miller,  Morehead,  Morse,  Murphy,  Out- 

law, Pendleton,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Preston,  Rhett,  Richard- 
son, Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Stanton,  Thibodeaux,  Thomas, 

Jacob  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Robert  A.  Thompson, 
Tompkins,  Venable,  Wallace,  and  Woodward— 80.  • 

So  the  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  obtained  the  floor,  and  moved 
a  reconsideration  of  the  vote,  stating  that  he  wished 
to  make  some  remarks  on  the  question,  but  pre- 

ferred not  to  go  on  this  evening. 

On  his  motion,  the  House  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE. 

Thursday-,  December  14,  1848. 

Mr.  Webster  appeared  in  his  place. On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  when  the   Senate   adjourns,  it  adjourn  to meet  on  Monday. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 
a  communication  from  the  chief  of  the  Engineer 
Department,  transmitting  a  memorial  from  Isaac 
S.  Keith  Reeves,  of  the  United  States  army,  ask- 

ing that  his  allowances  as  adjutant  of  the  Military 
Academy  may  be  placed  on  the  same  footing  with 
those  of  an  adjutant  of  a  regiment  of  dragoons. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  communication  from  the  Treasury  Department, 

accompanying  the  annual  report  of.  the  Commis- sioner of  the  General  Land  Office,  and  papers; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

MEMORIALS  AND  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  presented  the 
petition  of  Ward  Marston,  late  a  captain  in  the 
marine  corps,  praying  that  he  may  be  restored  to 
the  rank  in  the  corps  from  ̂ hich  he  was  dropped 
at  the  termination  «f  the  war  with  Mexico;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  J.  also  presented  the  petition  of  L.  Mcjn- 

tire,  register  and  receiver  of  land  offices  in  Louisi- 

ana, praying  an  increase  of  compensation  for  ser- vices rendered  in  the  land  offices ;  which  waa 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Pensions  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reporting  a  bill  providing 
for  the  confirmation  of  the  claim  of  Benjamin  T.  Boswortfi 
for  bounty  lands. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  the  petition  of  James  Fry 

and  others,  employed  in  the  Quartermaster's  De- 
partment, praying  that  the  bounty  lands,  and  three 

months'  extra  pay,  granted  to  persons  engaged  in 
the  war  with  Mexico,  may  be  extended  to  them; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  PELCH  presented  the  petition  of  citizens 

of  Michigan,  asking  an  appropriation  for  the  sur- 
vey and  improvement  of  the  harbor  at  the  mouth 

of  the  Ontanagon  river,  on  Lake  Superior;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  FELCH  presented  the  petition  of  certain 
citizens  of  Michigan,  praying  for  an  extension  of 
the  general  preemption  law  to  the  mineral  lands  on 
Lake  Superior;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  HALE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  with- 
draw from  the  files  of  the  Senate  the  petition  and 

papers  of  Pearce  and  Cogswell. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON,  the  petition 

and  papers  of  Amasa  Dana  and  others,  were 
taken  from  ihe  files  of  the  Senate,  and  referred. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  the  petition  of  Daniel  Webb, 
praying  to  be  allowed  the  arrears  of  pension  due 
to  him;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Pensions. 

Mr.  HUNTER  presented  the  petition  of  A.  G 
Grinnan  and  other  heirs  of  Andrew  Glassel,  de 

ceased,  praying  for  indemnity  for  French  spolia- 
tions prior  to  1800;  which  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  STURGEON,  the  petitions 

and  papers  in  the  cases  of  William  Parkeson  and 
Benjamin  Miller  were  withdrawn  from  the  files  of 
the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pen- 
sions. 
"  On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  petitjoa 
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and  papers  in  the  case  of  Francis  Cazeau  were 
withdrawn  from  the  files  of  the  Senate,  and  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Mr.  DAYTON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to 

withdraw  the  documents  accompanying  the  peti- 
tion and  papers  of  Aaron  Oarrnan. 

Mr.  BREESE  presented  the  petition  of  Rosanna 
Maury,  praying  for  a  pension;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  the  petition 
rind  papers  in  the  cases  of  Joseph  Radcliffe,  and 
John  Bruce  were  withdrawn  from  the  files  of  the 

Senate*,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  fclNG  gave  notice  that  he  would  to-mor- 
row, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to  in- 

troduce a  bill  for  the  remission  of  duties  on  an 

equatorian  telescope,  contracted  for  in  London  by 
the  trustees  of  the  University  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  DOWNS  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  authorizing  new  sections  of  land 
in  lieu  of  worthless  school  sections,  or  sections  of 
inferior  quality,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  WALKER  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  bills  of  the  following  titles: 
A  bill  to  grant  to  the  State  of  Wisconsin  the 

military  reservation  at  Port  Winnebago,  in  that 
State; 

A  bill  in  relation  to  the  Sabine  lands  in  the 
State  of  Wisconsin;  and 

A  bill  to  provide  for  the  construction  of  a  mili- 
tary road  in  the  State  of  Wisconsin. 

,    BILL  INTRODUCED   SEVENTH  CENSUS. 
Mr.  CAMERON,  in  pursuance  of  notice,  asked 

and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  taking  a  j 
seventh  census,  or  enumeration  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States;  which  was  read  twice,  and  re- 

ferred to  a  select  committee  of  five  members. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMERON,  it  was 
Ordered,  That  the  Vice  President  appoint  said  commit- 

tee. 4£ 
The  committee  v?as  then  appointed  by  the  Chair, 

to  consist  of  the  following  Senators: 
Messrs.  Cameron,  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 

B»jtler,  Underwood,  and  Badger. 
RAILROAD    ACROSS  PANAMA. 

Mr.  BENTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  to  which  was  referred  the  memorial  of  W. 

H.  Aspinwall,  J.  L.  Stephens,  and  Henry  Chaun- 
cey,  praying  for  aid  in  the  construction  of  a  rail- 

road across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  reported  the 
following  bill: 
A  BILL  to  make  compensation  for  tbe  transportation  of 

troops  and  supplies,  for  a  limited  time,  over  the  Isthmus 
of  Panama. 
Be  it  enacted,  fyc,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be,  and 

he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  directed  to  enter  into  a  con- 
tract, in  behalf  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  for 

a  period  not  exceeding  twenty  years,  with  William  H.  As- 
pinwall, John  L.  Stevens,  and  Henry  Chauncey,  all  of  the 

city  of  New  York,  for  the  transportation,  by  steam,  of  naval 
and  army  supplies,  including  troops,  munitions  of  war, 
army,  naval,  and  public  stores,  ihe  mails  of  the  United  States, 
and  all  persons  in  its  employment,  to  and  fro,  over  a  rail- 

road, to  be  constructed  by  them  and  their  associates,  across 
the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific 
Ocp-an  :  Provided,  That  the  annual  sum  to  be  paid  for  such 
transportation  shall  not  exceed  three-fourths  of  the  amount 
now  stipulated  by  law  to  be  paid  for  the  transportation  of 
the  mails  alone  from  New  York  to  Liverpool :  Jlnd  fro- 
vided,  also,  That  no  payment  under  such  contract  shall  be 
made  until  said  railroad  shall  be  so  far  advanced  as  to 
permit  said  [transportation  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama 
wholly  by  steam  power:  Jlnd  provided  further,  That  the 
contract  to  be  made  in  pursuance  of  Ibis  act  shall  require 
the  said  railroad  to  be  commenced  within  one  year  from  the 
date  of  said  contract,  and  be  completed  within  three  years 
from  the  1st  day  ol  June,  in  the  year  eighteen  hundred  and 
forty-nine. 

The  bill  having  been  read  a  first  and  second 

time — 
Mr.  BENTON  stated,  that  if  the  work  which 

was  contemplated  was  to  be  done  at  all,  it  must 
be  done  during  the  dry  season.  If  this  bill,  there- 

fore, was  to  be  passed,  it  should  be  passed  imme- 
diately. He  would  therefore  move  to  postpone 

the  further'consideration  of  the  bill  until  Monday 
next,  and  to  make  it  the  special  order  for  that  day. 

Mr.  CAMERON  intimated  a  wish  that  a  longer 
interval  should  be  allowed.  The  bill  had  been 

read  to-day  for  the  first  time.  It  contemplated 
giving  a  profitable  contract  to  citizens  of  New 
York;  but  if  publicity  were  given  to  the  subject, 
others  might  come  forward  and  offer  more  favor- 

able terms, 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  reminded  the  Sen- 

ator that  the  right  of  way  was  secured  by  treaty, 

and  that  the  petitioners  for  this  contract  had  ob- 
tained a  charter  from  the  Government  of  New 

Granada.  No  others  could  come  forward  in  the 

face  of  this  monopoly  charter.  The  dry  season 
would  now  set  in  until  July,  and  it  was  important 
that  advantage  should  be  taken  of  the  season. 

Mr.  BENTON  explained  that  it  was  not  likely 

it  would  be  disposed  of  on- Monday.  He  was 
desirous  that  it  should  be  taken  up  for  discussion 
on  that  day. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  the  memo- 
rial accompanying  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be 

printed. The  bill  was  then  made  the  special  order  for 
Monday  next. 

EXPENDITURES  OF  THE  POST  OFFICE. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  yesterday 
a  report  was  presented  by  the  Chair  to  the  Senate 
from  the  Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  containing 
accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the 
Post  Office  Department  for  the  four  quarters  ending 

June  30th,  1848.  When  this  report  was  laid  be- 
fore the  Senate,  no  other  Senator  seemed  to  pay 

any  attention  to  it,  and,  supposing  that  it  might 
contain  information  valuable  to  the  Senate,  I  rose 

in  my  place  and  asked  for  it  to  be  printed.  The 
motion  prevailed,  and  the  printing  was  ordered. 
Afterwards  the  Secretary  informed  me  that  this 
was  a  document  which  it  was  not  usual  to  print;  and 
thereupon  I  went  to  the  table  and  examined  it.  I 

found  it  to  contain  nothing"  more  than  an  account 
of  the  deposites  made  by  the  Post  Office  Depart- 

mental the  various  depositories  to  the  credit  of  that 
department,  and  drafts  paid  by  the  Treasurer  of 
the  United  States  out  of  the  fund  so  deposited,  to 
a  great  variety  of  persons,  whose  names  are  given 
in  the  account — some  twelve  or  thirteen  hundred; 
but  what  the  money  was  paid  for  is  wholly  omitted. 
I  therefore  conceive  that  it  is  wholly  useless  to  print 
thedocumentin  its  present  shape;  and  I  have  risen, 

therefore,  for  the  purpose  of  moving  a  reconsider- 
tion  of  the  vote  by  which  the  printing  of  it  was 
ordered. 

I  desire,  sir^  to  call  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  these  accounts  are  kept.  There  are  four 

large  volumes  of  the  account,  which"  shows  how much  labor  has  been  bestowed  upon  the  report, 
which  can  be  of  no  practical  value  whatever  in  its 
present  shape.  In  this  account  there  is  a  credit 
given  to  the  PostOffice  Departmentfor  $189,204  60; 
and  charges  are  made  against  this  fund  for  an 
amount  paid  to  Mr.  Francis  J.  Grund  of  $972  75; 
an  amount  paid  to  Hamilton  &.  Fournoy,  §815; 
and  for  an  amount  paid  to  Gales  &  Seaton,  $16  25; 
and  so  on,  going  through  the  twelve  or  thirteen 
hundred  names  set  down  in  the  books.  And  this 
is  all  the  information  which  the  book  contains. 

It  would  have  been  just  as  valuable  to  have  said, 
that,  for  the  second  quarter  of  the  year  1848,  the 
receipts  of  the  department  were  so  much  in  the 
aggregate,  and  the  expenditures  so  much. 

In  looking  into  this  subject,  it  has  occurred  to 
me  that  many  of  the  reports  made  by  the  various 
departments  of  Government,  showing  how  money 
has  been  expended,  are  very  unsatisfactory,  in  not 
stating  for  what  the  money  was  paid — in  not  ex- 

hibiting the  nature  of  the  service  rendered,  or  the 
kind  or  quality  gf  the  property  purchased.  There 
might  be,  in  the  voluminous  reports  made  by  the 
different  departments  of  the  Government,  all  this 
information  given  to  us  at  every  session  of  Con- 

gress. But  if  it  is  communicated  in  the-intelligible 
form  in  which  it  ought  to  be  done,  showing  the 
amount  paid  to  each  individual,  and  for  what  ser- 

vice, or  if  it  be  on  a  contract,  the  amount  actually 
purchased  and  delivered  by  the  vendor,  I  am  not 
apprized  by  the  reports  made.  In  view  of  this 
subject,  after  my  motion  shall  be  disposed  of,  I 
will,  with  the  leave  of  the  Senate,  submit  a  reso- 

lution, which  will  be  a  joint  resolution,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  instructing  the  various  departments  of  the 

Government  making  report  of  disbursements  of 
money,  that  they  inform  us,  not  only  to  whom  the 
money  has  been  paid,  but  for  what  specific  purpose. 

And  that  can  be  stated  very  briefly,  and  the  inform- 
ation communicated  in  that  way  would  be  valu- 
able. When  I  have  submitted  my  joint  resolution 

it  may  lie  on  the  table,  and  in  the  mean  time  I  will 
consult  those  better  informed  on  the  subject,  if  this 
information  is  annually  given.  If  not,  perhaps  I 
shall  call  up  the  resolution,  and  ask  the  action  of 
the  Senate.    At  present,  sir,  I  move  to  reconsider 

the  vote  by  which  this  very  useless  account,  as  I 
think,  has  been  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Theorder  was  then  reconsidered,  and  the  motion 

to  print  withdrawn. 

DEATH  OF  HON.'A.  D.  SIMS. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
was  received  by  Mr.  Campbell,  their  Clerk,  an- 

nouncing that  the  House  had  received  information 
of  the  death  of  the  Hon.  A.  D.  Sims,  late  a  Repre- 

sentative from  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  and 
communicating  the  proceedings  of  the  House thereupon. 

The  message  having  been  read — 
Mr.  BUTLER  rose  and  said: 

Mr.  President:  My  late  colleague,  the' Hon. Alexander  Dromgoole  Sims,  whose  death  has 
been  announced  by  the  message  just  read,  took 
his  seat  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the 
first  time,  in  the  Twenty-ninth  Congress.  A  few 
days  before  his  sudden  death,  which  took  place 
on  the  16th  of  the  last  month,  at  Kingstree,  South 
Carolina,  he  learned  that  he  had  been  returned,  for 
the  third  time,  by  the  same  district  to  Congress. 
These  marks  of  popular  favor  were  honorable 
evidence  that  he  had  won  and  retained  the  confi- 

dence of  an  intelligent  constituency. 

Mr.  Sims  was  born  in  Brunswick  county,  Vir- 
ginia, on  the  12th  of  June,  1803.  His  highly 

respectable  parents,  though  in  moderate  circum- 
stances, belonged  to  that  class  of  persons  who 

placed  a  high  value  on  the  advantages  of  a  liberal 
education;  and  two  of  their  sons  attained  eminence 
and  distinction,  and,  by  their  success  in  life,  made 
a  worthyrequital  for  the  sacrifices  of  theirparents. 
•  The  deceased,  of  whom  1  am  speaking,  if  not  a 
scholar  in  the  highest  import  of  that  term,  was  a 

gentleman  of  excellent  intellect,  of  various  and  ele- 
gant literary  attainments.  His  brother  (late  a  pro- 

fessor of  Alabama  University1)  was  an  eminent 
divine  and  ripe  scholar.  My  colleague,  after  pass- 

ing through  his  ordinary  academic  course,  became 
a  student  in  the  North  Carolina  University,  and 
continued  in  that  institution  until  his  junior  year, 

when,  perhaps  attracted  by  the  high  reputation  of 
Dr.  Nott,  for  whose  character  he  seemed  to  have 
entertained  a  pious  veneration,  he  joined  one  of 
the  higher  classes  in  Union  College,  in  the  State 

of  New  York,  and  was  graduated  in  that  institu- 
tion in  1823,  leaving  behind  him  a  high  reputation 

for  capacity  and  attainments,  especially  in  those 
branches  of  learning  comprehending  the  tasteful 
pursuits  of  literature  and  the  philosophy  of  the 
human  mind. 

On  his  return  from  college  he  studied  law  in  the 
office  of  his  uncle,  (the  late  General  Dromgoole,) 

and,  for  one  or  two  years  after  his  admission  to 
the  bar,  he  practised  in  the  courts  of  Virginia. 
Hi3  success  not  being  equal  to  his  expectation  or 
the  aspirations  of  his  ambition — for  he  was  an 
ambitious  man — he  removed,  in  1826,  to  Darling- 

ton district,  South  Carolina,  and  took  charge  of 
an  academy.  In  this  situation  he  was  eminently 
useful,  and  laid  the  foundation  of  many  enduring 
friendships,  to  which  he  may  perhaps  have  been 
indebted  for  his  subsequent  success  in  life.  Some 
of  his  pupils  are  now  citizens  of  distinction,  and 
bear  testimony  to  the  excellence  of  their  teacher 

and  preceptor,  and  perhaps  the  highest  and  most 
honorable  monuments  he  has  left  behind  him  are 

the  intelligent,  citizens  who  acknowledge  with  grati- 
tude the  instructions  derived  from  him. 

Mr.  Sims  was  admitted  to  the  bar  of  South 

Carolina  in  the  year  1829,  and  soon  acquired  a 
lucrative  practice.  As  a  counsellor,  solicitor,  and 
advocate,  I  can  speak  of  him  with  unfeigned 
pleasure.  He  was  engaged  in  the  most  important 
causes  on  his  circuit,  and  was  always  equal  to 

them.  In  the  Supreme  Court,  some  of  his  argu- 
ments are  marked  by  research,  learning,  and 

ability. 

His  ambition  aspired  rather  more  to  political 
distinction  than  to  forensic  reputation,  and  before 
he  entered  upon  the  responsible  duties  of  public 

life  he  took  an  active  part  in  popular 'meetings  in 
the  exciting  politics  of  the  time.  In  1840  he  was 
returned  a  member  of  the  Legislature  of  South 
Corolina.  His  efforts  here  enhanced  his  reputation 

among  his  constituents  and  fellow-citizens,  and  he 
was  transferred  to  the  Congress  of  the  United ■  States. 

His  career  in  that  body  is  better  known  to  others 
present  than  to  myself.  Judging  from  a  notice  taken 
of  him  in  a  late  book  of  biographical  sketches,  he 
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has  acquired  something  like  a  historical  reputation. 
In  early  life  he  was  thoroughly  schooled  in  the 
doctrines  of  the  Republican  party,  and  throughout 
his  political  career  he  adhered  to  them  with  con- 

sistency and  firmness. 
Mr.  Sims  possessed  in  a  very  high  degree  what 

is  implied  in  the  term  address.  He  was  a  pleasing 
speaker;  a  man  of  frank  and  conciliating  manners, 
and  of  kind  and  tolerant  disposition. 

The  triumph  of  his  late  success,  and  his  sudden 
death-,  were  brought  in  instructive  proximity  with 
each  other,  and  are  mournful  commentaries  on  the 
mutability  of  human  life,  and  the  nothingness  of 
human  ambition. 

If  he  had  faults,  Mr.  President,  (and  who  of  us 
is  without  them? — "the  heart  knoweth  its  own 

bitterness,")  let  them  sleep  with  him  in  the  grave, 
the  common  lot  and  the  rebuking  leveler  of  man- 
kind. 

Mr.  President,  I  offer  the  following  resolutions: 
Resolved,  unanimously,  That  the  Senate  has  heard  with 

deep  sensibility  of  the  sudden  deatli  of  the  Hon.  Alexander 
D.  Sims,  a  Representative  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina. 

Resolved,  unanimously,  That,  the  members  of  the  Senate, 
from  a  sincere  desire  of  showing  every  mark  of  respect  to 
the  memory  of  the  deceased,  will  wear  the  usual  badge  of 
mourning  for  Unity  days. 

Resolved,  unanimously,  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
for  the  memory  of  the  deceased,  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

Agreed  to,  and  the  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  December  14,  1848. 

Samuel  A.  Bridges,  from  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, appeared  this  day  and  took  his  seat. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BOTTS, 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 

is  hereby,  required  to  furnish  this  House  with  a  statement 
of  the  amount  of  coal  imported  under  the  tariff  of  18«^and 
the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the  same;  also,  the 
amount  of  coal  imported  annually  under  the  act  of  1842, 
and  the  amount  of  revenue  derived  from  the  saine. 

OBITUARY. 
Mr.  WALLACE  rose  and  said: 
Mr.  Speaker  :  I  rise,  sir,  to  call  the  attention  of 

this  honorable  body  to  an  afflictive  dispensation 
of  Divine  Providence,  which  has  deprived  this 
House  of  one  of  its  most  useful  members,  and  the 
State  of  South  Carolina  of  a  much  valued  and 
honored  citizen. 

On  the  16th  day  of  November  last,  in  the  forty- 
sixth  year  of  his  age,  my  colleague,  the  honorable 
Alexander  Dromgoole  Sims,  breathed  his  last, 
in  the  village  of  Kingstree,  Williamsburg  district, 
in  the  State  of  South  Carolina.  He  died,  sur- 

rounded by  devoted  friends,  in  the  midst  of  the 
people  he  so  ably  and  faithfully  represented  on 
this  floor. 

The  approach  of  death,  even  when  his  fatal 
dart  is  pointed  at  the  aged  and  infirm,  to  the 
reflecting  mind,  is  always  terrible;  but  it  is  calcu- 

lated to  impress  our  minds  with  feelings  of  far 
more  than  ordinary  solemnity,  when  the  blow 
falls  upon  the  young,  or  when  a  brother,  in  all 
the  pride  of  his  strength,  in  the  full  vigor  of  health 
and  manhood,  full  of  hope  and  of  promise,  is 
stricken  down  before  our  eyes,  and  his  connection 
with  the  things  of  this  world  forever  dissolved. 

A  few  days  only  has  passed  since  my  honorable 

colleague  filled  that  seat  (pointing  to  Mr.  Sims's 
seat  on  the  floor  of  the  House)  with  distinguished 
honor  to  himself  and  his  country.  He  was  in  the 
prime  of  life,  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  health,  and 
apparently  with  a  long  and  honorable  career  of 
usefulness  and  distinction  in  the  path  of  life  before 
him.  But  when  most  unlooked  for  by  himself 
or  his  friends,  "  the  silver  cord  was  loosed,  the 
pitcher  broken  at  the  fountain,"  and  he  now 
calmly  sleeps,  undisturbed  and  unshaken  by  the 
rude  blasts  of  the  storms  of  life,  "  in  the  narrow 
house  appointed  for  all  living." 

This  awful  dispensation  of  Divine  Providence  is 
of  consequence  not  only  to  the  dead,  to  the  immor- 

tal destiny  of  our  departed  friend,  but  is  full  of 
instruction  and  admonition  to  the  living  also.  It 
most  forcibly  reminds  us  of  the  frail  and  uncertain 
tenure  of  human  life,  the  vanity  and  nothingness 
of  all  human  ambition  and  human  pursuits,  and 
that,  of  a  truth,  "in  the  midst  of  life  we  are  in 

death." Mr.  Sims  was  a  native  of  Virginia,  and  was  born 
jn   Brunswick  county,  in  that  State,  in  the  year 
1803.    At  the  age  of  twenty-three,  he  graduated  at 
Union  College,  in  the  State  of  New  York.     After 

-the  close  of  his  collegiate  course,  he  read  law  with 

his  friend  and  relative  General  Dromgoole,  at  one 
time  a  distinguished  member  of  this  honorable 
body  from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

In  1826,  he  removed  to  Darlington  district,  in 
the  State  of  South  Carolina;  and  in  1829,  was  ad- 

mitted to  the  practice  of  law  in  the  courts  of  that 
State,  where  he  soon  rose  to  eminence  in  his  pro- 

fession, in  the  practice  of  which  he  continued  until 
the  year  1840,  when  he  was  returned  a  member  of 
the  General  Assembly  for  Darlington,  in  which 
service  he  continued  until  elected  to  Congress,  in 
1844.  And  his  constituency,  among  the  most 
intelligent  in  the  State,  have  pronounced  their 
approval  of  his  course  as  a  member  of  this  honor- 

able body,  by  reelecting  him  twice  to  the  same 
responsible  position,  his  last  election  having  trans- 

pired but  a  few  days  before  his  death. 
Mr.  Sims  was  a  statesman  of  the  State-rights 

school,  and  his  public  life — at  all  times  distin- 
guished by  much  ability,  the  strictest  integrity, 

and  a  conscientious  discharge  of  every  duty — was 
in  strict  conformity  to  the  doctrines  of  the  true 
republican  faith. 

Of  our  departed  friend  it  may  be  truly  said,  he 
was  a  faithful  friend  and  a  true  patriot — the  honest 
man  and  the  worthy  citizen.  But  it  has  pleased 
an  allwise  Providence  to  remove  him  hence;  and 
while  we  bow  with  humble  resignation  to  the  will 
of  Him  who  holds  the  destinies  of  nations  as  well 
as  individuals  in  his  hand,  we,  at  the  same  time, 
cannot  but  feel  that  the  loss  of  a  citizen  of  such 

distinguished  public  worth  and  ability  is  indeed  a 
public  calamity. 

In  order,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  suitable  and  appro- 
priate honors  may  be  paid  to  the  merrfbry  of  the 

distinguished  dead,  I  move,  sir,  the  following 
resolutions: 

Resolved  unanimously,  That  this  House,  from  a  sincere 
desire  of  showing  every  mark  of  respect  due  to  the  memory 
of  the  Hon.  Alexander  D.  Sims,  deceased,  late  a  member 
of  this  body,  will  go  into  mourning  by  wearing  crape  on  the 
left  arm  for  thirty  days. 

Resolved  unanimously,  That,  as  a  further  mark  of  respect 
to  the  memory  of  the  Hon.  Alexander  D.  Sims,  this  House 
do  now  adjourn. 

And  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow  at 
twelve  o'clock. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 

Friday,  December  15,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved . 
PRIVATE    CALENDAR. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 

Whole  for  the  purpose  of  proceding  to  the  con- 
sideration of  bills  on  the  private  calendar. 

The  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  (Mr. 
Cobb,  of  Georgia,  in  the  chair,)  and  proceeded  to 
the  consideration  of  the  private  calendar. 
The  bill  first  in  order  was  the  bill  for  the  relief 

of  Lyon  &  Howard. 
At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of 

Connecticut,  it  was  informally  laid  aside  for  the 
present,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  two 
members  who  felt  deeply  interested  in  it. 

The  bill  next  in  order  was  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Jeremiah  Moors. 

The  bill  having  been  read — 
Mr.  STARKWEATHER  called  for  the  reading 

of  the  report  made  in  February  last,  by  Mr.  Crow- 
ell,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims;  which  was read . 

It  appears  from  the  report,  that  Henry  T.  Blake 
contracted  with  Adam  D.  Stewart,  an  agent  of  the 
United  States,  on  the  30th  of  August,  1831,  to 
build  a  light-house  and  dwelling-house  on  the 
Outer  Bay,  Thunder  Island,  in  Lake  Huron.  On 
the  same  day  on  which  this  contract  bears  date, 
Mr.  Blake  assigned  it  to  the  memorialist,  Jere- 

miah Moors,  or  rather  constituted  him  his  agent  to 
perform  the  work,  fulfill  the  contract,  and  receive 
the  pay.  The  memorialist  was  accepted  as  the 
substitute  of  Mr.  Blake,  to  perform  the  contract, 
by  the  Government  agent. 

The  site  for  the  light-house  was  selected  by  the 
Government  agent,  and  it  was  erected  on  this  site 

by  the  memorialist,  in  conformity  to  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  contract,  and,  as  it  appears,  to  the 

entire  satisfaction  of  the  superintendent. 
There  is  no  evidence  to  impeach  the  integrity  of 

the  Government  agent  in  selecting  the  site;  but, 
on  the  contrary,  the  committee  say  it  appears  plain 
that  he  acted  in  good  faith,  and  that  it  was  owing 

to  his  entire  ignorance  of  the  island,  and  the  irre- 
sistible storms  that  beat  upon  it,  that  an  improper 

site  was  selected.  The  work  was  commenced  and 

prosecuted  with  great  skill  and  enerjry,  until  the 
whole  structure  was  completed,  except  a  small 

amount  of  labor  to  be  performed  upon  the  lan- 
tern. 

It  appeared  from  the  testimony  that  two  storms, 
before  the  last  which  caused  the  tower  to  fall, 
visited  the  island  during  the  progress  of  the  work; 
and  on  both  occasions  some  damage  was  done  to 
it,  which, under  the  direction  of  the  superintendent, 
was  promptly  repaired  by  the  memorialist,  and  the 

work  continued.  The  proof  left  no  room  for'doubt that  the  falling  of  the  tower,  after  the  masonry 
was  completed,  must  be  wholly  attributed,  not  to 
any  defect  in  the  materials,  or  unskillfulncss  in  the 
workmanship,  for  both  were  unexceptionable,  and 
in  strict  conformity  to  the  contract — bul?  to  the 
severity  of  the  storms,  and  the  injudicious  and 

exposed  location  of  the  building.  No  light-house, 
constructed  of  the  materials  and  in  the  manner 

provided  in  the  contract,  could  be  made  to  stand 
on  the  site  selected  by  the  Government  agent. 
The  testimony  on  this  point  is  conclusive.  It  was 
elevated  only  about  two  feet  above  the  surface  of 
the  lake,  and  within  a  few  feet  of  the  water;  and  the 
structure  was  exposed  to  the  winds  that  swept  over 
the  broad  surface  of  the  lake,  and  the  resistless  vio- 

lence of  the  waves.  In  proof  that  the  place  selected 
was  an  unwise  and  impracticable  one,  (besides  that 
afforded  by  the  opinions  of  the  witnesses,)  the 
committee  quote  the  fact,  that  the  Government 
agent  made  a  different  location  for  the  new  light- 

house built  since  the  first  one  fell  down.  The  sec- 

ond light-house,  which  was  also  built  by  the  me- 
morialist, and  of  the  same  materials,  but  on  a 

different  site,  and  further  from  the  shore,  has 
stood  firm  to  the  present  time.  The  fall  of  the 
light-house,  the  committee  is  forced  to  conclude, 
was  owing  wholly  to  its  location;  and  not  to  any 
fault  of  the  memorialist.  He  seeks  payment  for 
the  masonry  and  mortar  used  in  the  erection  of 

the  first  light-house.  The^mnmittee  conclude 
that  he  is  entitled  to  compensation  therefor. 

The  bill  which  they  reported  in  accordance  with 
this  state  of  facts,  authorizes  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  to  pay  the  memorialist  "  a  just  compen- 

sation." 

Mr.  STARKWEATHER  now  called  for  the 
reading  of  an  adverse  report  which  had  been  made 
at  the  first  session  of  the  twenty-third  Congress; 
and  it  was  read  accordingly. 

Mr.  S.  then  very  briefly  opposed  the  passage  of 
the  bill.  He  called  the  attention  of  the  committee 

to  the  fact,  that  four  adverse  reports  had  hereto- 
fore been  made  against  this  claim,  one  of  which 

was  that  which  had  just  been  read.  He  recapitu- 
lated the  amounts  which  had  been  paid  to  the  me- 

morialist under  his  contract,  and  proceeded  to 
show  that  the  amount  received  by  the  memorialist 
had  been  greater  than  that  to  which  he  was,  under 
the  original  contract,  entitled  to  receive.  The  ob- 

ject of  the  memorial,  Mr.  S.  contended,  was  to 
induce  Congress  to  guaranty  the  party  against 

work  improperly  executed.  There  were  four  re- 
ports adverse  to  the  claim  to  one  in  its  favor,  and 

he  hoped  the  bill  would  not  pass. 
Mr.  DANIEL  moved  that  the  bill  be  laid  aside 

to  be  reported  to  the  House,  with  a  recommenda- 
tion that  it  do  not  pass. 

And  the  question  being  on  this  motion — 
Mr.  McCLELLAND  said,  that  he  thought  the 

gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Starkweather] 
was  mistaken  in  the  view  he  had  taken  of  this 

case.  If  the  gentleman  would  refer  to  a  report 
made  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  he  would 
find  that  this  claim  had  been  presented  at  the 

Treasury  Department  immediately  after  the  disas- 
ter to  the  work  had  occurred;  and  that  the  Secre- 

tary of  the  Treasury  expressly  refused  to  make 
compensation  either  on  account  of  the  light-house 
or  the  dwelling-house.  A  light-house  and  a  dwell- 

ing-house were  to  be  constructed.  Forthe  dwell- 
ing-house the  memorialist  had  been  paid ,  but  never 

one  farthing  for  the  material  of  the  light-house,  or 
for  labor.  And  if  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
would  refer  to  the  decision  of  the  then  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury,  Louis  McLane,  he  would  see  that 
the  Secretary  had  declared  that  he  had  no  authority 

to  pay  for  the  light-house,  but  that  the  petitioner 
could  obtain  relief  only  through  the  interposition 

of  Congress.  That  was  the  principal  fact  devel- 
oped in  the  report — that  on  account  of*  the  appro- 
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priation  being  a  specific  appropriation,  for  a  par- 
ticular purpose,  it  was  out  of  his  power  to  divert 

the  money  from  its  original  purpose  to  pay  Moors 
for  this  disaster,  which  had  arisen  not  from  his 

negligence  or  incapacity,  but  in  consequence  of  the 
wantof  skill  and  knowledge  on  the  part  of  the 

agent  of  the  Government  who  located  the  light- 
house. He  (Mr.  McC.)  wished  to  state  the  facts 

simply  and  plainly,  that  gentlemen  might  be  able 
to  make  up  their  minds  understandingly  as  to  the 
propriety  of  passing  or  rejecting  this  bill. 
The  light-house,  as  he  had  stated,  was  located 

by  the  agent  of  the  Government  in  a  particular 
spot.  He  was  told,  that  if  it  was  located  there, 
the  building  would  not  stand.  He  determined, 
however,  that  that  should  be  the  spot,  and  the 
contractor  was  compelled  to  build  it  there.  When 

it  was  nearly  completed,  the  lantern  only  remain- 
ing to  be  fixed,  several  storms  destroyed  the  light- 

house. The  superintendent  then  came  forward, 
and,  in  an  equivocal  manner,  (for  he  had  not  made 
the  allegation  directly,)  intimated  that  the  light- 

house had  not  been  constructed  according  to  con- 
tract. It  appeared,  however,  from  the  testimony 

of  twelve  or  fifteen  of  the  most  respectable  citizens 

of  Michigan,  whose  respectability  was'  vouched for  by  Messrs.  Cass,  VVoodbridge,  and  Porter, 
that  the  Government  agent  had  told  them  that  the 
contractor  did  the  work  well;  that  he  had  dis- 

charged all  his  duties  as  faithfully  as  they  could 

have  been  discharged;  and'that  he  was  not  in  any 
manner  to  blame  by  reason  of  the  falling  of  the 

light-house. These  were  the  circumstances  under  which  the 

memorialist  came  before  this  body.  If  any  one 
would  read  the  report  and  the  affidavits  laid  before 

the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  the  time  the  dis- 
aster occurred — if  he  would  read  the  decision  of 

the  Secretary  himself — he  could  not  come  to  any 
other  conclusion  than  that  the  Secretary  thought 
that  the  memorialist  was  entitled  to  compensation, 
but  that  it  was  not  in  his  power  to  grant  it.  The 
affidavits  then  and  subsequently  filed  established 
the  fact  beyond  alUfcm'roversy,  that  if  ever  any 
man  was  entitled  to  relief  at  the  hands  of  Con- 

gress, the  memorialist  was  that  man.  He  was  one 
of  the  best  men  in  the  State  of  Michigan,  and 
there  was  no  one  whose  statement  he  (Mr.  McC.) 
would  sooner  believe.  He  would  believe  anything 
he  said;  but  he  could  riot,  in  the  present  instance, 

place  confidence  in  the  statements  of  the  Govern- 
ment agent,  because  respectable  gentlemen  came 

forward  and  declared  that  he  now  made  statements 

explicitly  contrary  to  those  which  he  made  in  his 
letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  That  let- 

ter was  not  disclosed  until  ten  years  after  it  was 
written,  so  that  the  memorialist  had  been  kept  in 
ignorance  of  it,  and  had  never  taken  any  steps  to 
counteract  its  effects.  The  memorialist  asked  noth- 

ing but  compensation  for  labor  and  materials.  To 
that  compensation  he  was  entitled.  The  proof  in 
the  case  was  conclusive.  The  cause  of  the  disas- 

ter lay  in  the  action  of  the  Government  agent.  If 

the  Government  appointed  incompetent  agents,  cit- 
izens who  entered  into  contracts  with  them  ought 

not  to  be  injured  by  their  errors  or  their  incompe- 
tency. 

Mr.  DANIEL  spoke  in  favor  of  the  motion  he 
had  submitted,  and  argued  strongly  against  the 
passage  of  the  bill.  He  contended  that  the  light- 

house had  not  been  built  in  strict  conformity  with 
the  contract.  If  it  had  been  so,  no  man  probably 
could  have  said  whether  this  difficulty  would  or 
would  not  have  arisen.  One  of  the  provisions  of 
the  contract — material,  in  his  judgment — had  been, 
that  the  walls  of  the  light-house,  on  the  water  side 
of  the  rock  upon  which  the  building  was  to  be 
erected,  were  to  be  pointed  with  Roman  cement, 
and  whitewashed.  This  material  was  much  more 

tenacious,  and  likely  to  make  the  work  more  dura- 
ble, than  lime-mortar.  Instead  of  complying  with 

his  contract  in  this  respect,  the  memorialist  had 
used  nothing  but  the  common  mortar.  In  this  par- 

ticular Mr.  D.  thought  he  had  been  in  default,  and 
no  man  could  say  but  that  the  falling  down  of  the 
light-house  was  a  consequence  of  this  default.  In 
other  respects,  it  appeared  that  the  work  had  been 
well  done;  but  still,  no  mancould  say,  that  if  the 
species  of  cement  provided  by  the  contract  had 
been  used,  the  disaster  would  have  occurred.  He 
begged  the  committee  to  note  that  fact,  and  then 
to  turn  their  attention  to  some  other  facts  in  the 

case,  from  which,  it  seemed  to  him,  gentlemen 
would   see   the   propriety  of  the   adverse  report 

which  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  and 
which  had  been  followed  up  by  similarly  adverse 
action  on  the  part  of  all  subsequent  committees 
that  had  investigated  the  matter  until  the  last  ses- 

sion of  Congress.  If  there  was  any  other  report, 
except  that  made  at  the  last  session,  which  was 
not  adverse,  he  (Mr.  D.)  had  yet  tp  learn  the  fact. 
The  case  had  undergone  four  several  investiga- 

tions previous  to  that,  and  each  of  these  investiga- 
tions had  brought  the  committees  to  the  conclu- 

sion that  the  report  of  Mr.  Whittlesey  was  correct, 
and  that  the  petitioner  was  entitled  to  no  aid  at  the 
hands  of  Congress. 

Mr.  D.  then  proceeded  to  examine  the  provis- 
ions of  the  contract,  and  iflto  the  nature  and  ex- 

tent of  the  work  to  be  executed  under  them,  and 
its  results.  The  Treasury  Department,  he  argued, 

knew  that  it  had  no  authority  to  make  compensa- 
tion; but  from  what  had  taken  place,  the  conclu- 

sion could  not  be  resisted,  that  there  was  a  disposi- 
tion, on  the  part  of  that  department,  and  of  those 

who  were  authorized  to  appraise  the  work,  to 
make  the  memorialist  such  compensation  as  would 
cover  all  damages.  He  referred  to  the  terms  of  a 
second  contract  which  Mr.  Moors  had  entered 

into  for  the  construction  of  a  light-house  of  the 
same  dimensions  as  that  which  had  fallen  down, 

and  contended  that,  by  the  liberality  of  the  apprais- 
ers, the  memorialist  had  received  ample  compensa- 
tion for  all  that  he  had  done.  He  believed  that, 

in  equity,  justice,  or  law,  the  memorialist  had  no 
claim  upon  this  Government. 

Mr.  CROWELL  (who  reported  the  bill  from 
the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Claims)  briefly 
stated  and  enforced  the  grounds  upon  which  the 
claim  was  based.  He  said  it  was  a  claim  merely 
for  the  labor  and  mortar  expended  in  the  erection 
of  the  first  tower.  The  work  was  done  under 
contract  with  the  Government.  The  site  for  the 
structure  was,  by  the  terms  of  the  contract,  to  be 

selected  by  a  Government  agent — the  collector, 
perhaps,  of  Mackinaw.  This  site  was  selected- 
about  eight  feet  from  the  water's  edge,  upon  a  rock 
about  two  feet  above  the  surface  of  Lake  Huron, 
on  Thunder  Bay  Island.  Here  the  contractor  was 

directed  to  build  a  light-house.  He  proceeded 
with  the  work.  Mr.  C.  gave  an  account  of  the 
progress  of  the  work,  its  being  retarded  by  two 
successive  storms,  and  of  its  finally  being  swept 
away  by  a  third  when  it  was  entirely  completed, 
with  the  exception  of  setting  a  few  lights  of  glass 
in  the  lantern.  He  stated  that  by  the  terms  of  the 
contract,  the  claimant  having  been  obliged  to  build 

this  structure  upon  a  site  selected  by  the  Govern- 
ment agent,  andghaving  done  so,  and  completed 

the  structure  within  perhaps  a  day's  work,  the 
accounting  officers  had  demurred  to  making  him 
compensation,  because  the  contract  had  not  been 
complied  with  to  the  letter,  in  the  full  completion 
of  the  work,  and  had  made  him  no  allowance. 
He  stated  also  that  the  site  had  been  selected  by 

the  Government  agent  after  the  contract  was  en- 
tered into;  and  although  it  became  quite  apparent, 

before  the  structure  was  completed,  that  the  site 
was  an  impracticable  one,  yet  the  agent  insisted 
upon  a  fulfillment  of  the  contract  on  the  part  of  the 
memorialist,  and  obliged  him  to  go  on  and  com- 

plete the  structure  on  the  site  which  had  been 
Selected. 

The  contractor  now  claimed  compensation  for 
these  reasons:  that  the  light-house  was  built  upon 
a  site  where  no  light-house  could  be  made  to  stand; 
there  was  ample,  conclusive  evidence  of  skillful, 
scientific,  practical  men,  embodied  in  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Ciaims  at  the  last  session,  that 
no  structure  could  be  made  to  stand  on  the  site 

selected.  The  second  light-house  which  was  au- 
thorized to  be  built  was  located  on  a  different  point 

on  the  island,  thirty  rods  from  the  edge  of  the 
lake..  It  was  built  by  this  same  man,  and  had 
there  stood  from  that  day  to  this — thus  illustrating, 
by  the  conduct  of  the  agent  himself  in  making  the 
change,  as  well  as  by  the  continuance  of  the  work 
to  this  time,  that  the  first  location  was  an  improper 
and  impracticable  one.  Now,  in  consequence  of 
the  ignorance  of  the  Government  agent,  this  site 
having  been  selected,  he  held  that  the  amount  of 
loss  resulting  to  the  contractor,  both  in  labor  and 
mortar  used  in  the  erection  of  the  first  light- 

house, was  a  plain,  legal,  and  equitable  claim  upon 
the  Government.  This  question  as  to  the  value 
of  the  labor  and  mortar  was  by  the  bill  referred  to 

the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury,  to  be  here- 
after ascertained. 

He  noticed  the  objection  brought  to  the  claim, 

that  adverse  reports  had  been  made  upon  it,  espe- 
cially by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  some  fourteen  years 

since;  and  in  reply,  said  that  but  little  evidence  had 
at  that  time  been  obtained;  and  while  the  present 

Committee  of  Claims  might  be  very  willing  to  con- 
cur with  Mr.  Whittlesey  upon  the  evidence  at  that 

time  before  him,  they  considered  that  the  import- 
ant additional  testimony  obtained  since  that  time 

changed  the  state  of  the  case,  and  clearly  sustained 
the  claim. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Daniel's  statement,  that  the 
present  was  the  only  favorable  report  upon  this 
claim  which  had  been  made  in  the  House,  he  said 

the  gentleman  was  mistaken;  and  that  out  of  five 
reports,  two  of  them,  made  since  the  testimony 
was  collected ,  sustained ,  and  three  made  previously 

opposed  the  claim — one  of  the  three  having  been 
made  by  the  honorable  gentleman  himself,  [Mr. 

Daniel,]  who  now  opposed  the  claim. 
The  amount  which  would  be  allowed  to  the  me- 

morialist was  comparatively  trifling;  stilf,  in  his 

judgment,  and  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee, 
who  had  directed  him  to  make  the  report,  the  me- 

morialist was  fully  entitled  to  it.  The  whole  amount 
would  not  perhaps  exceed  #100,  or?  at  any  rate, 

$150. 

In  reference  to  the  allegation  that  the  terms  of 
the  contract  had  not  been  complied  with,  he  said 
that  the  Government  agent,  the  superintendent  of 

the  work,  had  made  no  complaint  that  the  con- 
tract was  not  fulfilled  to  the  jetter.  There  was  no 

pretence  that  there  had  been  any  want  of  skill, 

faithfulness,  or  integrity  on  the  part  of  the  memo- 
I  rialist  in  the  completion  of  the  work;  on  the  con- 

trary, the  Government  agents  had  themselves  cer- tified that  the  materials  and  workmanship  were  of 

the  first  order,  and  had  said  nothing  about,  the  omis- 
sion to  use  cement,  upon  which  so  much  stress 

was  laid  by  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina. 
jsHe  believed  ,and  the  Committee  on  Claims  believed, 
that  the  claim  was  just  and  legal,  and  that,  could  the 
case  be  brought  into  court,  before  any  jury  of  the 

country,  a  verdict  might  be  obtained  for  the  amount 
claimed.  He  therefore  hoped  that  the  motion  of 

the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  might  be  re- 
jected, and  the  bill  be  laid  aside  to  be  reported  to 

the  House. 

Mr.  DANIEL  inquired  of  the  Chair  if  an  amend- 
ment was  now  in  order,  while  the  motion  to  lay 

aside  the  bill  to  be  reported  with  a  recommenda- 
tion that  it  do  not  pass,  was  pending? 

The  CHAIR  replied,  that  an  amendment  would 
not  be  in  order  at  this  time. 

Mr.  GREEN  appealed  to  Mr.  Daniel  to  with- 
draw his  preceding  motion,  to  enable  him  to  move 

an  amendment  to  limit  the  amount  to  be  paid  under 
this  bill  to  $150. 

Mr.  DANIEL  preferred  to  adhej-e  to  his  motion, 
as  he  thought  that  the  claimant,  having  received 
more  than  the  contract  stipulated,  was  already 

amply  paid.  If,  however,  the  motion  to  report, 
with  an  adverse  recommendation,  should  be  re- 

jected, he  had  himself  thought  of  proposing  an 
amendment  similar  to  that  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  (under  the  impression  that 
the  amendment  had  been  offered)  expressed  the 

hope  that  the  proposed  limitation  would  not  be 
adopted.  He  did  not  know  the  amount  of  the 
claim,  but  thought  the  accounting  officers  should 
be  left  at  liberty  to  report  the  amount  they  should 

find  justly  due,  without  being  restricted  to  a  cer- tain sum. 
The  CHAIR  here  interposed,  and  informed  the 

gentleman  that  the  amendment  had  not  been  offered. 
The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  to  report 

the  bill  with  a  recommendation  that  it  do  not  pass; 
and  was  negatived.    « 

Mr.  GREEN  offered  the  amendment  which  he 
had  indicated,  providing  that  no  more  than  #150 
should  be  paid  under  this  bill,  and  that  the  amount 
paid  should  be  in  full  satisfaction  of  the  claim. 
He  briefly  stated  that  he  had  based  his  proviso  of 
limitation  on  the  assurance  of  Mr.  Crowell,  that 
the  amount  of  the  claim  would  not  be  more  than 

the  amount  to  which  he  proposed  to  restrict  it,  viz: 

#150. 

Mr.  CROWELL  explained  that  he  did  not  pre- 
tend to  speak  of  the  precise  amount  due  upon  the 

claim;  but  that  it  was  small,  and  the  bill  referred 
to  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury to  ascertain  it.  a 

Mr.  GREEN  repeated  that  his  proposition  was 
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intended  to  meet  the  impression  made  by  the  gen- 
tleman's remarks,  that  the  claim  would  not  exceed 

$150,  and  urged  that  the  claim  being  pressed  upon 
Congress,  on  the  ground  that  it  was  small,  the 
amount  should  not  be  left  indefinite;  but,  if  passed, 

that  the  accounting  officers  should  at  least  be  re- 
stricted to  the  amount  which  was  claimed  by  the 

advocates  of  the  bill. 
Mr.  LAHM  opposed  the  amendment,  on  the 

ground  of  its  evident  impropriety,  holding  that, 
the  claim  being  for  labor  bestowed  on  the  struc- 

ture and  for  mortar  used,  if  the  memorialist  was 
entitled  to  anything,  it  was  to  the  full  value  of 
both;  and  urging  that  a  casual  estimate  by  his  col- 

league that  the  amount  would  not  exceed  one  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars,  should  not  prejudice  the 

claim,  but  that  it  should  be  allowed  to  stand  on 
its  own  merits,  and  whatever  amount  was  ascer- 

tained to  be  due  should  be  paid.  He  had  listened 
to  the  arguments  on  both  sides,  and,  although  his 
feelings  had  been  the  other  way,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  the  claimant  was  entitled  to 

compensation.  Why?  Because  he  had  constructed 
the  light-house  in  accordance  with  the  terms  made 
by  the  Government  agent,  upon  the  site  selected 
by  the  Government  agent,  where  the  agent  was 
told  at  the  time  that  the  buildings  would  not 

probably  stand.  The  structure  having  thus  been 
erected,  the  contract  having  been  complied  with 
to  the  satisfaction  of  the  Government  agent,  and 
the  work  being  overthrown  by  a  storm,  ,it  was 
clearly  the  fault  of  the  agent,  and  not  of  the  con- 

tractor, and  the  contractor  should  be  compensated 
for  the  amount  of  his  labor  and  mortar  used. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Green,  and  decided  in  the  negative. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 
Mr.  MEADE  said  that  he  had  heard  both  sides 

of  the  argument  on  this  bill,  but  had  not  been  able 
to  make  up  an  opinion  either  on  the  one  side  or 

*the  other.  He  found  himself  in  the  same  predica- 
ment in  respect  to  this  bill,  as  that  in  which  he 

had  found  himself  as  to  all  other  private  bills — 
that  unless  he  took  up  the  papers,  and  examined 
them  himself,  it  was  impossible  to  arrive  at  any 
tust  or  satisfactory  conclusion  upon  the  merits  of 
jhe  case.  He  supposed  the  same  difficulty  existed 
with  nine-tenths  of  the  members  of  the  House. 

On  referring  to  the  calendar,  it  would  be  seen 
that  there  were  six  hundred  and  fifty-one  cases 
now  awaiting  decision;  and  if  the  same  time  was 
to  be  spent  upon  them  which  had  been  consumed 
on  this,  gentlemen  would  readily  perceive  that  it 
would  require  two  sessions,  or  rather  two  Con- 

gresses, to  get  through  with  the  calendar.  In  or- 
der to  do  justice,  not  only  to  the  public,  but  to 

these  private  claimants  who  come  before  Congress, 
he  thought  that  the  bill  which  had  heretofore  been 
reported,  to  provide  for  the  appointment  of  a  board 
of  commissioners  to  settle  these  claims,  should  be 
taken  up  and  acted  upon.  He  therefore  moved 
that  the  committee  now  rise;  giving  notice,  that 
if  that  motion  prevailed,  Tie  should  move  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 

on  the  state  of  the  Union,  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
sidering that  bill. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  proceeded 
to  say,  that  he  concurred^entirely  in  the  remarks 
which  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 

ginia, [Mr.  Meade,]   
The  CHAIRMAN  here  interposed  with  the 

remark,  that  no  debate  was  in  order.  The  motion 
was,  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  MEADE  (to  enable  Mr.  Rockwell  to  pro- 
ceed) withdrew  for  the  moment  his  motion  that 

the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  said,  he  was  fully  sensible 
of  the  evil  which  resulted  from  the  system  at 
present  adopted  in  respect  to  private  claimants. 
So  strongly,  indeed,  had  he  felt  the  existence  of 
that  evil,  that  he  had,  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 

gress, introduced  a  bill  of  the  character  alluded  to 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  But  it  would 
be  recollected,  that  two  or  three  days  ago  the 
House  had  made  that  bill  the  special  order  of 
the  day  for  the  first  Tuesday  in  January.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  gentleman  would  not 
press  his  motion  that  the  committee  rise,  because 
it  would  require  unanimous  consent  to  °-o  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union 

on  that  bill;  and,  under  such  circumstances,  nothing 
would  be  gained  by  moving  that  the  committee 
rise.  The  true  way,  he  thought,  would  be,  to  go 
on  with  the  calendar  as  far  as  they  could  make 

any  progress  with  it,  and  then  to  correct  the  evils 
which  grew  out  of  the  present  system  as  soon  as 

possible. Mr.  MEADE  said  he  had  not  been  aware  that 
the  bill  to  which  he  alluded  had  been  made  the 

special  order  of  the  day;  but  inasmuch  as  the  bill 
now  before  the  committee,  like  others  which  were 

upon  the  private  calendar,  would  go  before  the 
board  of  commissioners,  if  one  should  be  appoint- 

ed, and  inasmuch  as  he  wished  that  bill  to  be  in 

the  same  category  with  all  others,  he  should  per- 
sist in  his  motion  that  the  committee  rise. 

And  the  question  being  taken  on  that  motion, 
the  vote  stood — ayes  38,  noes  89. 

So  the  committee  refused  to  rise. 

Mr.  NICOLL  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair 
whether  it  would  now  be  in  order  to  move  to  take 

up  bills  from  the  Senate  with  a  view  to  act  upon 
them  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  replied  that  such  a  motion 
would  not  be  in  order. 

And  then  no  further  motion  having  been  made 
to  amend  the  said  bill,  it  was  laid  aside  to  be  re- 

ported to  the  House. 
NIMROD  FARROW  AND  RICHARD  HARRIS. 

The  bill  next  in  order  was  the  bill  for  the  relief 

of  the  legal  representatives  of  Nimrod  Farrow  and 
of  Richard  Harris. 

[Farrow  and  Harris  contracted  with  the  Gov- 
ernment to  build  a  fort  on  Dauphin  Island.  The 

claim  is  for  profits  that  would  have  accrued  on 
the  contract  which  was  abandoned  by  the  Gov- 
ernment: 

The  report  on  this  memorial  is  made  by  Mr. 
Flournoy,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims.  It 
does  not  give  the  particulars  of  the  case.  It  says 
that  the  claim  has  been  repeatedly  examined  by 
committees  of  the  House,  and  that  it  had  been 

'very  minutely  investigated  by  a  commissioner, 
Mr.  Swann,  (see  House  document  No.  69,  2d 
session  18th  Congress,)  and  by  a  commission, 
composed  of  the  Second  Comptroller,  the  Chief 
of  Engineers,  and  the  Third  Auditor,  (see  House 
document  No.  78,  23d  Congress  2d  session.) 
The  amount  involved  is  very  large;  even  the 

majority  of  the  last  commission  recommended  an 
allowance  of  $131,022  83. 

The  papers  are  very  numerous;  the  accounts  are 
complicated;  the  points  of  law  difficult;  and  the 
opinions  of  members  of  commissions  exceedingly 
diverse.  The  committee  therefore  concur  with  a 

former  committeein  the  opinion,  "  that  the  interests 
of  the  United  States  require  that  the  claim  should  be 
thoroughly  investigated  by  officers  fully  competent 
to  the  task,  and  their  decision  to  be  final  and  con- 

clusive upon  both  parties." For  a  full  account  of  the  matter  involved  in  this 
large  claim,  the  House  is  referred  to  the  report 
made  by  the  same  committee  at  the  first  session  of 
the  twenty-ninth  Congress,  and  numbered  196.  It 
is  too  large,  the  committee  say,  to  justify  a  re- 

print with  the  present  report.  The  committee 
also  refer  to  certain  papers  whiph  they  annex,  and 
they  report  a  bill  in  accordance  with  the  opinion 
expressed  above.      # 
The  bill  provides  that  David  Graham,  Register 

of  the  Treasury,  R.  PI.  Gillett,  Solicitor  of  the 
Treasury,  and  Colonel  Joseph  G.  Totten,  of  the 
Corps  of  Engineers,  be  authorized  and  directed  to 
examine  and  arbitrate  the  claims  of  the  legal  rep- 

resentatives of  Nimrod  Farrow  and  Richard  Har- 
ris (the  award  of  any  two  to  be  binding  upon  the 

parties)  against  the  United  States,  arising:  from  a 
contract  to  construct  a  fortification  on  Dauphin 
Island,  on  the  principles  of  justice  and  equity;  and 
they  are  empowered  and  directed  to  take  further 
testimony  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  if  they 
shall  think  the  same  necessary  to  accomplish  the 
ends  of  justice,  &c;  the  award  to  be  reported  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  directed  to 
pay  the  sum  awarded,  &c]  ,    ., 

The  bill  having  been  read  — 
Mr.  THOMAS  rose,  and  moved  that  it  be  laid 

aside,  to  be  reported  to  the  House  with  a  recom- 
mendation that  it  do  not  pass. 

Mr.  T.,  in  support  of  this  motion,  said  that  he 
had  had  but  a  short  time  to  examine  the  case  now 

under  consideration;  yet  he  had  ascertained  some 
facts  necessary  to  be  understood  by  the  committee. 
He  premised  that  the  amount  of  this  claim  was 
estimated  at  from  $130,000  to  $180,000.  He  called 
the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  amount,  not 
to  influence  the  decision— not  as  to  its  justice  or 

injustice — but  that  the  large  amount  of  the  claim 
might  induce  the  committee  to  bestow  a  more 
patient,  diligent,  and  thorough  examination  upon 
its  merits,  than  they  might  be  disposed  to  give  if 
the  amount  involved  were  less  considerable. 

Farrow  and  Harris, in  1818,  contracted  with  the 
United  Slates  to  erect  a  fortification  on  Dauphin 
Island,  for  which  they  were  to  be  paid  a  given  rate 
per  cubic  yard,  and  received  about  $45,000  before 
they  commenced  the  work.  The  whole  work 
was  estimated  to  cost  about  $586,000.  By  the 
terms  of  the  contract,  the  United  Siates  were  to 

pay  $12,500  per  month,  provided  work  of  that 
value  was  performed  in  the  month. 

After  the  claimants  had  made  some  progress  in 
the  work,  the  United  States  abandoned  it.  But, 
in  the  mean  time,  the  advances  by  the  United  States 
to  the  claimants  exceeded  the  value  of  the  work 

done  at  the  time  of  the  abandonment,  about  $100,- 
000.  Suits  were  brought  by  the  United  States 
against  the  contractors  and  their  securities,  for 
alleged  failures  upon  their  part  to  perform  their 
contract.  In  the  year  1823,  Congress  passed  an  act 
slaying  these  suits,  and  directing  the  Secretary  of 

War  to  appoint  "suitable  persons"  fo  ascertain 
and  report  to  Congress  whether  the  United  States 
had  failed  to  perform  anything,  upon  their  part,  of 

the  contract,  and  the  amount  of  damages  the  claim- 
ants had  thereby  sustained.  In  the  year  1825,  a 

report  having  been  made,  Congress  passed  an  act 
(which  act  Mr.  T.  read)  directing  the  suits  against 
the  claimants  to  be  dismissed,  and  that  the  further 
sum  of  $73,747  78  should  be  paid  to  the  claimants, 
and  further  providing,  for  the  payment  of  losses 
by  depreciation  and  otherwise, of  the  claimants  em- 

ployed in  connection  with  their  undertaking.  This 
act  has  been  carried  out,  and  the  several  sums 

therein  provided  for  paid  to  the  claimants.  These 
sums,  added  to  the  amounts  previously  paid,  make 

the  aggregate  sum  of  $257,449  15,  received  from 
the  United  States  by  the  petitioners. 
They  were  not  yet  satisfied;  and,  in  1832,  they 

induced  Congress  to  pass  an  act  directing  the  Third 
Auditor,  the  Second  Comptroller,  and  the  Chief  of 
Engineers,  to  take  proof  and  report,  what  further 
relief  was  wanted.  This  commission  differed  in 

their  conclusion — one  reported  against  the  claim, 

and  two  recommended  the  payment  of  the  addi- 
tional sum  of  $131,022  83;  but  Congress  refused 

to  pass  the  bill  to  that  effect;  and  since  that  time 
several  reports  have  been  made,  some  favorable 
and  some  against  it.  This  committee  was  not  to 

arbitrate,  and  finally  settle,  but  to  collect  testimo- 
ny, and  report  the  same,  with  their  conclusions. 

Ther  favorable  report  made  by  a  part  of  this 
committee  in  laying  down  the  principles  upon  which 

they  arrive  at  their  conclusions,  states:  "All  that 
is  considered  essential  to  inquire  into  is,  first,  the 
quantity  of  work  to  be  done  by  the  contract; 
second,  the  amount  actually  executed  when  the 
work  was  abandoned;  third,  the  probable  cost  and 

consequent  profit  of  completing  the  whole  work." It  is  this  last  position  to  which  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  committee.  He  would  not 

detain  the  House  to  discuss  whether,  if  the  con- 
tractors were  progressing  rapidly  with  their  work, 

or  so  as  to  complete  it  in  the  time  specified  by  the 
contract,  they  would  be  entitled  to  the  prospective 
or  the  imaginary  profits  that  they  might  possibly 
have  realized.  But  the  facts  made  it  unnecessary  to 

investigate  this  point. 
Mr.  T.  then  proceeded  to  show,  from  the  report 

of  the  Auditor,  that  when  the  work  was  abandoned 

by  the  United  States,  so  much  of  the  time  stipula- 
ted in  the  contract  for  the  completion  of  the  work 

had  passed,  and  from  the  inefficiency  of  the  con- 
tractors, so  little  progress  had  been  made,  that 

it  would  have  been  impossible  to  have  completed  it 
within,the  time  stipulated  by  the  contract;  so  that 

if  the  United  States  had  not  abandoned  the  work," the  claimants  would  necessarily  have  failed  to  per- 
form the  contract,  and  would  have  been,  therefore, 

liable  to  the  United  States.  Now,  for  this,  the 
United  States  had  paid  already  very  dearly.  The 
report  of  the  commissioners  allowing  them  $131,000 
was  the  most  favorable  report  ever  made  for  the 
claimants,  as  far  as  he  was  informed. 

The  work  done  atTIie  abandonment  is  estimated 

at  $30,618  26;  to  be  performed,  at  $358,908  13. 
So  that  for  work  really  performed  by  the  com- 

plainants to  the  value  of  $30,618  26,  the  United 
States  have  paid  $257,449  15;  and  this  House  was 
now  asked  to  pay  more;  and  the  amount  yet 

claimed  exceeded   $100,000  more;  and   this  de- 
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mand  was  made  more  than  twenty  years  after  the 

claim  was  fully  investigated  and  fully  paid,  accord- 
ing to  the  then  decision  of  Congress. 

Under  the  circumstances  of  this  case*  the  claim- 
ants had  a  right  to  be  fully  paid  for  all  work  actu- 
ally done.  This  they  had  received.  They  were  en- 

titled to  all  necessary  and  proper  expenses  which 
they  had  incurred,  or  labor  performed,  to  complete 
the  work.  This  had  also  been  paid  to  them.  They 
now  claimed,  that  if  the  work  had  not  been  aban- 

doned, and  they  had  performed  it  upon  their  part, 
they  would  have  realized  a  profit  of  one  hun- 

dred and  thirty-one  thousand  dollars;  and  that  the 
United  States  should  pay  them  this  sum.  But 
had  they  performed  their  part  of  the  contract? 
They  had  not;  and,  from  all  the  circumstances  in 
the  case,  it  might  safely  be  said  they  would  not. 
From  their  delay,  it  was  impossible  to  do  it  in  the 
time  prescribed. 

This  claim  had  been  twice  examined  and  report- 
ed upon  by  special  commissioners  appointed  by 

the  United  States,  and  this  at  much  labor  upon  the 
part  of  the  commissioners,  and  cost  upon  that  of 

%  the  United  States.  He  considered  the  claim  as 
without  merit,  and  had  therefore  moved  that  the 
bill  be  laid  aside,  and  reported  to  the  House,  with 
a  recommendation  that  it  do  not  pass. 

Mr.  FLOURNOY  said  the  mass  of  papers  and 
evidence  in  the  case  was  so  great  that  it  could  not 
be  expected  that  any  committee  of  the  House 
could  ever  be  able  to  devote  sufficient  time  to  its 

investigation  to  report  a  specific  sum  to  be  appro- 
priated. The  bill,  accordingly,  only  provided  for 

the  appointment  of  a  commission  to  be  composed 
of  the  proper  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury, 

•'to  make  a  fair  and  full  investigation,  with  power 
to  send  for  additional  testimony,  if  it  was  neces- 

sary on  the  part  of  the  Government,  and  to  report 
the  amount  justly  due,  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  to  be  paid  by  him.  He  did  not  see  what 
other  course  the  House  could  take,  for,  as  he 
had  already  said,  it  would  be  impossible  for  them 
sufficiently  to  investigate  the  case  to  enable  them 
to  come  to  a  direct  conclusion,  as  was  shown  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Thomas,] 
who,  although  he  had  given  considerable  attention 
to  the  case,  and  although  the  report  of  the  com- 

mittee had  been  made  early  at  the  last  session, 
admitted  he  had  not  time  to  go  into  a  full  investi- 

gation. 
The  only  question  was,  whether  this  commis- 

sion should  report  to  the  House,  or  directly  to 
.  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  for  that  officer 

to  pay  the  amount  ascertained  to  be  due?  He 
thought,  having  confided  it  to  the  proper  officers 
of  the  Government,  and  having  required  of  them 
full  and  complete  investigation,  that  it  would  be 
unnecessary  to  send  it  back  to  the  House,  and 
moreover,  that  it  would  amount  to  an  indefinite 
postponement,  because  the  House  would  be  called 
again  to  go  over  the  subject. 

In  reference  to  the  justice  of  the  claim,  he 
thought  there  could  be  no  doubt  but  that  there  was 
an  amount,  and  probably  a  large  amount,  due  to 
the  memorialist.  The  only  difficulty  was,  to 
ascertain  the  precise  amount.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  only  proper  course  was,  to  leave  to  a 
commission  of  the  officers  of  the  Government  to 

ascertain  the  amount,  and  report  it  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  and  let  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  pay  it.  He  therefore  hoped  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  would  be 

rejected. 
Mr.  CUMMINS  wished  to  know  of  the  gentle- 

from  Virginia,  who  had  said  that  a  large  amount 
was  due,  what  that  amount  was,  and  for  what  it 
was  claimed;  whether  for  labor  actually  performed, 
for  depreciation  of  materials,  utensils,  &c,  or  for 
imaginary  loss  of  profits  which  the  claimants  sup- 

posed might  have  accrued  if  the  contract  had  been 
fulfilled? 

Mr.  FLOURNOY  replied,  that  a  former  com- 
mission had  reported  that  two  or  three  hundred 

thousand  dollars  were  due,  and  that  for  work  which 
had  been  done;  for  depreciation  of  materials,  uten- 

sils, &c;  for  losses  sustained  by  a  contract  which 
the  claimants  had  made  for  continuing  the  work; 
and,  in  addition,  for  loss  of  profits  which  would 
have  been  received  had  the  Government  carried 
out  its  contract. 

Mr.  CUMMINS  further  inquired  who  were  the 
persons  that  now  pressed  the  claim — whether  the 
heirs,  or  the  creditors  of  the  deceased? 

Mr.  FLOURNOY  said  he  thought  it  was  pressed 

|  by  the  legal  representatives,  the   administrators 
|  and  ̂ he  creditors.     Probably  the  creditors  were 
more  interested  in  the  claim  than  the  representa- 

tives, as  Harris  &  Farrow  were  rendered  abso- 
lutely insolvent  by  the  contract. 

Mr.  CUMMINS  inquired  of  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  [Mr. Thomas,]  whether  the  amounts  due 
for  labor  actually  performed,  and  for  depreciation 
of  materials -and  instruments,  had  been  ascertained 
by  former  commissions,  and  whether  they  had  been 

paid  ? 

Mr.  THOMAS  replied  in  the  affirmative. to  both 
branches  of  the  inquiry. 

Mr.  PENDLETON  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  gentleman  was  mistaken,  and  that  a  large 
amount  had  been  reported  by  former  commissions 
to  be  due;  but  that  the  award  had  never  been 

paid,  nor  any  part  of  it,  because  of  the  difficulties 
of  getting  Congress  to  act  upon  it. 

Mr.  DANIEL  read  from  a  report  made  by  a 
committee  of  the  House  in  1832,  to  confirm  the 
statement  of  Mr.  Thomas,  that  both  these  awards 
had  been  paid. 

Mr.  CUMMINS  said  he  understood,  then,  from 
the  statements  of  gentlemen,  and  from  the  report 
read,  that  originally  there  had  been  three  different 

grounds  of  claim,  viz:  for  labor  under  the  con- 
tract; for  depreciation  of  materials,  implements,  <fec; 

and  for  imaginary  damages  that  had  accrued  to  the 
contractors  by  the  Government  abandoning  the 
contract.  He  also  understood  that  awards  had  been 
made  for  the  first  two  grounds  of  claim,  and  been 
satisfied  by  the  Government,  leaving  only  the 
claim  for  loss  of  profits,  which  it  was  supposed 
would  have  been  realized,  had  not  the  Government 

discontinued  the  work.  He  was  opposed  to  re- 
ceiving testimony,  and  going  into  an  investigation 

of  a  claim  for  imaginary  damages,  after  the  lapse 

of  twenty  or  twenty-five  years.  If  it  was  claimed, 
or.  could  be  shown  that  the  contractors  had  not 
been  fully  indemnified  for  labor,  expenses,  and 
actual  losses,  fie  would  be  willing  now  to  vote  such 
ample  indemnity;  but  he  was  opposed  to  fanciful, 
unsafe  legislation,  which  would  go  back  twenty 

years  to  satisfy  claims  for  damages  which  indi- 
viduals might  imagine  had  resulted  to  them  from 

the  action  of  the  Government. 
Mr.  BOTTS  said  it  was  not  often  that  he  engaged 

in  the  discussion  of  private  claims,  and  that  he 
should  not  at  this  time  were  it  not  that  this  claim 

had  been  committed  somewhat  to  his  charge  when 
formerly  in  Congress;  and  at  that  time  he  had  made 
a  full  investigation  of  it.  The  circumstances  had 
in  a  great  degree  passed  from  him;  yet  the  general 
facts  were  so  forcibly  impressed  upon  his  mind 
that  he  could  not  permit  the  occasion  to  pass,  with 
the  objections  which  had  been  made,  without  pre- 

senting one  or  two  views.  It  appeared,  from  the 
evidence  in  the  case,  that  some  twenty-odd  years 
ago,  these  two  individuals,  Harris  and  Farrow, 
entered  into  a  contract  with  the  Government  of  the 

United  States  for  the  performance  of  a  very  exten- 
sive and  costly  work;  that  they  incurred  very  heavy 

expenses  in  preparation  for  the  execution  of  the 
work;  that  they  furnished  themselves  with  a  large 
body  of  hands,  procured  at  very  high  prices;  that 
they  supplied  themselves  with  materials  necessary 
for  the  execution  of  the  work;  and  just  at  the  time 
when  they  had  placed  themselves  in  a  position  to 
execute  it  at  a  profit  to  themselves,  and  just  at  a 
time  when  there  was  considerable  depreciation  in 
prices  both  of  labor  and  materials,  it  suited  the 

pleasure  of  one  of  the  contracting  parties,  the  Gov- 
ernment, to  cancel  the  contract,  and  dismiss  the 

contractors. 

He  proceeded  to  trace  the  subsequent  history  of 
the  claim,  noticing  the  facts  that  it  had  been  sev- 

eral times  passed  in  each  House,  but  lost  in  the 
other  for  want  of  time  ;  that  under  an  agreement 
of  both  parties,  that  the  whole  matter  should  be 
left  to  the  arbitration  of  three  disinterested,  intelli- 

gent officers  of  the  Government,  it  was  investi- 
gated by  the  Second  Comptroller,  the  Chief  of 

Engineers,  and  the  Third  Auditor,  who  made  an 
award  of  $120,000  in  favor  of  the  claimants,  which 
he  had  thought  at  the  time,  and  still  thought,  was 

binding  upon  the  Government.-  He  did  not  un- 
derstand that  species  of  arbitration  which  was 

binding  upon  one  party,  and  not  upon  the  other. 
If  the  United  States  could  have  been  sued  in  the 
courts  of  law,  the  claimants  could  have  recovered 

every  dollar  of  the  award.  But  Congress  had  re- 
fused to  sustain  the  decision  of  their  own  arbitra- 

tors, and  the  great  difficulty  in  the  way  of  a  settle- 

ment from  that  day  to  this,  had  arisen  from  the  fact 
that  there  were  various  creditors  of  Harris  and 
Farrow  who  had  objected  to  the  Appropriations 
heretofore  proposed  to  be  made,  because  they  were 
to  be  paid  over  to  the  legal  representatives  of  the 
contractors,  and  from  apprehension  that  the  statute 
of  limitations  of  Virginia  would  prevent  them  from 
establishing  their  claims.  But  for  this,  no  formi- 

dable objections  would  heretofore  have  been  made. 
He  was  authorized  by  some  of  the  parties  in  thia 
case,  creditors  of  Harris  and  Farrow,  to  stale  that 
they  now  made  no  objections  to  this  bill. 

But  it  was  claimed  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 

[Mr.  Cummins]  and  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see, [Mr.  Thomas] — although  they  were  willing 

to  indemnify  the  claimants  for  labor  performed  and 
for  materials  lost — that  no  valid  claim  could  be 

vset  up  for  profits  lost.  But  was  this  Congress  to 
be  asked  to  draw  the  distinction  between  claims 
for  one  item  and  claims  for  another?  He  put  it 
to  this  House,  whether  the  Government  of  the 

United  States  was  not  as  much  bound  by  its  con- 
tract to  pay  for  profits  that  would  have  been  made 

as  for  work  executed  or  materials  lost?  Were  the 
United  States  to  enter  into  contracts  which  they 
might  abandon  at  their  pleasure,  and  yet  hold  the 
other  contracting  party  ?  Why,  he  wished  to  know, 
when  this  principle  should  once  be  established, 
who  would  be  willing  to  enter  into  a  contract  with 
the  United  States?  Suppose  he  had  made  a  con- 

tract with  the  Government,  and  he  had  made  a 

good  bargain,  and  the  Government  a  bad  bargain: 
had  he  not  the  same  right  to  hold  the  Government 
to  execute  its  contract  with  him,  as,  if  the  case  had 
been  reversed,  and  the  Government  had  made  the 
good  and  he  the  bad  bargain,  the  Government 
would  have  had  to  hold  him  to  fulfill  it?  It  was 

so  plain  a  proposition,  that  it  would  not  be  seri- 
ously disputed. 

These  parties  had  purchased  materials  and  un- 
dertaken the  work  when  everything  was  at  the 

highest  price;  and  the  Government  had  chosen  to 
abandon  it  at  the  most  unfavorable  time.  He  said , 

therefore,'  the  Government  was  bound  to  pay  the 
fair  amount  of  the  claim.  But  if  they  did  not, 
they  could  not  in  justice  and  honor  refuse  to  refer 
it  to  their  own  officers  to  ascertain  the  amount 

justly  due. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Cummins]  had 

objected  to  the  claim,  because,  after  the  lapse  of 
twenty  years,  the  claimants,  he  said,  came  before 
Congress,  and  asked  for  leave  to  take  new  testi- 

mony to  establish  the  old  worn-out  claim.  The 
gentleman  here  labored  under  a  grievous  error. 
The  claimants  asked  no  such  privilege.  The  bill 

only  provided  that  the  United  States  might  take 
testimony  in  their  own  behalf;  but  the  claimants 
rested  their  claim  on  the  evidence  already  adduced 
and  acted  on. 

He  wished  gentlemen  to  note  the  fact,  that  the 

present  bill  did  not  propose  to  appropriate  one  sin- 
gledollar.  Itonly  provided, upon  the  recommenda- 

tion of  one  of  the  standing  committees,  whose  opin- 
ion was  entitled  to  far  more  weight  than  his  opinion, 

or  that  of  any  individual  member  of  the  House, 
that  the  matter  should  be  sent  to  three  disinter- 

ested officers  of  the  Government,  to  examine  the 
claim  and  ascertain  whether  anything  was  due  or 
not;  and,  if  so,  what  was  the  amount?  Could  any 
harm  to  the  Government  grow  out  of  this  propo- 

sition? If  the  Register  of  .the  Treasury,  the  So- 
licitor of  the  Treasury,  and  Colonel  Joseph  G. 

Totten,of  the  Corpsof  Engineers,  were  the  honest, 

intelligent" men  they  ought  to  be;  and  that  he  pre- 
sumed them  to  be,  and  that  no  man  here  questioned 

them  to  be,  could  any  harm  to  the  United  States 
result?  But,  on  the  contrary,  if  Congress  refused 
this  claim,  might  not  the  grossest  and  most 
manifest  injustice  Jbe  done  to  the  individuals  con- 

cerned ? 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  wished  to  inquire  of  the  gen- 

tleman from  Virginia  whether  the  contractors, 
Harris  and  Farrow,  had  receivod  compensation 
for  all  their  outlays  for  the  purchase  of  materials, 
and  for  time,  trouble,  and  labor? 

Mr.  BOTTS  repeated,  that  many  of  the  partic- 
ulars of  the  case  were  not  fresh  in  his  mind,  as  he 

relied  entirely  on  his  recollection  of*  what  passed 
some  four  or  five  years  since,  when  he  had  thia 
subject  under  his  charge,  and  when  he  got  a  bill 
making  an  appropriation  for  this  claim  through the  committee  of  this  House. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  asked  if  it  was  sought  by  the 

supporters  of  this  claim  to  overturn  the  principle 
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•which  had  heretofore  prevailed,  and  to  establish 
the  new  and  unheard-of  doctrine  under  this  Gov- 

ernment of  aUowing  claims  for  prospective  profits 
— for  speculations  which  might  be  realized  upon 
contracts  ? 

Mr.  BOTTS  replied  he  was  not  prepared  to 
admit  that  it  would  be  establishing  any  new  pre- 

cedent. He  should  be  very  sorry  if  it  would  be. 

Upon  what  principle,  let  him  ask,  was  it  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  undertook  to 
institute  a  suit  agrinst  Harris  and  Farrow  for  the 
non-performance  of  the  contract? 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  was  understood  to  reply,  for 
damages  sustained  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  BOTTS  said  it  was  precisely  on  the  same 
principle  that  the  claimants  rested  their  claim. 
They  were  willing  to  refer  the  case  to  a  commis- 

sion of  officers  of  the  Government;  and  if  these 
arbitrators  said  it  would  be  establishing  a  new  and 
dangerous  system,  or  that  the  claimants  were  not 
entitled  to  compensation,  of  course  they  would 
report  against  the  claim. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  referred  to  a  report  made  by 
Mr.  Russell, of  NewYork, in  1840 — cneofthemost 
indefatigable,  unyielding,  persevering,  honest  men 
who  had  ever  sat  upon  the  Committee  on  Claims 
in  this  House — who  had  bestowed  unbounded 

labor  upon  this  case,  having  spent  weeks  and  weeks 
in  its  investigation;  which  report  set  forth  that 
these  claimants  had  already  received  a  vast  amount 
over  and  above  all  their  outlays,  all  their  trouble 
and  expenses,  and  that  every  dollar  they  claimed 

was  a  prospective  speculatipn  on  the  Govern- 
ment. From  the  foundation  of  the  Government 

down  to  the  present  time,  or  at  least  down  to* 
within  two  or  three  years,  one  uniform,  unbroken 
system  of  deciding  claims  of  this  character  had 
prevailed,  which  was,  never  to  pay  for  prospective 
speculations  upon  this  Government.  It  was  enough 
to  pay  for  actual  speculations  upon  it.  He  was 
as  willing  to  pay  for  claims  coming  from  this  State 
(Virginia)  as  from  any  other;  but  Jie  protested 
against  the  principle  of  paying  for  prospective 
profits  upon  the  Government  for  that  which  the 
claimants  had  never  earned. 

Mr.  MEADE  again  intimated  that  he  was  un- 
prepared to  vote  upon  the  present  bill,  because  he 

did  not  know  the  nature  of  the  contract,  and  had 
not  examined  the  papers.  The  case  presented 
another  proof  of  the  necessity  of  some  impartial 
tribunal  or  board,  to  determine  upon  all  such 
claims.  There  were  now  before  the  committee, 
of  which  he  was  a  member,  claims  as  just  as  any 
that  had  ever  been  brought  before  a  court  of  jus- 

tice,, and  which  had  been  hngering%efore  Congress 
some  twenty  and  even  thirty  years.  Justice  to  the 
parties  themselves,  and  to  the  country,  called 
loudly  for  the  establishment  of  such  a  tribunal. 
With  a  v  iew  to  refer  this  case,  as  well  as  all  others, 
to  that  board,  if  it  should  be  appointed,  he  would 
again  move  that  the  committee  rise. 

And  the  question  being  taken,  the  vote  stood — 
ayes  42,  noes  79. 

So  the  committee  refused  to  rise. 
Mr.  DANIEL  now  took  the  floor,  and  proceeded 

to  address  the  committee  in  urgent  opposition  to 
the  bill.  There  was  one  point,  he  said,  which  had 
not  been  adverted  to  in  the  course  of  the  debate, 
which  had  some  weight  with  him,  as  he  thought 
it  should  have  with  the  House.  It  was  this:  he 

regarded  the  case  as  having  been  once  adjusted 
and  settled.  It  had  been  settled,  and  that,  too,  in 
the  mode  prayed  for  by  the  petitioners  themselves. 

Mr.  D.  then  adverted  briefly  to  the  facts  con- 
nected with  the  contract  and  its  abandonment,  and 

to  the  amounts  which  had  been  paid  under  awards 
made  sirlce  that  time.  He  argued  that  the  claim 
had  been  continually  kept  before  Congress.  The 
petitioners  had  got  to  be  something  like  lawyers, 
in  issuing  their  writs  when  they  expected  dam- 

ages. .  They  laid  their  damages  at  a  very  high 
amount;  and  if  Congress  would  not  give  them, 
they  would  hammer  and  hammer  and  hammer, 
until  they  got  what  they  demanded. 

A    brief  conversation    followed   between    Mr. 
BOTTS  and  Mr.  DANIEL. 

Mr.  D.  repeated,  that  the  case  had  been  settled 
and  adjusted  in  the  mode  pointed  out  by  the 
petitioners  themselves;  but,  because  they  did  not 
get  all  they  desired,  they  still  clamored  for  more. 
The  question,  therefore,  to  be  decided  was,  would 
Congress  consent  to  regard  claims  which  had  been 
settled  as  always  open?  Was  there  to  be  no  end 
to  the  adjustment  of  these  things?    Was  it  desired 

that  they  should  be  kept  open  almost  to  the  re- 
motest generation,  so  long  as  the  Government  ex- 

isted ?  The  true  principle  upon  which  Congress 
should  act — and  upon  which  he  hoped  they  would 
in  this  case  act — should  be,  that  when  a  case  had 
once  been  ad  justed  with  apparent  fairness — when 
once  Congress  had  done  all  that  law,  justice,  and 

equity  required — the  claim  should  not  further  be 
considered  an  open  matter,  unless  it  could  be 
shown  that  great  injustice  had  been  done. 

There  was  no  ground  whatever  upon  which  the 
present  claim  could  be  brought  before  Congress. 
There  had  been  no  mistake,  nor  anything  of  that 
kind.  But  it  was  merely  to  give  these  petitioners 
a  sort  of  chance,  like  that  in  a  lottery,  to-go  to  the 
Executive  department  and  see  whether,  by  hook 
or  by  crook,  they  could  get  a  little  more.  He  was 
opposed  to  it.  He  hoped  the  bill  would  not  pass. 
There  was  neither  law,  justice,  nor  equity  in  its 
favor. 

Mr.  FLOURNOY  here  rose,  and  was  understood 
to  inquire  whether,  since  the  last  commission  had 
been  appointed,  which  recommended  an  allowance 
of  $131,022  83,  the  petitioners  had  ever  received 
anything? 

Mr.  DANIEL.  I  do  not  suppose  they  have. 
My  ground  is,  that  they  have  had  a  commissioner 
appointed,  and  that  their  claim  has  been  settled 
and  adjusted.  If  it  can  now  be  reopened,  there  is 
no  claim  thathas  been  adjusted  by  this  Government 
that  cannot  in  like  manner  be  brought  up  again. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,,  of  Connecticut,  said  that 
the  Committee  on  Claims  had  thought  proper  to 
pursue  a  somewhat  different  course  in  this  case 
from  that  which  was  ordinarily  pursued.  It  re- 

ferred the  claim  to  three  officers  of  the  Government, 
whose  characters  were  such  as  to  secure  the  confi- 

dence of  this  House  and  of  the  country.  The 
papers  were  so  voluminous  that  it  was  impossible 
for  any  individual  to  examine  them.  Even  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Daniel] 
could  not,  and  he  (Mr.  R.)  was  pursuaded  that 
the  gentleman  had  not  given  that  examination  to 
the  claim  which  was  requisite  to  a  full  and  impar- 

tial understanding  of  its  merits.  The  papers 
weighed  more  than  thirty  weight;  they  would  fill 
more  than  a  bushel  measure;  it  would  take  a  week 

or  upwards  to  read  them.  Several  investigations 
had  been  made.  In  most  cases,  the  committees 
had  reported  in  favor  of  the  claim.  Since  then, 
reports  had  been  made,  the  case  had  been  referred 
to  three  officers,  and  of  these  three,  two  had  re- 

ported in  favor  of  a  large  allowance  of  upwards  of 
one  hundred  and  thirty  thousand  dollars.  One  of 
the  commissioners  was  adverse  to  the  award;  and 

as  a  unanimous  agreement  on  the  part  of  the  com- 
mission was  required,  the  amount  awarded  had 

not  been  paid. 

What  course,  then,  was  proper  to  be  taken? 
Was  it  possible  that  this  House  could  sit  here  and 
go  into  the  investigation  of  such  a  claim  in  all  its 
details?  Could  it  be  done?  Could  anything  like 
justice  be  done  by  individuals  here  upon  such  a 
claim?  Since  this  decision  had  been  made  by  these 
two  high  officers,  there  had  been  aconstantpressure 
here  on  the  part  of  these  claimants;  and  it  came 
with  an  ill  grace  from  gentlemen  to  bring  a  charge 
against  them  that  they  had  long  been  knocking  at 
the  doors  of  this  Hall  and  asking  that  their  claims 

might  be  acted  upon.  He  saw,  in  the  calendar  be- 
fore him,  cases  which  had  been  here  twenty  years. 

They  had  been  uniformly  reported  upon  favorably, 
by  unanimous  votes  of  the  committees.  They 

had  constantly  passed  one  or  the  other  House-,  but 
had  never  been  reached  or  acted  upon  by  both. 
There  had  never  been  adverse  reports  made  upon 

them  by  committees,  nor  adverse  action  by  Con- 
gress. And  one  of  the  most  intolerable  features 

connected  with  this  Government,  was  the  condi- 
tion of  these  private  claims;  not  that  Congress  de- 

cided against  them,  but  that  they  would  not  act  at 
all — that  they  would  not  give  them  a  chai>ce  to  be 
heard — that  there  was  not  any  tribunal  before 
which  they  might  look  to  have  their  claims  acted 
upon  and  decided  with  something  like  despatch 
and  certainty. 

The  bill  before  the  committee  proposed  to  ap- 
point a  commission,  composed  of  David  Graham, 

Register  of  the  Treasury,  R.  H.  Gillett,  Solicitor 
of  the  Treasury,  and  Colonel  Joseph  G.  Totten, 
to  examine  and  to  arbitrate  the  claim.  It  was  his 
intention  to  move  an  amendment,  which  would 

guard  against  the  expiration  of  the  commission 
by  the  death  of  the  parties  designated. 

[Some  jocular  interruptions  here,  called  forth 
from  Mr.  Rockwell  the  remark,  that  he  did  not 
mean  their  actual,  or  physical  death,  but  merely 
their  official  death.] 

He  gave  notice,  also,  of  his  intention  to  offer 
another  amendment,  setting  forth  that  the  act 
should  not  take  effect  unless  the  petitioners  should 
assent  to  abide  and  be  concluded  by  the  award;  that 
the  arbitrators  should  be  governed  by  che  rules 
of  law  and  chancery  which  govern  controversies 
between  individuals,  so  that  the  Government 
itself  should  not  be  made  subject  to  any  other  law 
than  that  which  would  control  individuals  if  simi- 

larly situated.  With  these  guards,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  justice  required  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Before  taking  his  seat,  Mr.  R.  proposed  to  sub- 
mit these  amendments  formally.     % 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  it  would  not  now  be  in 
order  to  do  so. 

After  a  brief  explanation  between  Mr.  BOTTS 

and  Mr.  GIDDINGS  on  an  incidental  point — 
The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 

THOMA8,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  affirmative — 

ayes  76,  noes  46. So  the  committee  decided  that  the  bill  should  be 

reported  to  the  House  with  a  recommendation  Lhat 
it  do  not  pass. 

The  committee  therefore  rose  and  reported. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  STEPHENS,  it  was 
Resolved,  That  when  the  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to 

meet  on  Monday  next. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE. 

Monday,  December  18,  1848. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 
George  Wilkes,  of  New  York,  praying  the  con- 

struction of  a  railroad  by  the  General  Government 
from  the  Missouri  river  to  the  Pacific;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Roads  and  Canals. 

Mr.  D.  also  presented  the  petition  of  Barclay  & 
Livingston,  and  others,  of  New  York,  praying  to 
be  refunded  the  duties  on  certain  goods  lost  by 

fire;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Fi- 

nance. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS  presented  the  petition  of  H. 

O'Reilly,  praying  for  aid  in  establishing  a  tele- 
graphic communication  between  the  Valley  of  the 

Mississippi  and  California  and  Oregon;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT  presented  the  petition  of 

Elizabeth  Marn  and  others,  heirs  of  Dorsey  Rags- 
dale,  asking  for  commutation  pay;  which  was  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims. 
Mr.  CAMERON  presented  a  petition  from  cer- 

tain citizens  of  Centre  county,  Pennsylvania,  pray- 
ing for  a  change  in  the  post  office  laws,  so  as  to 

allow  newspapers  to  go  free  in  the  counties  where 
printed;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  C.  also  presented  several  petitions  from  the 
counties  of  Columbia  and  Schuylkill,  Pennsyl- 

vania, praying  for  a  modification  of  the  tariff; 
which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  STURGEON  presented  a  petition  from 
citizens  of  Centre  county,  Pennsylvania,  praying 

for  a  reduction  of  postage;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  D1X  presented  the  petition  of  James  Dis- 
turnell, asking  an  appropriation  for  taking,  with  the 
census,  statistical  information  relating  to  North 
American  and  the  West  India  Islands;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Select  Committee  on  the  Census. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  presented  the 
petition  of  Julia  Martin,  praying  for  a  pension  for 
her  brother,  Luther  Martin,  late  a  midshipman  in 
the  Navy;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Pensions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  presented  the 
petition  of  John  Collins,  of  the  United  States  navy, 

praying  for  the  difference  of  pay  between  a  boat- 
swain and  a  boatswain's  mate;  which  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  the  peti- 
tion of  Captain  William  Shriver,  praying  to  be 

allowed  certain  arrears  of  pay;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  D.  also  presented  the  petition  of  several 
officers  belonging  to  the  Ordnance  corps,  asking  for 
double  rations;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  BORLAND  presented  the  petition  of  Cap- 
tain Wetmore,  praying  for  compensation  for  horses 



43 THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 

Dec.  18, 

lost  in  the  military  service  of  the  United  States; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  TURNEY  presented  the  petition  of  James 
M.  Scantland,  asking  an  increase  of  pension;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BERRIEN,  the  petition  of 
Moses  E.  Levy  was  withdrawn  from  the  files  of 
the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pri- 

vate Land  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  YULEE,  the  petition  of  Isa- 
bella Street  was  withdrawn  from  the  files  of  the 

Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Private 
Land  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  YULEE,  the  petition  of  the 
Rev.  John  E.  Tucker  was  withdrawn  from  the 
files  of  the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  the 
petition  of  Robert  Sewell  was  withdrawn  from  the 
files  of  the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

RESOLUTIONS  ADOPTED. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DOWNS, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  he  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  establishfrig  a  mint  in  the 
gold  region  of  California,  to  coin  the  gold  offered  by  Ameri- 

can citizens  at  such  rate  as  to  pay  the  expenses  thereof,  and 
remunerate  the  Government  for  the  use  of14  digging  on  the 
mineral  lands  belonging  to  the  United  States,  until  the  same 
shall  be  sold.  .     . 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BREESE, 
Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  President's,  message  as 

relates  to  the  graduation  and  reduction  of  the  price  of  the 
public  lands  and  granting  preemption  rights  thereon,  and  all 
other  matters  pertaining  to  the  subject  of  the  public  lands, 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mf.  ATHERTON, 
Orderel,  That  so  much  of  the  mes<saae  of  the  President  of 

the  United  States  as  relates  to  a  tariff  of  duties  on  imports; 
to  the  collection,  custody,  and  disbursement  of  the  public 
moneys;  to  the  establishment  of  a  branch  mint  in  Califor- 

nia, and  the  revenues  of  the  Federal  Government  generally, 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

PURCHASE  OF  CUBA. 

Mr.  MILLER  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  lies  over  one  day  for  consideration: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  inform  the  Senate  whether  any  and  what  nego- 
tiations or  correspondence  have  talten  place  between  this 

Government  and  the  Government  of  Spain,  or  between  any 
persons  acting  under  the  direction  or  authority  of  either 
Government,  in  relation  to  the  purchase  of  Cuba  hy  the 
United  States;  and  that  he  communicate  to  the  Senate 
copies  of  such  negotiations  or  correspondence,  so  far  as  the 
same  may  be  communicated  consistently  with  the  public 
interest. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS,  ETC. 

Mr.  CAMERON  gave  notice  that  he  should  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  joint  resolution  authorizing  Henry 
Simpson,  administrator  of  George  Simpson,  to 
bring  suit  against  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BADGER  gave  notice  that  he  should  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Plummer, 
executor  of  Starkey  Armistead,  deceased. 
Mr.  BREESE  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 

morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 
introduce  a  joint  resolution  to  amend  the  act  of 
1837,  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  horses  lost 
while  in  the  service  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BORLAND  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  to  dispose  of  the  Hot  Springs  of 
Arkansas,  and  the  four  sections  of  land  reserved 
from  sale  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  1832. 

RECIPROCITY  OF  TRADE. 

Mr.  DIX  gave  notice  that  he  should  to-morrow 
move  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill  to  admit  certain 
articles,  of  the  growth  or  production  of  Canada, 
into  the  United  Slates  free  of  duty,  upon  the  con- 

dition that  like  articles,  of  the  growth  or  produc- 
tion of  the  United  States,  are  admitted  into  Canada 

free  of  duty. 
BRANCH  MINTS. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  stated  that  last  session  he 
had  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill 
for  the  establishment  of  branches  of  the  United 
States  mint  at  New  York  and  Charleston  was  re- 

jected. The  motion  had  never  been  called  up.  He 
now  gave  notice  that  he  would  to-morrow  move 
the  Senate  to  reconsider  said  vote. 

BILLS  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  asked  and   obtained   leave   to 
introduce  u  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Illinois  the 

right  of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for 
making  a  railroad  to  connect  the  waters  of  the 
upper  and  lower  Mississippi  with  the  chain  of  lakes 
at  Chicago;  which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  DOWNS  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 
duce a  bill  for  a  new  selection  of  public  lands  in 

lieu  of  worthless  school  sections  and  sections  of 

inferior  quality,  and  for  other  purposes;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pub- 

lic Lands. 
Mr.  KING  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce 

a  bill  for  the  remission  of  duties  on  an  equatorial 
telescope  contracted  for  in  London  by  the  trustees 
of  the  University  of  Alabama;  which  was  read 
twice,  and  referred  to  the  Commitee  on  Finance. 

The  bill  from  the  House  for  the  punishment  of 
false  swearing  in  certain  cases  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the Judiciary. 

EVERGLADES  OF  FLORIDA. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  Senate 

proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  authorize  the 
draining  of  the  Everglades  in  the  State  of  Rlorida, 
and  to  grant  the  same  to  the  said  State  for  that 

purpose. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  bill  was 

then  postponed  till  Wednesday,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  that  day. 

ADMISSION  OF  CALIFORNIA  AS  A  STATE. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  moved; that  the  Senate  take  up 
the  bill  for  the  admission  of  California  as  a  State 
into  the  Union,  with  a  view  to  its  reference;  which 
motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  bill  was  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  D.  then  moved  that  the  bill,  with  the  amend- 
ments subsequently  offered  by  himself  and  printed, 

be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 

Mr.  BERRIEN.  The  uniform  practice  of  the 
Senate  in  disposing  of  a  bill  for  the  admission  of  a 
State  is  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 

ciary. I  was  struck  the  other  day  with  the  novel 
direction  which  it  was  proposed  to  give  to  this 
bill,  and  1  have  since  requested  one  of  the  officers 

of  the  Senate  to  consult  the  Journal  upon  the  sub- 
ject. Upon  looking  at  the  Journal  of  the  Senate, 

I  find  that,  on  the  14th  of  February,  1845,  the  bill 
for  the  admission  of  Florida  into  the  Union  was 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  On 
the  23d  of  December,  1846,  the  bill  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  for  the  admission  of  Iowa  into 
the  Union  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  On  the  17th  of  February,  1847,  the 
bill  for  the  admission  of  Wisconsin  was  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  Now,  I  am 
not  aware  of  any  reason  why  the  practice  of  the 
Senate  should  be  departed  from  in- this  instance. 
Bills  for  the  organization  of  territorial  governments 
have  been  uniformly  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Territories,  whilst  those  for  the  admission  of  States 

into  the  Union  have-been  invariably  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  1  do  not  see  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  in  his 
place,  and  suppose  he  is  absent,  or  I  should  have 
submitted  this  matter  to  him. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  If  it  were  the  opinion  of  the 
Senate  that  it  is  for  the  general  good  that  all  bills 
for  the  admission  of  new  States  into  the  Union 

should  go  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I 
would  not  be  tenacious.  I  do  not  desire  any  de- 

parture from  the  regular  practice  of  the  Senate  in 
behalf  of  this  bill.  I  do  think,  however,  that  the 

Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Berrien]  has  over- 
looked at  least  one  instance  which  the  Journal 

furnishes  in  regard  to  the  reference  of  bills  of  this 
class.  The  history  of  the  rule  in  regard  to  the 
reference  of  such  bills,  as  I  understand  it,  is  this: 

For  many  years  the  Territorial  Committee  had  no 
existence  in  the  Senate.  There  was  a  Committee 

on  Territories  in  the  House  of  Representatives 
long  before  the  establishment  of  such  a  committee 
in  the  Senate,  and  in  the  other  House  it  was  the 
province  of  the  Territorial  Committee  to  take 
charge  of  all  bills  of  this  description.  As  far  as  I 
know,  this  practice  has  been  uniform.  But  there 
being  no  Territorial  Committee  in  the  Senate,  the 
practice  obtained  of  referring  such  bills  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  And  it  was  only  a 
few  months  after  the  adoption  of  the  rule  in  the 
Senate  for  the  establishment  of  the  Committee 
on  Territories  that  the  bill  for  the  admission  of 

Iowa  (to  which  the  Senator  has  alluded)  was 
brought  into  the  Senate.     Last  year  a  bill  was 

passed  for  the  admission  of  Wisconsin  into  the 
Union;  and  when  that  bill  was  under  consid- 

eration, without  intending  to  infringe  upon  the 
former  practice  of  the  Senate,  I  moved  its  refer- 

ence to  the  Committee  on  Territories.  The  same 

objection  was  then  made  that  has  now  been  made, 
but  the  motion  prevailed,  and  the  reference  was 
made.  With  the  assistance  of  one  of  the  clerks  I 

examined  the  record  on  Saturday,  and  found  that 
1  did  myself  make  the  report  upon  which. that  bill 
was  considered  and  passed.  1  am  therefore  com- 

pelled to  say  that  the  practice  to  which  the  Sen- 
ator from  Georgia  has  referred  was  overruled, 

upon  the  last  reference  by  the  Senate  of  a  bill  of 

this  kind — the  "reference  having  been  made  to  the 
Committee  on  Territories.  I  merely  state  this 
without  any  feeling  whatever. 

Mr.  BERRIEN  interposed  here,  and  read  from 
the  Senate  Journal,  29th  Congress,  2d  session, 

page  200,  the  proceedings  by  which  the  bill  from 
the  House  of  Representatives  for  ̂ he  admission  of 
Wisconsin  was  read  the  first  and  second  time  by 
unanimous  consent,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  the  Judiciary.    This  (he  said)  was  in  1847. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  Yes,  sir;  I  admit  that.  But 

the  bill  to  which  I  refer  is  the  bill  of  1848.  If  there 
is  the  least  embarrassment  about  this  in  the  minds 

of  Senators,  and  the  Secretary  will  bring  in  the 
record,  it  will  be  found,  that  when  the  bill  of  1848 
for  the  admission  of  Wisconsin  came  in  from  the 

other  House,  it  went  to  the  Committee  on  Terri- 
tories, which  afterwards  reported  upon  it,  and  the 

bill  passed. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Georgia.  If  I  remember 
distinctly  the  proceedings  in  the  case  of  the  bill 
for  the  admission  of  Iowa,  the  point  was  this:  It 
depended  on  the  character  of  the  question  to  arise 
out  of  the  bill  referred.  The  Senate  did  determine 

that  matter  affecting  the  organization  of  territorial 
governments  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Territories.  But  the  bill  now  under  consid- 

eration is  for  the  admission  of  a  State  into  the 

Union,  which  presents  the  question  in  a  very  dif- 
ferent point  of  view.  Such  a  bill  involves  the  con- 

sideration of  questions  very  different  from  those 
coming  before  a  committee  called  upon  to  organize 
a  territorial  government.  I  consider  it  exceedingly 

proper  that  this  bill  should  be  referred  to  the  Ju- 
diciary Committee,  in  accordance  with  the  de- 

cisions and  practice  referred  to  by  my  honorable 
colleague,  [Mr.  Berrien.]  The  Senator  from 
Illinois  has  only  established  the  point  that  the  Sen- 

ate has  determined  that  bills  for  the  organization 

of  territorial  governments  s.hould  go  to  the  Terri- 
torial Commute;  but  where  it  is  proposed  to  ad- 

mit a  State  into  the  Union,  the  question  assumes 
a  different  character,  and  should  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  1  consider  it  exceed- 

ingly proper  that  such  bills  should  be  so  referred, 
in  view  of  the  peculiar  character  of  the  questions 
which  must  arise  upon  their  examination  before 
the  committee — questions  respecting  the  nature 
and  extent  of  the  powers  to  be  conferred.  The 
admission  of  a  State  into  the  Union,  it  seems  to 
me,  involves  the  consideration  of  matters  much 
more  delicate  and  responsible  than  those  which 

pertain  to  the  organization  of  a  territorial  govern- 
ment. I  am  decidedly  in  favor  of  refeiring  this 

bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  As  chairman  of  the  Judiciary 

Committee,  it  may  be  expected  that  I  should  say 
something  on  the  subject  under  discussion.  The 

precedent  referred  to  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Territories  [Mr.  Douglas]  was  in  refer- 

ence to  the  admission  of  Wisconsin  into  the  Union 
as  a  State.  That  bill  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Territories,  but  under  such  circumstances 
as  to  give  the  precedent  little  authority.  It  is,  by 
the  acknowledgment  of  all,  a  deviation  from  the 
uniform  usages  of  this  body.  1  was  not  present 
when  this  bill  was  passed  into  a  law,  and  cannot 
speak  of  the  discussion  which  may  have  taken 
place  at  tlj£  time.  1  recollect,  however,  that  at  the 
same  time  there  was  a  bill  for  the  organization  of 
the  territorial  government  of  Minesota,  and  it  was 
necessary  to  define  the  limits  of  the  State  before 
the  boundaries  of  the  Territory  could  be  indicated. 
The  matter  involved  in  both  these  bills  was  so 
much  alike  as  to  make  a  reference  to  the  same 
committee  not  improper  then. 

The  bill  now  under  consideration  is  of  a  distinct 
character,  and,  as  an  illustration  of  the  propriety 

of  its  being  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, it  might  be  «aid  that  it  involves  grave \ 
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questions  of  constitutional  law,  supposed  to  be 
familiarly  known  only  to  gentlemen  of  the  legal 
profession.  The  bill  on  the  table  assumes  that 
Congress  may  of  its  own  accord  invest  California 
and  New  Mexico  as  one  territorial  State,  with  the 
attributes  of  sovereignty;  with  a  reservation  to 

Congress  hereafter  to  take  away  part  of  the  terri- 
tory and  form  it  into  a  separate  State  at  its  will;  in 

other  words,  to  make  a  deed,  irrevocable  in  its 

purport,  subject  to  the  power  of  Congress  here- 
after to  control  it,  or  to  give  Congress  a  creative 

modeling  power  heretofore  unknown  in  practice. 
This  is  a  question  calling  for  judicial  determination 

or  legal  investigation,  and  ought  to  go  to  a  com- 
mittee composed  of  lawyers. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  have  some  recollection  of  the 

history  of  the  organization  of  the  Committee  on 
Territories  in  this  body.  I  was  the  delegate  in 
Congress  from  Florida  at  the  time,  and  I  very 
well  recollect  that  the  organization  of  the  Terri- 

torial Committee  was  induced  by  the  memorial 
transmitted  to  Congress  from  the  delegates  in  the 

Floridaconvention;  and,  by  reference  to  that  memo- 
rial, it  will  appear  that  our  object  in  asking  for  the 

formation  of  that  committee  had  reference  to  the 

business  of  our  territorial  organization.  1  recollect 
also,  that,  after  the  organization  of  the  Territorial 
Committee,  the  first  question  that  arose  as  to  which 
was  the  puoper  committee  to  have  the  charge  of  a 
bill  for  the  admission  of  a  State  into  the  Union, 
went  to  a  vote  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  the  Senate 
decided  that  the  Judiciary  Committee  was  the  pro- 
percommittee  for  the  reference.  The  vote  to  which 
I  refer  had  respect  to  the  bill  for  the  admission  of 
Iowa  and  Florida,  as  will  be  seen  upon  reference 

to  the  proceedings.  The  question  was  then  form- 
ally decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  that  the  Judiciary 

was  the  proper  committee  for  such  a  reference; 
and  I  do  not  understand  that,  since  the  formal 
decision  was  made,  there  has  been  any  departure 
from  this  practice — not  even  in  the  case  referred 
to  by  the.  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Douglas,] 
which  was  explained  by  the  chairman  of  the  Com- 

mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  1  do  not  say  anything  of  the 

former  practice  and  decisions  of  the  Senate.  I 
have  merely  stated  that  the  Secretary  showed  me 
in  the  Senate  Journal,  where  the  bill  for  the  ad- 

mission of  Wisconsin  was  referred  to  the  Territorial 

Committee,  was  reported  back  to  the  Senate  by 
that  committee,  and  so  became  a  law.  This  is  no 
conjecture  of  mine,  but  a  plain  matter  of  record. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  (interposing)  said:  If  my 
colleague  will  allow  me,  I  will  suggest  that  the  bill 

of  1846- '47,  respecting  the  admission  of  Wisconsin 
as  a  State,  was  referred  properly  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee;  as,  like  this  bill,  on  it  arose,  as  an 

original  question,  the  organization  and  establish- 
ment of  the  federal  judiciary  of  the  State.  That 

bill  was  conditional,  to  have  effect  if  the  people 
ratified  the  constitution  formed  by  their  State 
convention.  The  people  rejected  it,  adopted  a  new 
constitution,  and  asked  for  admission  under  it. 

In  1847-'48  the  only  question  involved  was  princi- 
pally of  limits  and  boundaries,  and  therefore  the 

bill  was  properly  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Territories.  This  question  was  expressly  decided 
by  the  Senate  two  years  since,  on  a  bill  respecting 
Oregon  Territory,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  by 
yeas  and  nays,  i  recollect  a  debate  occurred  on  a 
motion  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Breese] 
to  send  the  bill  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  which 
prevailed. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  The  Senator  from  Flrfrida  is 

in  error  as  to  these  bills  respecting  Wisconsin. 

The  bill  of  1847-'48  provided  for  the  organization 
and  establishment  of  the  State  federal  judiciary  in 
Wisconsin;  and  the**same  propriety  existed,  if 
any  existed,  for  its  reference  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee  as  with  respect  to  the  first. 

Mr.  YULEE.  Admitting  that  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  on  Territories  is  correct,. it  is  but 
precedent  against  precedent;  and  I  imagine  that 
the  question  was  not  raised  and  seriously  decided 
by  the  Senate  in  reference  to  the  Wisconsin  bill, 
but  it  was  raised  and  discussed,  and  finally  decided 
upon  the  yeas  and  nays,  by  the  Senate  upon  an- 

other bill.  If  we  admit  the  antagonistic  precedent, 
it  is  but  precedent  against  precedent.  And  it  does 
appear  to  me  more  appropriate,  according  to  the 
view  taken  by  the  two  honorable  Senators  who  are 
members  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  that 
the  bill  should  go  to  that  committee;  and  I  shall 
certainly  give  my  vots  for  such  reference. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  In  order  to  settle  the  ques- 
tion, I  ask  for  the  yeas  and  nays. 

They  were  ordered. 
Mr.  KING.  I  have  not  myself  conceived  it  to 

be  a  matter  of  primary  importance  whether  the 
bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Territories, 

or  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  nor  have  I  ex- 
amined the  organization  of  the  Committee  on  Ter- 

ritories, to  ascertain  whether  the  gentlemen  com- 
posing that  committee  are  possessed  of  those  legal 

acquirements  which  are  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  decide  upon  questions  involving  legal  points, 
and  particularly  constitutional  questions;  and  I  am 

inclined  to  think  that  questions  of  th'is  character will  be  raised  by  this  bill.  I  think,  therefore,  it 
would  be  eminently  proper  that  the  bill  should  go 
to  the  Judiciary  Committee.  I  can  only  state,  in 
regard  to  the  practice  of  the  Senate,  that  during  the 
twenty-five  years  that  I  have  been  conversant  with 
the  proceedings  of  this  body,  1  have  not  known  an 
instance,  and  I  believe  the  Senate  will  bear  me  out 
in  saying  that  there  has  not  been  an  instance,  in 
which  a  bill  for  the  admission  of  a  State  into  the 
Union  has  not  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary.  That  has  always  been  considered 
the  appropriate  committee  to  decide  matters  of  this 
kind. 

I  am  surprised  to  see  a  struggle  in  regard  to  this 
reference.  _  I  am  surprised  to  see  gentlemen  so 
anxious  to  send  the  bill  to  a  committee  to  which  it 
has  not  been  usual  to  send  bills  of  this  description, 

as  if  they  were  willing  that  the  committee  which 
is  known  to  be  especially  qualified  to  decide  upon 
the  important  matters  contained  in  the  bill  should 
be  precluded  from  taking  cognizance  of  them.  And 
I  ask,  why  is  it,  when  there  has  been  no  case,  ex- 

cept the  isolated  case  mentioned  by  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Illinois,  of  a  reference  to  any  other 
than  the  Judiciary  Committee,  that  there  should 

be  so  much  anxiety  manifested?  Will  Senators' 
tell  me  why  it  is?  Sir,  in  the  case  to  which  the 
Senator  has  alluded,  there  wasavery  extraordinary 
decision  made  by  the  committee,  and  sanctioned  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  There  was  a 
decision  made  by  which  they  f6rmed  an  additional 
State  out  of  territory  that  was  set  apart  for  five 
States.  And  if  this  were  done  by  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  Territories  then,  and  with  the  as- 

sent and  concurrence  of  the  gentleman  who  is 
chairman  of  that  committee  now,  I  would  hesitate 
long  before  I  would  send  another  bill  of  a  similar 
character  to  the  same  committee.  I  am  decidedly 
in  favor  of  adhering  to  the  uniform  practice  of  the 
Senate  which  has  prevailed  ever  since  the  form- 

ation of  the  Government,  and  of  sending  the  bill  to 
the  Judiciary  Committee,  that  it  may  undergo  the 

investigation  of  gentlemen  of  profound  legal  attain- ments. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I«will  simply  remark  to  the 
Senator  from  Alabama,  that  if  he  had  looked  into 
the  Journals  of  the  Senate  he  would  have  found  the 

reason  why,  in  the  course  of  his  twenty-five  years' 
experience,  such  bill  had  never  been  sent  to  the 
Committee  on  Territories.  The  reason  is  this: 

there  ne^r  was  a  Committee  on  Territories  in  ex- 
istence. 

A  Senator.  And  never  would  have  been  but 
for  the  case  alluded  to. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS.  And  never  would  have  been 

but  for  that  case;  and  the  reason  why  references 
have  since  been  made  to  the  Committee  on  Terri- 

tories vs,  that  there  has  been  such  committee  since. 
Now,  I  have  not  a  word  to  say  in  reference  to  the 
action  of  the  committee  in  relation  to  the  Northwest 

Territory.  The  Senator  from  Alabaniasay  s  it  would 

be  wrong  to  send  the  bill  .to  the  Committee  on  Ter- 
ritories, because  he  says  that  committee  have  vio- 

lated their  duty  by  making  more  than  five  States 
out  of  that  Territory.  I  wish  the  honorable  gen- 

tleman had  listened  to  the  remarks  of  the  Senator 

from  Georgia,  who  told  us  that  the  measure  came 
from  the  Judiciary  Committee  and  .not  from  the 
Committee  on  Territories. 

It  was  by  the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  Judiciary 
Committee  that  the  territory  was  divided,  and  the 
Committee  on  Territories,  at  the  last  session,  only 
acted  in  deference  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  and 

bowed  to  its  decision.  I  hope,  therefore,  the  hon- 
orable Senator  will  aim  his  shafts  at  the  Judiciary 

Committee,  and  not  at  the  Committee  on  Territo- 
ries, and  that  he  will  speak,  understandingly  in 

regard  to  the  facts. 
Mr.  BRIGHT.  As  at  present  advised,  I  am 

opposed  to  any  legislation  looking  to  the  organi- 

zation of  territorial  governments  in  either  Califor- 
nia or  New  Mexico  during  this  Congress;  never- 

theless, I  will  lend  my  aid  in  giving  every  propo- 
sition, having  this  object  in  vie-w,  a  proper  and 

legitimate  direction.  The  Senator  from  Georgia 
moves  the  reference  of  a  bill,  offered  by  the  Sena- 

tor from  Illinois,  to  theCommitteeon  the  Judiciary. 
This  I  regard  as  a  departure  from  the  precedents 
established  by  this  body,  under  similar  circum- 

stances, upon  like  propositions.  If  the  Senator 
from  Illinois  had  proposed  by  his  bill  to  organize 
a  territorial  government  in  California,  instead  of 
admitting  California  directly  as  a  State,  I  appre- 

hend no  Senator  would  have  objected  to  a  refer- 
ence to  the  Committee  on  Territories.  All  would 

have  acquiesced  in  this  disposition  of  the  subject. 
But  because  the  bill  contemplates  an  abridged 
method  of  disposing  of  a  question  that  has  lately 
occupied  so  much  of  public  attention,  therefore 
it  is  said  the  Committee  on  the.  Judiciary  is  the 
proper  one  to  investigate  and  report  upon  the 
measure.  Is  there  a  gentleman  upon  this  floor 
who  believes  that  any  bill  or  proposition  having 
for  its  object  the  organization  of  any  of  the  Terri- 

tories of  these  United  States,  can  be  passed  upon 
by  Congress  without  an  issue  made  dire.ctly  as  to 
whether  slavery  shall  not  be  absolutely  excluded? 
He  who  comes  to  this  conclusion  must  have  been 
an  inattentive  observer  of  what  passed  in  this 
Chamber  at  its  last  session.  This  geographical 
question  arose  then.  It  will  arise  again,  and  with 
increased  strength.  To  send  this  bill  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  the  Judiciary  is  a  useless  waste  of  time, 
as  far  as  their  reasoning  and  recommendation  are 
concerned.  I  accord  to  the  members  of  that  com- 

mittee as  large  a  share  of  legal  talent  as  belongs  to 
the  same  number  of  gentlemen  in  or  out  of  this 
Chamber;'but  when  I  recollect  that  four  out  of  the 
five  members  of  that  committee  are  from  the  slave- 
holding  States  of  this  Union,  I  am  not  mistaken 
in  saying  they  cannot  present  a  bill  that  will  re- 

ceive the  sanction  of  this  Congress. 
The  Commitiee  on  Territories  is  free  from  the 

geographical  objection  I  have  made  as  applicable 
to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  think,  there- 

fore, it  would  be  in  conformity  with  past  usage, 
and  more  appropriate,  to  refer  it  to  the  former, 
and  shall  vote  accordingly.  I  have  said,  Mr. 
President,  that  I  was  opposed  to  the  organization 
of  all  Territories  during  the  present  session  of 
Congress.  I  am  still,  believing  as  I  do  that  there 
is  no  great  public  necessity  existing  for  haste  in 
this  matter;  and  further,  I  always  bow  with  defer- 

ence and  submission  to  the  will  of  the  majority. 
If  the  American  people  decided  anything  in  the  late 
national  election,  it  was  a  reference  of  this  ques- 

tion of  territorial  acquisitions  and  organizations  to 
the  "  incoming  Administration."  It  was  in  No- 

vember last  bequeathed  to  them  as  a  rich  political 
legacy,  pregnant  with  capital,  marketable  in  every 
section  of  this  Union.  For  one,  I  think  it  would 
be  in  bad  taste,  and  out  of  place,  for  this  expiring 
Administration  to  prevent  the  execution  of  the  will 
in  the  manner  pointed  out  by  the  testators,  as 
would  be  the  case  were  we  to  prejudge  and  settle 
the  question  this  session. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
question  now  before  the  Senate  is  a  very  different 
question  from  any  that  has  heretofore  been  pre- 

sented, being  solely  a  question  in  regard  to  a  mat- 
ter of  reference.  The  question  ordinarily  presented 

when  a  bill  is  introduced  for  the  admission  of  a 

State  is  one  which  involves  only  matters  of-  detail 
in  regard  to  that  of  which  the  policy  is  already 
determined.  But  this  bill  presents  a  question  of 

policy,  whether  this  territory,  comprised  within 
the  limits  of  our  acquisition  under  the  treaty  with 
Mexico,  shall  be  organized  into  one  or  more  terri- 

torial governments,  or  whether  it  shall  be  organ- 
ized into  a  State  government.  This  bill  includes 

California  and  New  Mexico,  and  proposes  to  es- 
tablish a  State  government  over  each.  The  people 

of  one  portion  of  the  Territory  have  already  ap- 
plied to  Congress  to  be  organized  into  a  Territo- 
rial government.  Another  portion  have  asked 

for  a  State  government,  but  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  New  Mexico  have  already  transmitted 

to  Congress  apetition  which  has  been  presented 
to  the  Senate,  and,  if  I  mistake  not,  referred  to  a 
committee;  but,  at  all  events,  the  question  is  now 
pending  before  the  Senate,  upon  the  application  of 
the  people  of  New  Mexico,  whether  they  shall  have 
a  Territorial  government  or  not.  Now  this  ques- 

tion of  policy  is  a  question,  it  appears  to  me,  that  is 
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appropriate  for  the  Committee  on  the  Territories  to 

consider  and  report  upon.  It  does  not  involvejnat- 

ters  which  require  peculiarly  the  action  of  a  com- 
mittee constituted  for  the  purposes  for  which  the 

Judiciary  Committee  is  constituted.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that,  aside  from  any  of  the  precedents  which 

have  been  cited  by  those  who  are  in  favor  of  the 
reference  to  the  Judiciary  Committee  or  to  the 
Territorial  Committee,  but  standing  on  the  mere 

question  itself,  as  an  isolated  one,  distinct  from  all 

others,  I  think  it  is  peculiarly  proper  that  the  bill 

should  be  referred  to  the  committee  which  is  con- 
versant with  matters  of  this  sort,  and  established 

for  the  consideration  of  such  subjects,  rather  than 
of  legal  questions  arising  out  of  questions  of  policy 
that  have  been  already  settled  and  determined. 

Mr.  RUSK.  I  shall  vote  against  the  reference 
of  this  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories, 
and  shall  vote  for  its  reference  to  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary,  and  I  shall  do  so  without  being 

influenced  by  any  of  those  extraneous  circum- 
stances or  considerations  which  have  been  brought 

to  bear  upon  the  question,  and  which  have  been 
urged  here;  for  the  reason  that  all  the  precedents 
for  referring  bills  of  this  description,  with  the 
exception  of  one,  are  in  favor  of  referring  them  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  If  the  prece- 

dents were  equal,  or  if  it  were  a  new  question,  it 
seems  to  me  there  should  be  no  difficulty  or  hesi- 

tation in  determining  to  which  committee  the  bill 
should  be  referred.  But  if  precedents  have  any 
influence,  we  can  have  no  hesitation,  because  the 
precedents,  in  all  cases  of  a  similar  nature,  with 
but  a  single  exception,  have  been  on  the  side  of  a 
reference  to  the  Judiciary  Committee. 

A  proposition  is  here  made  to  introduce  a  State- 
into  this  Union,  the  proposed  State  not  having 

previously  adopted  a  constitution  for  itself.  We 
propose,  or  rather  it  is  proposed  by  this  bill,  to 
admit  a  State,  and  leave  it  to  the  people  of  that 
State  hereafter  to  form  a  State  constitution  con- 

forming in  all  respects  to  the  requirements  of  the 

Constitution  of  the  United  States.  This,  it  ap- 
pears to  me,  is  changing  the  entire  order  of  things. 

Congress  has  heretofore  required,  from  a  Stale 

applying  for  admission  into  the  Union,  a  State 
constitution,  and  they  have  carefully  examined  to 
see  if  that  constitution  conformed  to  the  require- 

ments of*the  Constitution  of  the  United  States. 
This  is  a  grave  question;  for  this  bill  proposes  to 
make  the  people  of  these  Territories  an  integral 

portion  of  the  people  of  this  country.  The  Sen- 
ator who  has  just  taken  his  seat  draws  an  argu- 
ment from  the  fact  that  New  Mexico  has  petitioned 

Congress  for  a  government,  and  with  it  has  coupied 
a  request  that  slavery  shall  be  excluded  from  that 
Territory.  Now,  the  honorable  Senator,  before 

he  takes  this  petition  as  the  foundation  of  an  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  acceding  to  their  request,  should 

examine  how  it  originated.  I  have  made  some  little 
examination  in  relation  to  this  convention  that  was 

held  in  New  Mexico.  I  have  not,  however,  com- 
pleted the  examination,  but,  as  far  1  have  gone,  the 

facts  in  connection  with  the  so-called  convention, 
seemed  to  be  these:  About  forty  or  fifty  persons, 
who  have  followed  our  army  into  New  Mexico, 
are  about  all  the  American  citizens  that  are  to  be 

found  on  this  side  of  the  Rio  Grande.  These  in- 
dividuals, I  understand,  have  had  the  principal 

management  in  getting  up  this  petition,  the  ob- 
ject of  which,  with  them,  is  twofold:  in  the 

first  place,  to  wrest  from  Texas  what  is  justly 
and  legally  and  rightfully  her  due — that  which 
unquestionably  belongs  to  her,  and  which  has 
not  only  been  defined  to  be  her  property  by  her 
own  law,  but  which  has  been  so  recognized  by 
foreign  Governments,  and  so  recognized  by  the 
President  of  ihe  United  States  and  by  the  citi- 

zens of  the  United  States.  In  order  to  effect 

this  object,  they  thought  it  necessary  to  appeal 
to  a  strong  and  excited  party  in  Congress;  and 
hence  this  position,  setting  forth  that  they  de- 

sire to  be  freed  from  the  institution  of  domestic 

slavery.  Now,  with  regard  to  the  population  of 
New  Mexico,  I  have  some  information.  I  know, 
from  the  experience  that  I  have  had;  what  sort  of 
people  these  Mexicans  are;  and,  by  the  way,  what 
I  have  heard  in  relation  to  the  person  who  figures 
most  conspicuously  in  this  convention  is  not  very 
creditable  to  him.  He  has  been  acting  there  as 
alcalde.  Now,  the  alcalde  in  Mexican  jurisdiction 
has  almost  the  entire  control  over  matters  of  a 

judicial  character.  This  individual  left  our  army, 
and  epdeavored,  at  the  outset  of  his  civic  career, 

to  overturn  the  established  system  which  prevailed 
in  that  Territory;  but  in  this  he  was  not  altogether 
successful.  I  have  some  experience  also  in  respect 

to  popular  conventions  in  that  country;  for  1  re- 
member I  came  nigh  getting  into  the  calaboose 

once  for  attending  one  of  them.  The  manner  of 
getting  them  up  is  this:  The  chief  officer  of  trie 
district  collects  the  principal  citizens,  and  they 

hold  what  they  call  a  "junta."  I  remember  that 
in  1835,  shortly  after  I  went  to  Texas,  being  at 
Nacogdoches,  I  was  called  on  to  attend  one  of 

these  "juntas,"  or  conventions,  by  the  alcalde. 
Certain  questions  were  laid  before  us,  and  we  were 
invited  to  express  our__opinions  upon  them.  I  ex- 

pressed mine  very  freely;  and,  after  the  meeting 
was  broken  up,  the  alcalde  ordered  me  to  be  taken 
to  the  calaboose;  and  if  there  had  not  been  more 
Americans  present  -than  Mexicans,  I  should  have 
been  imprisoned  for  the  mere  expression  of  my 
opinions.  And  this  is  the  sort  of  men  who  are 
assuming  to  dictate  to  us!  Has  it  come  to  this, 
that,  upon  a  question  which  has  been  agitated 
since  the  formation  of  the  Government,  we  must 

now  be  instructed  by  ihe  people  of  New  Mexico 
how  we  are  to  act?  I  regret  that  the  question  has 

been  dragged  into  this  debate;  but,  without  refer- 
ence to  it  at  all,  I  shall  vote  for  sending  this'bill  to 

the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  because  I  believe 

that  it  involves  some  very  important  legal  ques- 
tions, such  as  should  be  investigated  thoroughly 

before  we  act  upon  the  bill. 
Mr.  BERRIEN.  I  desire  merely,  before  the 

question  is  taken,  that  the  Senate  should  under- 
stand what  has  been  formerly  done.  The  Com- 

mittee on  Territories  was  formed  in  1844.  The 

first  question  that  occurred  was  in  regard  to  the 
admission  of  Iowa  and  Florida,  upon  the  motion 

of  Mr.  Evans,  of  Maine.  The  question  was  dis- 
cussed whether  the  bill  should  be  referred,  not  to 

the  Committee  on  Territories,  but  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. Mr.  Evans  moved  that  the  bill  should  be 

referred  to  a  select  committee;  and,  after  discussion, 
it  was  determined  by  the  Senate  that  it  should  be 
referred  to  the  Committeeon  the  Judiciary.  Though 
the  Committee  on  Territories  was  in  existence,  and 

though  a  proposition  was  made  to  abstract  the  bill 

from  the  Judiciary  Committee,  yet  it  was  not' 
thought  proper  by  the  Senate  to  do  so.  That  was 
in  1845.  In  December,  1846,  the  bill  for  the  ad- 

mission of  Iowa  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

That  was  two  years  after  the  Committee  on  Terri- 
tories had  been  in  existence.  In  1847  the  bill  for 

the  admission  of  Wisconsin  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary.  This  was  the  third  reference  after  the- Territorial  Committee  had  been  in  existence.  At 
the  last  session  the  bill  for  the  admission  of  Wis- 

consin was  sent  to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 
There  is  one  instance,  therefore,  of  a  reference  to 
the  Territorial  Committee  in  opposition  to  three 
distinct  references  to  the  Judiciary  Committee. 
Now,  one  word  in  reply  to  what  was  said  by 

the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Territories,,  in 
answer  to  the  remark  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama, 
that  there  had  been  a  violation  of  the  ordinance  of 

1787,  by  permitting  a  greater  number  of  States  to 
be  formed  out  of  the  Northwest  Territory  than 
was  provided  for  in  that  ordinance,  and  that  this 
received  the  deliberate  sanction  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary.  Now,  I  beg  to  say  that  that 
was  a  bill  passed  by  the  House  of  Representatives, 
sent  here,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary,  before  we  knew  that  such  a  question 
was  made.  The  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  re- 

ported back  the  bill  without_amendment,and  with- 
out being  aware,  as  far  as  I  am  informed,  of  the 

existence  of  the  question  suggested  by  the  Senator 
from  Alabama.  The  Senate  is  now  in  possession 
of  the  facts,  and  it  can  determine  whether  it  will 

adhere  to  its  long-established  practice,  or  whether 
it  will  adhere  to  the  isolated  case  referred  to  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Territories. 

Mr.  President,  I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  enter 

into  the  discussion  of  questions  apart  from  the  im- 
mediate question  of  reference,  but  I  think  there  is 

no  Senator  who  looks  upon  this  bill  with  attention, 
and  considers  the  extraordinary  character  of  the 
measures  which  it  proposes  to  adopt,  and  who 
reflects  upon  the  important  legal  and  constitutional 
questions  necessarily  involved  in  the  discussion  of 
the  bill,  who  will  hesitate  to  admit  that  there  is  a 

manifest  propriety  in  referring'it  to  the  Committee on  ihe  Judiciary. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  One  word,  Mr.  President,  con- 
cerning the  bill  passed  at  the  last  session.  The 

Senator  from  Alabama  has  asked  how  it  happened 
that  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  in  the  first 
place,  and  the  Senate  subsequently,  allowed  apart 
of  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin  under  the  operation 
of  the  ordinance  of  1787  to  be  taken  off,  and  here- 

after— as  it  will  be  in  a  short  time — organized  into 
a  separate  State?  In  answering  that  question, 

perhaps  I  am,  in  some  measure,  answering  the' ob- 
jection that  has  been  made  by  the  honorable  Sen- 

ator from  Indiana,  when  he  speaks  of  the  sectional 
character  which,  he  says,  characterizes  the  Judi- 

ciary Committee.  Sir,  in  answering  him  as  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  I  shall 

state  what  took  place  in  regard  to  that  matter. 
When  this  question  came  up  before  the  committee, 
(which,  I  believe,  was  not  organized  with  any 
sectional  views,  for  although  there  are  four  gentle- 

men from  the  South,  and  but  one  from  the  North, 
upon  that  committee,  it  is  merely  accidental,  and 
not  the  result  of  design  in  the  organization,)  I 
stood  alone,  sir,  when  it  was  proposed  to  take  off 
part  of  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin,  and  give  it  to 
the  Territory  of  Minesota,  to  be  formed,  hereafter, 
into  a  separate  State. 

I  am  from  that  part  of  the  country  which  has 
observed,  so  far  as  I  know,  all  the  obligations  of 
the  ordinance  of  1787,  or  any  other  constitutional 
obligation;  but  1  then  stood  alone  on  this  ques- 

tion, and  I  object  now,-  most  solemnly  object,  to 
your  taking  one  inch  of  this  territory  from  under 
the  operation  of  the  ordinance  of  1787.  Sir,  I 
stood  alone  in  the  committee,  and  four  of  its  mem- 

bers were  against  me;  and  had  I  not  been  absent 
from  my  seat  when,  the  committee  reported  that 
bill,  and  it  was  passed  into  a  law,  you  would  have 
heard  my  voice  in.  this  Chamber  upon  that  very 

subject.  And  I  think,  with  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama, that  all  the  precedents  in  relation  to  this 

matter  show  that  the  bill  under  consideration 

should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  ihe  Judi-. 
ciary,  and  that,  under  the  circumstances,  it  cannot 
be  otherwise  disposed  of. 

I  cannot  take  my  seat  without  making  one  re- 
mark in  relation  to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Territories.  I  believe 

that  he  has  acted  in  good  faith,  so  far  as  concerns 
this  question;  and  I  do  him  but  justice  when  1  say 
that  he  has  done  all  that  he  could  do,  considering 
his  peculiar  local  position,  to  settle  the  quesiion 
which  has  shaken  our  Union  for  many  years  past. 

But  when  my  friend,  the  Senator  from  Indiana, 
chooses  to  say  that  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 

ciary has  bean  so  organized  that  a  majority  of  its 
members— -all  but  one — are  from  the  South,  I  feel 
it  incumbent  on  me  to  disclaim  all  intention  or 
design  of  unfairness,  on  the  part  of  myself  or  any 
other  members  of  the  committee,  towards  any 
section  of  the  country,  in  the  organization  of  that 
committee.  That  the  committee  is  so  constituted  is 
an  undoubted  fact,  but  its  constitution  is  purely 
accidental.  When  the  committee  was  organized 
I  was  in  favor  of  retaining  a  gentleman  fiom  the 
North,  who  was  directly  opposed  to  us,  because 
he  was  a  good  lawyer,  and  I  wanted  the  benefit  of 
his  counsel  upon  judicial  matters,  and  I  was  not 

disposed  to  forego  that  benefit  because  he  hap- 
pened to  be  from  the  northern  section  of  this 

Union.  Sir,  I  repeat  that  I  believe  there  has  been 
no  design  in  the  organization  of  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  nor  that  any  unfairness  towards  any 
section  of  this  Union  is  to  be  apprehended  from 

its  organization. 
It  is  a  very  strange  proceeding,  when  we  speak 

of  organizing  a  government  for  California,  that  the 
Federal  Government  in  Congress  assembled,  in 

making  the  deed  conferring  the  power  of  govern- 
ment upon  her  for  the  first  time,  shall  be  the  cre- 
ating and  regulating  power.  This,  sir,  is  estab- 

lishing a  precedent  'never  known  before.  I  have 
always  understood,  heretofore,  that  a  State  came 
here  to  ask  admission  in  our  Union,  clothed  with 

all  the  attributes  of  sovereignty;  but  we  are  as- 
suming the  power  of  making  the  State — making 

the  deed  which  is  to  confer  the  power  of  govern- 
ment, and  giving  it  a  certain  character/  This  is 

establishing,  as  1  have  said,  a  precedent  heretofore 
unknown  in  the  history  of  the  Federal  Govern- ment. 

I  have  found  myself,  contrary  to  my  intention 
and  my  rule,  betrayed  into  remarks  of  this  kind; 
but  I  have  been  actuated  by  no  wish  to  draw  in- 

vidious  distinctions   between   the    Committee  on 
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Territories  and  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

7  stated  the  fact  that-I  stood  alone  on  the  propo- 
sition to  take  a  part  of  the  Territory  of  Wisconsin 

and  organize  from  it  the  Territory  of  Minesota, 
and  gentlemen  may  look  over  the  list  and  see  who 
constituted  that  committee.  1  will  repeat,  that 
had  I  been  in  the  Senate  when  that  bill  was  passed, 
you  would  have  heard  my  voice  here  as  well  as  in 
the  committee. 

Mr.  NILES.  Mr.  President,  I  agree  with  the 
Senator  from  Georgia  [Mr.  Berrien]  that  all  bills 
for  the  admission  of  States  into  this  Union  always 
have  been,  and  always  ought  to  be,  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  I  do  not  think  that 
anybody  can  be  so  blind  as  not  to  perceive  and 
understand  tlte  real  character  of  this  bill.  It  is  a 

territorial  bill,  but  under  a  different  name:  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  that. 

-Certainly  no  Senator  can  contend  that  the  Senate 
has  any  constitutional  right  to  go  into  a  territory 
comprising  six  hundred  thousand  square  miles  and 
a.foreign  population  of  forty  thousand  souls,  with 
no  civil  organization  whatever,  and  organize  a 
State  government.  The  admission  of  a  State  into 
the  Union  supposes  the  existence  of  a  political 
organization;  but  here  there  is  none.  This  is  a 
territorial  bill,  and  in  that  view  I  shall  vote  for  its 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 

For  one,  I  shall  not  be  asleep  with  reference  to 
the  suggestion  of  the  Senator  from  Indiana  [Mr. 
Bright]  to  postpone  the  consideration  of  this 
subject,  and  the  exciting  question  connected  with 
it,  till  the  next  session  of  Congress.  I  am  ready 
to  meet  that  question  now — a  question  which  the 
country  expects  us  to  meet,  and  which  cannot  be 
dodged  either  one  way  or  the  other.  I  shall,  there- 

fore, vote  for  the  reference  to  the  Committee  on 
Territories. 

Mr.  YULEE.  Mr.  President,  I  move  as  an 
amendment  to  the  motion  before  the  Senate,  to 

strike  out  the  word  "territory,"  and  insert  the 
word  "judiciary." 

Mr.  BUTLER.  It  will  amount  to  the  same 

thing.     Never  mind;  let  it  go  as  it  is. 
Several  Senators.  Yes,  yes;  let  it  remain  as 

it  is. 
Mr.  YULEE  withdrew  his  amendment. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  question  to 

refer  the  bill  to  the  Committee  on  the  Territories, 
and  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Baldwin,  Bradbury, 
Breese,  Bright,  Cameron,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Corwin,  Davis 
of  Massachusetts,  Dickinson,  Dix,  Dodge,  Douglas,  Feleli, 
Fitzserald,  Hale,  Hamlin,  Miller,  Niles,  Sturgeon,  Upham, 
and  Walker- 24. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien, 

Borland,  Butler,  Calhoun,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Downs, 
Fitzpatrick,  Foote,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Maryland, 
Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia.  King,  Metcalfe, 

Pearce,  Rusk,  Turney,  Underwood,  YVes'tcott,  and  Yulee — 25.  • 

So  the  motion  was  not  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BERRIEN,  the  bill  was  then 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

RAILROAD  ACROSS  THE  ISTHMUS. 

Mr.  BENTON  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed 
to  the  consideration  of  the  special  order,  being  the 
bill  to  make  compensation  for  the  transportation 
of  troops  and  supplies,  for  a  limited  time,  over  the 
isthmus  of  Panama;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  BENTON  then  said:  Mr.  President,  the 
object  of  that  bill  has  been  very  fully  set  forth  by 
the  petition  of  the  memorialists,  which  was  laid 
before  the  Senate  several  days  since,  and  which 
has  been  printed  by  order  of  the  Senate  for  the 
use  of  its  members,  and  reprinted  in  the  newspa- 

pers in  this  city  and  many  newspapers  throughout the  country. 

•  The  object  which  the  petition  so  fully  and  yet 
so  briefly  and  clearly  points  out,  needs  nothing  at all  from  me  to  enhance  it  in  the  estimation  of  this 
body  or  the  country.  It  is  vain,  sir,  for  me  to 
enlarge  upon  the  subject.  This  great  object,  favored 
by  all  persons  and  circumstances  and  considera- 

tions, needs  no  commendation  from  me. 
The  bill,  Mr.  President,  puts  it  into  the  hands 

of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  contract  with  those 
petitioners  for  a  limited  time,  and  for  a  sum  not 
exceeding  a  certain  amount. 
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The  conclusion  of  this  contract  is  put  into  the 
hands  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  because  in 
his  hands  alone  is  the  great  business  of  the  mail 
steamers  plying  between  our  possessions  on  the 
Atlantic  and  our  possessions  on  the  Pacific  side  of 
North  America.  These  mail  steamers  are  designed, 
to  a  certain  extent,  to  become  auxiliary  and  sub- 

servient to  the  naval  operations  of  the  United  States, 
liable  to  become  a  part  of  its  naval  force,  and  on 
that  account  they  are  not  under  the  control  of  the 
Postmaster  General,  to  whom  their  immediate  su- 

pervision would  seem  to  belong. 
Nor  does  this  bill  command  the  Secretary  of 

War — to  whom,  also,  might  be  referred  the  appro- 
val of  such  contracts  with  propriety — to  conclude 

it.  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  the  'person  to 
whom  the'bill  refers  the  conclusion  of  the  contract, 
because  he  already  has  in  his  hands  the  great  busi- 

ness of  controlling  the  steamships  which  carry 
mails  between  the  eastern  and  western  extremes 

of  our  possessions,  and  it  only  lacks,  sir,  that  a 
link  be  completed  which  lies  between  the  Atlantic 
and  Pacific  Oceans  to  perfect  the  communication 
between  the  two  sides  of  our  continent. 

The  bill  also  provides  for  the  transportation  of 
naval  as  well  as  military  stores;  therefore,  it  very 
appropriately  refers  the  completion  of  the  contract 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  persons,  Mr.  President,  named  in  the  bill, 
and  who,  if  the  bill  passes,  are  those  with  whom 
the  contract  will  be  made,  are  persons  who,  in  my 

opinion,  are  entitled  to  the  most  favorable  consid- 
eration. They  are,  in  the  first  place,  persons  who 

are  acquainted  practically  with  what  they  under- 
take to  do.  One  of  the  petitioners,  Mr.  Stephens, 

is  known  throughout  the  reading  world  for  his 
travels  in  a  part  of  South  America,  which  lies  near 
the  country  over  which  this  road  is  to  run.  Besides 
being  known  as  a  traveler  in  all  this  region,  he 
has  visited  the  isthmus  in  company  with  two  en- 

gineers to  ascertain  for  himself  not  merely  the 
practicability,  but  the  cost  of  the  work;  and,  though 
necessarily  aided  by  the  surveys  which  have  been 
made  heretofore  under  the  contracts  of  different 
governments,  he  has  nevertheless  examined  every 
inch  of  ground  himself,  accompanied  by  skillful 
engineers,  who  have  made  their  own  report  of  the 
route.  He  has  knowledge  upon  the  subject,  and 
without  knowledge  of  the  subject  it  is  in  vain  for 
anybody  to  undertake  it. 

The  company  who  apply  for  this  privilege  have 
another  recommendation — that  of  capital  to  accom- 

plish it.  They  then,  sir,  have  another  recommend- 
ation, which  is,  an  interest  in  the  completion  of 

the  work.  Thgy  are  the  contractors  for  the  trans- 
portation of  the  mails  on  the  other  side  of  the 

isthmus.  They  have  already  put  afloat  three 
steamers  of  the  first  class,  which  have  cost  them 
six  hundred  thousand  dollars.  These  steamers 

are  now  passing  round  to  commence  the  business 
of  transportation  on  the  other  side  of  the  isthmus. 
They  have,  then,  a  great  sum  already  embarked 
in  this  business,  and  they  have  a  direct  interest  in 
making  successful  the  large  amount  of  money 
which  they  have  invested  on  the  other  side.  They 

who  undertake  to  carry  "persons  and  things'' 
from  the  other  side  of  the  isthmus  are  those  who, 
above  all  others,  are  the  most  interested  in  having 
the  means  of  accomplishing,  in  the  shortest  pos- 

sible time,  the  transit  across  the  isthmus  of  the 

"persons  and  things"  in  the  transportation  of 
which  their  success  depends.  They  have  a  direct 
interest  in  their  money  already  invested,  and  they 
have  an  interest  in  the  success  of  their  enterprise. 
They  have  another  reason,  Mr.  President,  why 

they  should  have  this  grant  from  us.  They  already 
have  it  from  the  Government  which  owns  the 

country — from  the  Government  of  New  Granada 
— and  are  at  this  time  in  possession  of  the  privi- 

lege of  opening  this  road. 
I  will  read  to  the  Senate  the  letter  of  General 

Herran,  Minister  from  New  Granada  to  this  Gov- 
ernment, procured  by  these  three  gentlemen, 

Messrs.  Aspinwall,  Stephens,  and  Chauncey.     It 
is  dated  Legation  op  New  Granada, 

Washington,  Dec.  18,  1848. Gentlemen:    I  have  had  various  conferences  with  Mr. 
John  L.  Stephens,  as  representative  of  the  association  which 
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you  have  formed,  and  with  powers  sufficient  to  solicit  the 
privilege  of  constructing  a  railroad  in  the  Isthmus  of  Pana- 

ma, under  the  conditions  which, in  the  name  of  iny  Govern- 
ment, I  have  proposed  to  him.  From  these  conferences  it 

has  resulted  that  Mr.  Stephens  has  given  me  sufficient  guar- 
antees, besides  those  which  are  expressed  in  the  privilege 

conceded  to  Matthew  Klein,  under  date  of  the  8th  of  June, 
1847,  to  ensure  the  execution  of  this  work,  [this  is  a  very 
material  statement,  sir,]  and  that  your  association  binds  it- 

self to  fulfill  the  conditions  which  I  have  proposed  in  favor 
of  New  Granada,  besides  those  which  are  set  forth  in  tho 

privilege. In  virtue  of  this  agreement,  I  declare  that  you  are  in  pos- 
session of  the  privilege  conceded  by  the  Government  of  New 

Granada  for  the  construction  of  a  railroad  over  the  [sthmus 
of  Panama.    I  am,  your  very  obedient  servant, 

P.  A.  HERRAN. 
Messrs.  W.  II.  Aspinwall,  Jno.  L.  Stephens,  and  Henry. 

Chaoncey. 

This  letter  is  in  Spanish,  sir,  and  I  give  it  a  lit- 
eral translation  as  I  go  on.  The  last  sentence  is 

perhaps  the  most  essential  of  all.  "In  virtue  of 
'  this  agreement  I  declare  that,  you  are  in  posses- 
'  sion  of  the  privilege  conceded  by  the  Government 
'  of  New  Granada  for  the  construction  of  a  railroaS 
'  over  the  Isthmus  of  Panama." 

So  that,  Mr.  President,  besides  securing  to  these 
applicants  this  contract  heretofore,  as  stated  by  , 
them  in  their  petition,  the  Minister  of  Now  Gra- 

nada has  now,  on  this  day,  given  them  an  official 
letter  declaring  that  they  are  in  possession  of  it. 
And  it  is  probable  that  the  Minister  himself  may 
be  within  the  sound  of  my  voice  when  1  make  this 
declaration,  that  he  has,  on  this  day,  and  for  tho 
purpose  for  which  it  is  now  used,  declared  that 
these  persons  are  in  possession  of  the  privilege 
grajited  by  that  Government.  Let  it  be  known 
that  this  day  the  parties  are  in  possession. 

I  deem  it  fortunate,  Mr.  President,  that,  after 
the  delays  which  have  taken  place  for  more  than 
three  centuries  in  executing  some  easy  and  practi- 

cable communication  between  these  two  great 
oceans,  the  time  has  arrived  now  when  the  great 
work  can  be  accomplished.  Two  Governments, 
both  in  the  New  World,  republics,  and  friendly  to 
each  other,  have  entered  into  a  treaty  for  the  pur- 

pose of  securing  the  execution  of  this  work.  An 
article  has  been  inserted  in  the  treaty,  unanimously 
agreed  to  on  the  part  of  the  American  Senate,  by 
which,  sir,  we  acquire  an  interest,  an  invaluable 
interest,  in  the  use  of  that  work,  provided  we  use 
the  right  secured  to  us  of  opening  the  way  across 
the  isthmus. 

This  is  done  by  two  republics — Powers  of  the 
New  World — acting  together  in  making  this  treaty, 
and  taking  into -their  own  hands,  as  appropriate, 
the  great  work  which  is  to  carry  into  effect  the 
great  idea  of  Columbus,  in  proposing  to  go  west. 
in  order  to  arrive  at  the  east.  It  is  now  in  eur 

power  to  accomplish  it.  The  petitioners  undertake 
to  do  it  within  three  years;  and  that  undertaking 

is  made  upon  an  actual  view,  an  actual  examina- 
tion by  engineers  of  the  whole  work  to  be  accom- 

plished. Their  contract  with  the  Government  of 
New  Granada  gives  them  eight  years  in  which  to 
do  this  work.  The  privilege  of  which  they  alone 
are  now  in  possession  expires  after  eight  years, 
and  does  not  expire  for  eight  years;  but,  actuated 

by  their  own  interests,  as  well  as  anxious  to 
comply  with  the  universal  desire  to  facilitate  the 
intercourse  between  the  two  great  oceans,  these 
petitioners  are  ready  to  make  extraordinary  efforts, 
and  to  accomplish  this  work\vithih  less  than  half 
the  time. 

This  is  as  desirable  to  us,  to  the  Government  of 
this  country,  and  to  all  who  have  yet  to  traverse 
the  two  oceans,  as  it  is  to  them.  Their  interest 
requires  it,  and  our  convenience,  and  the  successful 
carrying  on  of  our  own  business  requires  it  also. 
In  the  case  of  this  company — informed  as  they 
are — acquainted  as  they  are  with  the  work  which 
they  have  to  do,  and  in  possession  of  the  necessary 

capital  to  accomplish  it — already  having  six  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  invested  in  the  line,  which 

is  on  the  other  side  of  the  Isthmus,  and  deeply 

interested  in  the  returns  which  they  have  them- 

selves to  get  from  capital  ahead)'-  laid  out — we  have 
every  possible  human  guarantee  that  these  gentle- 

men will  have  the  woik  accomplished  within  the 
time  which  they  name.  Then,  Mr.  President,  it 
is  a  subject  of  congratulation,  a  subject  of  rejoicing, 
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that  the  United  States  of  America,  one  of  the  first 
Powers  in  the  world,  shall  be  the  first  to  carry  out 

the  great  idea  of  Columbus  of  going  west  to  obtain 
the  east.  Other  plans  may  follow,  sir.  There  is 

one  contemplated  across  the  Isthmus  of  Tehuan- 
tepec  by  an  English  company.  Let  it  go  on.  Let 
it  succeed.  Let  there  be  as  many  as  possible.  But, 
sir,  when  that  work  is  accomplished,  it  is  still  a 
British  work.  It  is  none  of  ours.  It  is  not  guar- 

antied to  us  by  treaties.  We  will  have  to  take 
our  chance  along  with  other  nations. 
We  may  also,  sir,  in  time,  perhaps  before  long, 

accomplish  the  great  idea  of  Mr.  Jefferson  in  send- 
ing Lewis  and  Clarke  to  the  Pacific  Ocean,  the 

great  object  of  which  was  to  examine  into  the 
practicability  of  opening  a  communication  between 
the  two  sides  of  the  continent.  We  may  have  an 
American  road  yet  to  the  Pacific  Ocean:  but  that 
must  be  a  work  of  time.  The  work  across  the 

Isthmus  of  Tehuantepec  may  be  called  a  foreign 
work,  as  it  concerns  us.  This  across  the  Isthmus 
of  Darien  may  be  considered  an  American  work, 
and  that  will  be  completed  immediately.  I  hope, 
then,  that  the  Senators  may  see  that  every  interest 

and  every  feeling  that  belongs  to  the  Americans — > 
for  I  appropriate  that  term  by  way  of  distinction 
to  the  first  Power  in  the  New  World — should 
make  us  anxious  to  accomplish  this  work,  and  to 
do  it  at  once.  Great  will  be  the  pride  of  all  Amer- 

ica to  be  the  first  to  accomplish  this  work,  and  to 
accomplish  it  under  circumstances  which  will  give 
it  a  national  character  with  respect  to  ourselves. 

Mr.  BREESE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  rise  at 
this  time  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  the  merits 
of  this  important  enterprise.  I  shall  leave  that  for 
some  other  and  more  auspicious  time.  But  I  rise 
to  express  my  hope  that  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Missouri  will  not  attempt  to  precipitate  action 
upon  this  bill,  nor  attempt  to  get  a  vote  of  the 
Senate  upon  it  to-day,  nor  this  week,  but  that  he 
•will  give  us  ample  time  and  abundant  opportunity 
to  consider  it  fully  in  all  its  details,  and  in  its 
whole  scope.  I  rise,  sir,  merely  to  state  to  the 
Senate  that  I  have  received  information,  upon 

■which  I  can  implicitly  rely,?that  a  far  more  bene- 
ficial proposition  than  this  presented  by  the  Com- 

mittee on  Military  Affairs  will  very  soon  be  offered 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

Sir,  this  is  a  vast  matter  and  a  vast  undertaking 
which  these  individuals,  the  memorialists  to  this 
Government,  are  about  to  attempt,  and  for  which 
they  are  to  receive  the  sanction,  patronage,  and 
funds  of  the  Government.  If  I  understand  any- 

thing about  it,  this  road  will  be  about  fifty  miles 
in  length,  which,  at  a  cost  of  fifty  thousand  dollars 
per  mile,  would  amount  to  a  little  more  than  two 
millions  of  dollars.  And  now,  sir,  by  this  bill  the 
Government  proposes  to  pay  to  them,  for  twenty 
years,  six  millions  of  dollars  for  transportation  of 
all  kinds,  leaving  a  profit  of  four -millions,  without 
counting  the  tolls  levied  on  that  portion  of  the 
commerce  of  the  world  that  may  pass  over  the 
route. 

The  Senator  says  we  have  obtained  the  right  to 

pass  across  the  isthmus  by  treaty  with  New  Gra- 
nada, and  that  that  right  will  be  gone  unless  we 

exercise  it.  What  is  that  right  designated  by  the 

35th  article  of  the  treaty  ?  It  is  nothing"  more  than a  right  of  way  guarantied  to  us,  and  we  are  not 
subjected  to  the  condition  of  constructing  a  road 
in  order  to  secure  the  privileges  guarantied  by  this 
right  of  way. 

I  hope  the  attention  of  the  Senate  will  be  called 
to  this  matter,  and  to  the  vast  sum  of  money  pro- 

posed to  be  paid  to  these  gentlemen;  and  that  Sen- 
ators will  bear  in  mind  that  a  proposition  much 

more  favorable  will  be  presented  to  them.  The 
Senate,  therefore,  should  not  act  hastily  upon  this 
subject,  but  give  us  all  time  to  look  into  it,  and  to 
make  up  our  minds  fully  in  regard  to  it. 

Mr.  HALE.  Mr.  President,  I  do  not  wish  to 

be  understood,  in  "the  vecy  few  remarks  which  I 
propose  to  make  upon  this  subject  at  this  time,  as 
indicating  what  vote  I  shall  give  this  bill  on  its  final 
passage.  I  confess,  however,  at  the  outset,  that 

my  impressions  are  all  against  it — very  strongly 
against  it;  and  I  wish  to  be  informed  about  it.  If 
1  understand  the  treaty  between  this  country  and 
New  Granada,  to  the  35th  article  of  which  refer- 

ence has  been  made  by  the  Senator  from  Illinois, 
[Mr.  Breese,]  a  great  and  valuable  privilege  was 
secured  to  the  Government  and  citizens  of  the  Uni- 

ted States.  Well,  sir,  I  take  it  that  when  that 
treaty  was  ratified  by  the  Government  of  New 

Granada,  their  power,  so  far  as  it  relates  to  any 
railroad  that  was  to  be  built  across  the  isthmus, 

either  by  the  United  States  or"  her  citizens,  was 
performed  and  finished,  and  that  it  now  remains 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  pre-- 
scribe  the  mode  and  manner  and  terms  upon  which 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States  are  to  enjoy  the 

privilege  of  constructing  a  railroad;  or,  in  the  words 

of  the  treaty,  "any  mode  of  communication  which 

may  exist,  or  which  may  hereafter  be  constructed." 
Several  Senators.     Read  it. 

Mr.  HALE.    The  35th  article  of  the  treaty  is 
as  follows: 

"  The  Government  of  New  Granada  guaranties  to  tlie  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  that  the  right  of  way  or  transit 

across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama  upon  any  modes  of  commu- 
nication that  now  exist,  or  that  may  hereafter  be  constructed, 

shall  be  open  and  free  to  the  Government  and  citizens  of 
the  United  States  for  the  transportation  of  any  articles  of 
produce,  manufactures,  merchandise,  and  commerce  belong- 

ing to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States:  and  that  no  other 
toils  or  charges^  shall  be  levied  on  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  or  their  merchandise,  than  are  levied  upon  the  citi- 

zens of  New  Granada." 
I  take  it,  sir,  that,  as  far  as  that  Government  is 

concerned,  the  right  of  this  construction  is  vested 

by  this  treaty  in  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  and  it  is  not  competent  for  any  of  the  citi- 

zens of  the  United  States  to  go  in  and  buy  a  con- 
tract with  that  Government,  subsequent  to  this 

treaty,  and  pass  a  snap  statute,  and  say  to  the  Gov- 
ernment, "Your  hands  are  tied;  you  cannot  ac- 

I  complish  your  object  except  by  contracting  with 

'us." 

Again,  sir,  this  bill  not  only  authorizes  but 
directs  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  enter  into  a 
contract  with  these  three  individuals.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me,  that  though  the  word  has  grown 
somewhat  odious  of  late,  this  is,  in  the  strictest 
sense  of  the  definition,  a  monopoly.  All  the  other 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  except  Mr.  William 

H.  Aspinwall,  John  L.  Stephens,  and  Mr.  Chaun- 
cey,  by  this  bill  are  deprived,  for  twenty  years,  of 
the  privileges  which  might  accrue  to  the  citizens 
and  Government  of  the  United  States  under  the 

treaty  with  New  Granada.  The  Secretary  is  not 
at  liberty,  after  this  bill  becomes  a  law,  to  receive 

proposals  from  anybody  else,  no  matter  how  favor- 
able may  be  the  terms. 

If  I  understood  the  honorable  gentleman  from 

Missouri,  [Mr.  Benton,]  one  of  the  reasons  as- 
signed in  his  introductory  remarks  as  favoring  the 

passage  of  this  bill,  is,  that  these  gentlemen  have 
already  very  vast  contracts  with  the  Government 
on  the  other  side  of  the  isthmus,  where  they  have 
the  carrying  of  the  mails.  I  suppose  that  there  is 
to  be»a  sort  of  scriptural-revelation  doctrine  here, 
that  to  those  who  have  much,  much  shall  be  given, 
and  that  these  gentlemen,  because  they  have 
already  secured  very  large  and  valuable  contracts, 
are  now  to  have  this  privilege  given  to  them  for 
twenty  years.  If  this  bill  lies  over,  I,  if  no  other 

Senator  does  it,  will' propose  an  amendment,  in- 
structing the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  issue  pro- 

posals to  the  whole  people  of  the  United  States, 
and  see  if  there  cannot  be  three  other  gentlemen 
found  that  have  as  much  skill,  as  much  knowledge, 
and  as  much  capital  too,  to  construct  this  railroad 
as  they  have. 

It  is  a  new  measure;  it  is  one  of  vast  moment. 
It  opens  a  new  era  in  the  hisiory  of  the  world, 
connecting  the  two  sides  of  this  continent  by  this 
railroad;  and  I  am  not  prepared,  at  this  moment, 

to  say  that  this  new  phase  of  civilization  and  com- 
merce, which  is  now  exciting  the  interest  of  the 

whole"  world,  at  the  very  first  day  that  it  sees  the 
light,  is  to  be  transferred  for  twenty  years  to 
Messrs.  Aspinwall,  Stephens,  and  Chauncey. 

I  do  not  know,  sir,  but  that  I  may  have  mis- 
taken altogether  the  character  of  this  bill;  but  this 

is  the  way  that  it  strikes  my  mind  at  present.  I 

am  open  to  conviction.  If  the,re  are  any  argu- 
ments to  be  given  to  a  mind  willing  to  hear  them, 

and  to  be  convinced  by  them,  I  would  be  very 
happy  to  hear  them  stated.  If  my  convictions  are 
overcome,  I  am  as  ready  to  vote  for  this  measure 
as  anybody  else;  but  at  present  my  impressions 
are  more  decidedly  against  this  bill  than  they  have 
been  upon  any  act  of  legislation  since  I  have  been 
a  member  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  I 
asked  the  Senate  to  make  this  bill  the  special  order 
for  to-day.  All  that  I  expected,  was  to  open  the 
subject  and  bring  it  before  the  Senate,  and  that, 
after  due  deliberation  and  discussion,  we  would 

proceed  to  act  upon  it.  I  did  not  intend  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  take  any  vote  upon  it  to-day,  of  any 
kind.  I  therefore  stand  ready  to  agree  to  the  put- 
ting  off  the  bill  from  day  to  day,  or  for  a  short 
time,  until  Senators  can  have  an  opportunity  to 
examine  it;  and  I  must  repeat,  what  I  then  stated  j 

that  the  only  way  by  which  Senators  can  under- 
stand this  matter,  is  to  leave  the  subject  open,  and 

to  discuss  it.  That  is  the  only  way.  That  there 
is  necessity  for  time  for  Senators  to  understand 
the  subject,  is  very  clear  from  what  the  Senator 
from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Breese,]  who  sits  upon  my 
right,  has  just  said.  He  supposes  that  by  this 
bill  twelve  millions  of  dollars  are  to  be  paid  for 
transporting  mails  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama. 

Mr.  BREESE.     I  said  six  millions. 
Mr.  BENTON.  Well,  then,  six  millions.  I 

•  do  not  care  about  the  precise  amount.  Why,  sir, 

this  contract  is  already  in  the  hands  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, as  a  part  of  the  contract  for  carrying  the 

mails  on  the  other  side  of  the  isthmus.  When  the 

mail  line  of  steamers  was  established  by  the  Con- 

gress 'of  the  United  States,  for  connecting  these 
two  parts  of  America,  it  was  stipulated,  in  the  con- 

tracts entered  into  between  the  Government  and 

thetjmail  companies,  that  the  gentlemen  who  have 
the  contract  on  this  side  should  carry  the  mail  as 

far  as  Chagres,  and  that  those  who  have  the  con- 
tract on  the  other  side  should  carry  them  from 

Chagres  across  the  isthmus  and  to  the  Pacific 
coast. 

There  is,  then,  sir,  in  the  hands  of  these  gentle- 
men, at  this  time,  not  merely  the  privilege,  but  the 

obligation  to  carry  the  mails  from  Chagres  across 
the  isthmus,  and  I  can  say  that,  over  and  above 
that  contract,  they  have  already  despatched  a  small 
steamer  to  Chagres  for  their  own  advantage  in 

transportation,  and  for  the  convenience  of  passen- 
gers going  by  that  direction.  And  I  may  say  that7 

for  considerations  of  humanity,  they  have  provi- 
ded against  the  detention  of  passengers  at  Chagres, 

a  place  in  itself  most  contemptible,  and  most  in- 
commodiously situated  upon  the  coast,  and  inhab- 

ited by  a  people  with  whom  it  cannot  be  desirable 
for  any  one  to  stay  over  night;  for  I  believe  there 
is  not  a  white  man  among  them;  and,  as  in  Rome 

it  is  necessary  to  do  as  Romans  do,  so  it  is  neces- 
sary to  do  as  these  people  do  when  stopping 

among  them.  These  gentlemen,  to  provide  against 
this  inconvenience,  have  already  provided  a  small 
steamer  for  the  purpose  of  meeting  the  steamer 

that  goes  down  from  the  American  coast,  and  re- 
ceiving persons  at  the  mouth  of  the  river,  and 

taking  them  up  as  far  as  steamboats  run,  which 
is  about  eighteen  miles.  They  have  already  pro- 

vided this  steamer,  and  the  mails  are  now  carried 
under  that  contract. 

Mr.  President,  it  is  not  only  that  there  is  noth- 
ing to  be  paid  for  the  transportation  of  the  mails, 

but  there  is  nothing  to  be  paid  any  way.  There 
is  nothing  stipulated  for  any  sum  or  for  anytime. 
The  authority  is  only  given  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  for  contracting  at  a  rate  not  exceeding 

certain  rules,  and  for  a  period  of  time  not  exceed- 
ing a  certain  number  of  years.  Now,  sir,  there  is 

a  rule  to  be  taken — the  rate  which  we  pay  for  car- 
rying the  mail  between  New  York  and  Liverpool. 

Here  are  your  rules  to  go  by.  The  rate  is  not  to 
exceed  three-fourths  of  the  amount  which  is  now 

paid  for  transporting  the  mails  alone  from  New 
York  to  Liverpool. 

The  Secretary  may  make  the  rate  as  much  be- 
low that  as  he  can  bring  down  the  parties,  and  we 

all  know  wellenough  that  an  American  officer,  in 

making  a  contract  under  an  act  that  gives  him  dis- 
cretionary powers,  feels  bound  by  every  consider- 

ation to  represent  the  wishes  of  his*Government and  the  mass  of  the  community  in  making  his 
contract.  So  much  as  to  amount.  Now  as  to  the 

time.  The  bill  specifies  a  great  deal.  The  Secre- 
tary is  not  bound  to  make  it  one  year.  He  may 

make  it  as  short  as  he  can.  Let  persons  make  as 

many  propositions  as  they  please.  These  propo- 
sitions will  aid  the  Secretary  in  making  his  con- 

tracts. Let  persons  make  propositions  for  carry- 
ing the  articles  mentioned  in  the  bill  for  less.  But 

these  propositions  must  come  from  persons  who 

know  what  they  are  going  to  do,  like  these  gentle- 
men, who  are  able  to  do  it,  and  have  an  interest, 

like  them,  in  accomplishing  it  in  the  shortest  time. 
And  when  all  is  done,  they  will  have  to  show,  sir, 

that  they  have  the  right  to  obtain  it  from  the  Gov- 
ernment of  New  Granada,  the  right  to  obtain 

what  is  shewn,  by  a  declaration  mads  this  morn- 
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jng  for  the  purpose  of  being-  read  to  the  American 
Senate,  to  have  been  already  guarantied  to  these 

gentlemen. 
Now,  sir,  it  is  not  the  mails  alone  which  they 

are  to  carry,  but  naval  and  military  supplies  of 
every  kind.  But  the  mails  are  already  provided 
for  by  a  separate  contract.  They  will  carry  them 

•  on  this  railroad,  whereas,  at  present,  they  carry 
them  on  the  backs  of  mules. 

The  articles  proposed  to  be  transported'  by  this company  are  of  every  species  of  military  and  naval 
supplies.  But  it  is  not  merely  these  supplies,  it  is 
also  for  the  transportation  of  persons;  not  merely 
military,  but  of  all  persons.  These  are  the  great 
ends  to  be  attained  and  accomplished,  and  for  these 
the  bill  stipulates  to  pay  nothing.  There  is  no 
stipulation  for  anything,  either  in  point  of  money 
or  in  point  of  time.  All  is  left  open  to  contract. 
But  the  bill  has  a  consideration  which  is  of  the 

highest  possible  moment.  It  is  that  the  work  shall 
be  completed  within  three  years  after  the  time  of 
contract. 

We  are  to  thank  the  gentleman  from  Illinois 
[Mr.  Breese]  for  bringing  forward  his  objections; 
but  he  misconceived  the  object  of  the  bill,  and  his 
misconceptions  put  him  off  the  track. 

With  this  I  will  make  a  few  observation s  to  the 

honorable  Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr, 
Hale.]  That  Senator  has  an  argument,  which  I 
feel  as  strongly  as  any  one,  against  all  monopolies 
— all  monopolies.  But  there  happen  to  be  cases 
in  which  monopolies  are  both  just  and  politic. 
There  are  cases  in  which  new  anS  extraordinary 
works  cannot  be  accomplished  except  by  giving 
advantages  to  the  company  engaged  in  them.  Of 
that  kind  is  the  work  before  us;  of  that  kind,  sir, 

are  our  mail  steamers,  which  not  only  go  to  Cali- 
fornia, but  to  Europe.  Of  that  kind  is  the  great 

Cunard  line  of  steamers, -which  have  won  the  admi- 
ration of  the  world.  They  are  steamers  employed 

by  the  British  Government.  Of  that  kind  are  all 
great  enterprises  set  on  foot,  for  which  individuals 
are  not  competent;  and  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to 
secure  the  fulfillment  of  such  enterprises,  to  add 
a  consideration  sufficient  to  insure  the  company 
against  loss,  in  order  to  get  a  great  work  accom- 

plished; and  all  that  duly  considered,  I  should 
kdvise  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  be  careful 
before  he  enters  into  any  contracts  with  this  or 
any  other  company.  The  bill  states  a  maximum 
beyond  which  he  cannot  go.  And  there  is  no 
minimum  to  which  he  is  confined.  Themaximum, 
sir,  is  in  favor  of  the  country,  and  I  trust  we  can 
be  satisfied  that  an  officer  of  the  American  Gov- 

ernment will  make  the  contract  upon  the  best 
terms  for  his  Government. 

I  have  no  objection  to  the  bill  going  over,  but  as 
for  extending  it,  it  is  death  to  the  bill.  The  loss 
of  a  few  months  now  is  the  loss  of  a  year.  And 
then  it  is  something  novel,  sir,  for  legislation  to 

stop  for  the  mere  purpose  of  giving  others  an  op- 
portunity to  come  in  and  bid  against  a  proposition 

desirable  in  itself,  and  particularly,  sir,  when  the 
object  contended  for  is  already  in  the  possession 
of  another.  An  application  which  may  come  in 
may  mar  the  whole  object.  They  may  offer  to 
carry  it  for  the  smallest  possible  sum  and  the  merest 
fraction  of  time.  What  then  ?  The  right,  sir,  the 
right  is  already  in  the  possession  of  another.  And 
what  becomes,  then,  of  the  contract  ?  No,  sir,  the 
bill  is  open.  The  bill  submits  the  whole  matter  to 
the  discretion  of  a  high  officer  of  the  Government, 
and  I  see  no  reason  why  we  should  be  afraid  to  trust 
to  his  discretion  in  the  limitations. 

Mr.  A^LEN.  As  this  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance, sir,  and  a  subject  entirely  new,  1  desire 

some  information  in  regard  to  it.  The  Government 
of  the  United  States  has,  I  believe,  in  virtue  of 
treaty  stipulations,  the  .right  of  way  for  itself  and 
for  its  citizens  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama.  I 
desire  to  know  whether  the  intention  of  this  bill  is 
to  transfer  that  right  from  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  a  company  in  New  York,  so  that 
no  other  citizen  of  the  United  States,  except  that 
company,  can  exercise  that  right  across  the  Isth- 

mus of  Panama. 

Mr.  BENTON.  I  apprehend  that  all  persons 
who  would  be' at  liberty  to  traverse  the  Isthmus  if this  bill  were  refused,  would  still  have  the  same 
liberty  concerning  this  and  all  other  privileges  if 
the  bill  were  to  be  passed. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  do  speak  of  the  rights  of  those 
gentlemen  in  New  York.  Their  rights  have  no 
special  concern  in  this  Senate.     Our  business  is 

with  the  rights  of  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
which  are  secured  to  them  by  this  treaty.  I  desire 
to  know  whether  it  be  the  intention  of  this  bill  to 

divest  the  Government  and  the  people  of  the  United 
States  of  the  right  of  transit  across  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama,  and  invest  this  company  in  New  York 
with  this  right,  to  the  exclusion  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  who  may 'desire  to  construct 
railroads  or  canals  across  that  isthmus.  That  is 
what  I  wish  to  know.  I  desire  simply  to  know 
whether  we  are  to  give  up  any  rights  that  we  have 
acquired  under  this  treaty,  by  this  bill,  to  any 
company  in  the  United  States,  or  whether  the 
people  of  the  United  States,  everybody  in  the 
United  States,  shall  have  the  right  to  go  there  and 
make  a  road,  canal,  railroad,  or  anything  else.  I 
simply  wish  to  knowvwhether  we  lose  any  of  the 
rights  which  we  have  acquired  by  the  treaty  with 
New  Granada. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Mr.  President,  I  would  merely 
say  that,  so  far  as  the  railroad  is  concerned,  the 
right  is  exclusive  for  a  limited  time;  the  grant  is 
for  ninety-nine  years.  But  as  to  transit,  every 
person  can  go  according  to  his  choice — on  foot 
through  the  woods,  on  mules,  or  in  any  manner 
he  may  please.  The  privilege  of  the  road  is  to  be 
exclusive,  and  it  is  that  in  which  the  people  of  the 
United  States  are  to  get  the  benefit  of  the  treaty. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  I  rise  at  this  moment  to  ask 

for  the  contract -which  was  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  New  Granada  with  a  company  of  the  citi- 
zens of  France,  in  1838,  which  contract  has  been 

transferred  to  these  persons — the  memorialists.  If 
any  Senator  has  a  copy  of  that  contract,  I  shall  be 
happy  to  see  it  before  this  debate  proceeds  further. 
It  is  very  desirable,  in  order  to  understand  what 
will  be  the  situation  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  case  this  bill  pass, 
for  that  contract  to  be  understood  by  the  Senate, 
before  we  proceed  to  any  ratification  of  the  petition 
of  these  memoralists. 

If  this  is  to  be  restricted,  it  is  very  desirable 
that  we  should  know  it;  and  if  it  is  to  be  unre- 

stricted and  unlimited,  we  should  also  know  it. 
I  would  ask  whether  a  copy  of  the  contract  is 

in  possession  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 

souri, [Mr.  Benton,]  or  of  any  other  person.  ■ 
Mr.  BENTON.  It  is  in  the  city,  and  can  be 

produced;  but  it  has  expired. 
Mr.  CLARKE.  I  understand  that  that  contract 

has  expired,  and  that  the  same  terms  have  been 
granted  to  the  present  memorialists.  It  is  very 
desirable  to  know  what  are  the  terms  of  that  con- 

tract, and  what  are  the  terms  of  the  contract  under 
which  the  present  memorialists  claim  the  exclusive 
right  of  way  across  the  isthmus. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland.  Mr.  President, 
it  is  not  probable  that  I  shall  voteforthisbill,  unless 
I  understand  it  more  thoroughly  than  it  is  possible 
to  understand  it  in  its  present  shape.  I  rise  now 
simply  to  suggest  one  or  two  things,  and  I  shall  be 
much  indebted  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 

souri if  he  can  remove  my  objections.  The  bill  itself 
is  not,  if  I  understand  the  honorable  Senator  aright, 
a  bill  authorizing  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy:  to 
enter  into  a  contract  with  these  gentlemen  for  the 
transportation  of  munitions  of  war,  naval  stores, 
&c,  but  it  is  a  bill  directing  as  well  as  authorizing 
him  to  enter  into  a  contract  with  these  gentlemen. 

The  language  of  the  bill  is,  that  he  "is  hereby 
authorized  and  directed"  to  enter  into  such  a  con- 

tract. It  gives  him  no  option  at  all,  but  compels 
him  to  enter  into  a  contract  upon  such  terms  as 
the  bill  prescribes. 

Another  provision  of  the  bill  is — and,  so  far  as 
that  is  concerned,  it  is  entirely  in  the  power,  the 

exclusive  power,  of  these  directors — that  he  is  to 
give  not  more  than  three-fourths  the  amount  which 
is  now  paid  for  the  transportation  of  the  mail 

from  New  York  to  Liverpool.  The  bill,  if  I  un- 
derstand it  correctly,  directs  the  Secretary  of  the 

Navy  to  enter  into  a  contract,  to  the  provisions  of 

'which  I  havejust  referred,  with  no  limitation,  ex- 
cept that  the  amount  paid  for  this  service  shall  not 

exceed  three-fourths  the  sum  which  we  now  pay 

for  the  transportation  of  the  mails  to  Liverpool. 

They  may  go  up  that  high,  if  these  gentlemen 
think  proper  to  say  that  they  will  not  contract  for 
anything  short  of  that  amount. 
Now,  if  I  recollect  aright,  the  amount  which  we 

pay  for  the  transportation  of  mails  from  New  York 
to  Liverpool  is  very  nearly  four  hundred  thousand 
dollars  per  year.  Hence  we  shall  be  paying  these 
gentlemen  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  per  year 

for  the  period  of  this  contract — twenty  years — 
which,  in  twenty  years,  would  amount  to  six  mil- 

lions of  dollars.  Now,  if  I  am  correctly  apprized 
of  the  character  of  the  country  and  the  length  of 
the  road,  I  am  very  much  inclined  to  think  that  it 
would  not  cost,  at  the  maximum,  to  make  this 
road,  more  than  two  millions  of  dollars;  perhaps 
it  might  be  done  for  a  million  and  a  half.  At  the 
very  utmost,  the  cost  of  making  this  road  would 
not  exceed  two  millions.  The  result  would  be, 
that  it  would  place  in  the  hands  of  these  directors 
a  clear  profit  of  four  millions  upon  an  expenditure 
of  two,  and  that  without  imposing  on  them  any 
obligation  to  do  more  than  to  carry  the  supplies  of 
the  Government,  munitions  of  war,  public  stores, 
the  mails  of  the  United  States,  and  all  persons  in  its 

employment — that  is,  pefsons  standing  in  an  offi- 
cial relation  to  the  Government. 

But  I  have  another  objection  to  the  bill.  I  have 
not  seen  the  contract  which  Messrs.  Aspinwall, 

Stephens  &  Co.  are  said  to  have  made  with  the 
Government  of  New  Granada.  I  understood  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Missouri  [Mr.  Benton] 
to  have  said,  in  answer  to  an  interrogatory  of  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr. 

Clarke,]  that  the  original  contract  has  expired. 
But  I  suppose  that  it  has  been,  in  some  shape  or 
other,  revived,  as  they  are  now  in  possession  of 
the  authority  to  make  this  road.  I  believe  I  un- 

derstood the  Senator  aright. 
Mr.  BENTON  nodded  assent. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  Well,  now,  Mr.  President,  I 

would  like  to  know  whether  the  authority  of  which 
they  are  now  in  possession  for  making  this  road 
is  an  authority  on  the  same  terms  as  those  con- 

tained in  the  original  contract;  and,  if  so,  I  should 
like  to  know  what  those  terms  are.  1  have  been 

informed  by  one  who  spoke  with  certainty  of  the 
fact,  that  the  original  contract  was  a  general  and  a 
sweeping  one.  It  contained  no  limitation  upon  the 
amount  of  toll  to  be  charged  by  those  gentlemen. 

They  mightfix  any  amountof  toll  that  they  thought 
proper  for  the  transportation  of  merchandise  of 
every  description  across  the  isthmus,  from  one 
end  to  the  other,  and  for  the  transportation  of  pas- 

sengers. The  practical  operation  of  a  bill  of  this 
description  may  be  this;  I  do  not  say  that  these 
gentlemen  would  use  it  for  any  such  purpose,  but 
they  might  use  it  so;  and,  looking  to  the  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  we  should  not 
give  them  the  power.  It  may  be  that  they  may 

charge  such  an  amount  of  toll  for  the  transporta- 
tion of  goods  and  persons  as  will  make  it  the  inter- 

est of  persons  to  go  themselves  or  to  send  their 
goods  upon  this  route  as  the  cheapest  of  any  of  the 
other  routes  which  will  be  opened  to  them.  Now, 
what  is  the  other  route?  Around  the  cape  ?  By 

charging  five  per  cent,  less  than  is  charged  on  the 
other  route,  they  would  get  the  whole  travel.  It  is 
unnecessary  for  me  to  say  what  an  immense  profit 
it  will  be  to  this  company.  Nobody  can  tell  what 
it  would  amount  to. 

I  make  these  suggestions  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  that,  if  we  pass  the  bill  as  it  has  come 
from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  we  place 
in  the  hands  of  these  gentlemen  four  millions  of 
dollars,  and  we  at  once  put  into  their  hands  a 
charter — for  it  is  literally  a  charter — under  which 
they  may  impose  millions  and  millions  more,  not 
only  for  the  whole  period  of  twenty  years,  but  for 

the  whole  period  that  their  road  may  last.  Sena- 
tors are  aware  that  they  have  a  charter  from  the 

Government  of  New  Granada  for  ninety-nine 
years.  I  do  not  know  anything  of  its  renewal. 

Now,  sir,  as  to  the  suggestion  made  by  the  hon- 
orable Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Benton,]  on 

which  he  places  great  weight,  that  these  particular 
gentlemen  have  a  decided  advantage  over  others 
who  would  be  likely  to  engage  in  an  undertaking 
of  this  description;  why,  sir,  I  should  be  very 
glad  to  undertake  it  without  a  dollar  of  capital  be- 

longing to  myself,  and  I  could  raise  the  money  in 
five  days;\for  whoever  has  the  authority  to  make 
the  road,  with  the  certainty  of  receiving  the  six 
millions,  based  on  the  credit  of  the  United  States 

Government,  will  be  greatly  facilitated  in  obtain- 
ing the  fifteen  hundred  thousand  or  two  million 

dollars  which  will  be  necessary  to  accomplish  the 
work.  But  I  understood  the  honorable  Senator 

that  he  did  not  intend  to  press  a  vote  on  the  bill  to- 

day; if  he  is  not  now  prepared  to  answer  my  ob- 
jections, he  may  do  so  when  the  bill  comes  up  on its  final  passage. 

Mr.  BENTON.     I  have  no  objection  that  there 
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should  be  a  brief  delay,  provided  the  subject  be 
continued  from  day  to  day,  until  finally  disposed 
of.  With  respect  to  the  paper  asked  for  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  it  shall  be  forthcoming. 
The  application  for  it  is  a  very  proper  one,  for  the 
letter  contains  other  terms  which  are  referred  to 

by  the  parties,  and  which  do  not  appear  upon  the 
face  of  the  contract.  I  concur  very  readily  in  the 
proposition  which  the  gentleman  makes  for  a  brief 
delay  and  the  production  of  the  paper,  but  the 
Senator  must  excuse  me  if  I  do  not  join  him  in 
his  calculation  respecting  so  compendious  a  mode 
of  expending  four  millions  of  dollars.  In  the  first 
place,  upon  no  principle  upon  which  he  or  1  can 
govern  ourselves  can  we  take  away  two  millions. 

We  cannot  set  up  our  opinion  as  to  the  sum  neces- 
sary to  be  expended  in  the  construction  of  the 

road,  in  opposition  to  the  estimate  of  competent 
engineers.  The  gentleman  will  find  the  basis  of 
his  calculation  to  be  erroneous  in  another  particu- 

lar. The  receipts  for  transportation  are  not  to  be 
considered  in  the  light  of  profit  to  the  company. 
I  apprehend  that  their  expenditure,  which  will  be 
very  considerable,  will  absorb  those  receipts.  A 
large  number  of  persons  will  have  to  be  employed 
along  the  line. of  the  road,  and  there  must  be  a 
large  outlay  for  buiidmgs  to  shelter  those  who  are 
so  employed,  and  to  shelter  those  who  travel.  1 
apprehend  there  will  be  a  large  outlay  from  the 
time  that,  the  work  is  completed  and  transportation 

upon  it  commences  until  the  transportation" shall 
entirely  cease.  We  know  that  such  is  the  case 
with  all  our  railways,  and  we  know  that  such  is 
the  expense  attending  them,  to  say  nothing  of 
supplies  of  wood  and  water,  from  the  number  of 
hands  to  be  employed,  that  it  eats  deeply  into  the 
amount  received  for  the  conveyance  of  passengers. 

If  we  were  to  go  upon  the  assumption  of  the  gen- 
tleman, that  all  the  receipts  are  clear  profits,  we 

might  weli  be  astonished  to  see  how  rapidly  for- 
tunes could  be  made.  But  when  you  come  to  look 

at  the  detail  of  business,  you  will  find  that  one- 
half,  two-thirds,  or  perhaps  three-fourths  of  your 
receipts  must  g;o  for  the  necessary  expenses.  Thus 

the  gentleman's  calculation  wholly  fails  as  to  these 
enormous  profits. 
•  Mr.  BREESE.  It  is  not  my  intention  to  trouble 

the  Senate  with  any  remarks  m  relation  to  the 
merits  of  this,  bill  at  its  present  stage,  but  1  desire 
to  correct  a  slight  misunderstanding  which  seems 

to  prevail  in  regard  to  'one  of  the  sections  of  the 
bill.  It  appeared  to  me  that  the  language  of  that 
section  would  bear  the  interpretation  which  I  have 

put  upon  it.  For  twenty  years'  service  they  will 
certainly  receive  six  millions  of  dollars,  and  they 
will  receive  that  allowance  whether  they  construct 

a  railway  the  whole  distance  or  not;  for  the  Sen- 
ator has  himself  informed  us  that  they  have  al- 

raody  sent  a  steamboat  to  ply  upon  the  Chagres 
river,  and  that  the  whole  extent  of  land  travel  will 

not  exceed  twenty-five  miles.  Their  outlay,  then, 
I  apprehend,  cannot  exceed  one  million  of  dollars. 
I  merely  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  Senate 
to  this  subject. 

Mr.  CAMERON  rose  to  address  the  Senate. 

Mr.  BREESE.  For  the  accommodation  of  my 
friend  from  Pennsylvania,  I  will  move  that  the 
Senate  adjourn. 
i  Mr.  DiX  (the  motion  to  adjourn  being  with- 

drawn) rose  for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention 
of  the  Senate  to  another  point  in  relation  to  this 
subject.  He  apprehended  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  had  no  right,  under  the  treaty  with 
New  Granada,  to  confer  the  power  of  constructing 
a  road  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama  at  all.  The 

only,  right  (said  Mr.  D.)  that  we  acquire,  as  I 
understand  it,  is  this:  that  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  with  their  merchandise,  &c,  may  pass 
across  the  Isthmus  upon  any  roads  which  are  now 
constructed,  or  which  may  be  hereafter  constructed, 
with  the  same  privileges  as  are  enjoyed  by  the 
citizens  of  New  Granada,  while  the  right  of  con- 

structing roads,  or  of  authorizing  their  construction, 
is  reserved  to  them.  I  make  this  suggestion  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  Sen- 

ate to  the  subject. 
Mr.  CAMERON.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of 

moving  that  the  Senate  adjourn;  but  before  doing 
so,  I  would  inquire  if  there  be  a  copy  of  this  com- 

pact with  the  French  company,  upon  which  this 
whole  matter  is  based,  in  print,  because  we  ought 
to  have  it  before  us. 

Mr.  BENTON.  In  reply  to  the  Senator,  I  will 
say  that  I  will  do  all  that  is  in  my  power  to  have 

it  put  in  the  hands  of  Senators  as  soon  as  it  can 
be  done. 

On  motion,  the  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Executive  business;  and,v  after  some 

time  so  spent,  the  doors  were  reopened, 
And  the  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Monday,  December  18,  1848. 

Several  other  members  appeared  and  took  their 
seals,  viz: 

From  the  State  of  Georgia — Robert  Toombs. 
From  the  State  of  Florida — E.  Carrington 

Cabell. 

From  the  State  of  Alabama — Geo.  S.  Houston. 

,     From  the  State  of  Missouri — James  B.  Bowlin. 
From  the  State  of  Ma^achusetts — Horace 

Mann. 

Frqjn  the  State  of  Kentucky — Beverly  L. 
Clarke. 

The  Journal  of  Friday  was  read  and  approved. 
The  SPEAKER  announced  that  the  business 

first  in  order  was  the  motion  heretofore  made  by 
Mr.  Robinson,  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  House  had  adopted  the  resolution  offered  on 
Wednesday  last,  by  Mr.  Root,  in  relation  to  the 
government  of  the  new  Territories. 

But  the  SPEAKER  suggested  that  there  were 
a  number  of  Executive  communications  on  the 

table;  which,  by  general  consent,  he  would  now 
lay  before  the  House. 

No  objection  having  been  made — 
The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 

lowing communications: 
I.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 

mitting, incompliance  with  the  act  of  March  2d, 

1819,  regulating  passenger  ships  and  yessels,  tabu- 
lar statements  showing  the  number  and  designa- 

tion of  passengers  who  arrived  in  each  collection 
district  of  the  United  States  during  the  year  ending 
September  SO,  1848;  which  letter  and  statements 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

II.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting,  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  of  December  30,  1791,  a 

report  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  of  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  1848; 

which  letter  and  report  were  laid  on  the  table,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  POLLOCK, 
Ordered,  Tfyat  100  copies  extra  be  printed  for  the  use  of 

the  office  of  the  Register  of  the  Treasury. 
III.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

transmitting  a  report  of  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  exhibiting  the  operations  in 
that  branch  of  the  public  service  during  the  last 
year;  which  letter  and  report  were  laid  on  the 
table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  COLLAMER, 
Ordered,  That  500  copies  extra  of  said  letter  and  report 

be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  General  Land  Office. 

IV.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
transmitting  the  report  of  the  Superintendent  of 
the  Coast  Survey,  showing  the  progress  of  that 
work  during  the  past  year;  which  letter  and  report 
were  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRINNELL, 
Resolved,  That  there  be  printed  2,000  extra  copies  of  the 

report  of  the  Superintendent  of  the  Coast  Survey,  including 
the  engraving.-,  and  250  copies  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of 
th.e  Superintendent. 

V.  A  letter  from  the  Treasurer  of  the  United 

States,  transmitting  copies  of  accounts  of  receipts 
and  disbursements  for  the  Post  Office  Department, 
for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1848;  which  letter 

and  copies  of  accounts  were  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Printing. 

VI.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  trans- 
emitting  a  report  from  the  Adjutant  General  stating 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  furnishing  certain  inform- 

ation relative  to  the  military  forces  employed  in 

the  late  war  with  Mexico,/ called  for  by  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  31st 

July  last;  which  letter  and  report  were  laid  upon 
the  table  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

VII.  A  letter  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of 

Representatives,  transmitting  a  detailed  statement 
of  the  expenditure  of  the  contingent  fund,  from 
the  8th  day  of  December,  1847,  to  the  1st  day  of 
December,  1848. 

A  statement  of  the  amounts  paid  for  stationery 

during  the  first  session  of  the  thirtieth' Congress, 
for  the  use  of  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  statement  of  the  several  articles  and  cost  of 
stationery  furnished  the  Postmaster  of  the  House 

of  Representatives. 
A  statement  of  the  stationery  furnished  the 

Clerk's. office;  and 

A  statement  of  the  balance  of  money  on  hand 
onahe  1st  day  of  December,  1848;  which  letter 
and  statements  were  laid  upon  the  table,  and  or- 

dered to  be  printed. 

Mr.  VINTON,  by  unanimous  consent,  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  reported  a  bill 

(No.  665)  to  supply  deficiencies  in'the  appronria- tions  for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  the 
30th  of  June,  1849;  which  bill  was  read  a  first 
and  second  time,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  or- 

dered to  be  printed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 
Ordered,  That  the  said  bill  be  made  the  special  order  qf 

the  day  for  Wednesday,  the  27th  day  of  December  instant. 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  by  general 

consent,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom 
was  referred  the  bill  from  the  Senate  (No.  107) 

entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  George  Center," 
reported  the  same  back  without  amendment.  Com- mitted. 

Bill/rom  the  Senate  (No.  351)  entitled  "  An  act 
authorizing  the  payment  of  interest  upon  the  ad-' 
vances  made  by  the  Stale  of  Alabama  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States  Government  in  the. suppres- 

sion of  the  Creek  Indian  hostilities  of  1836  and 

1837  in  Alabama,"  was  read  twice  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

THE  NEW  TERRITORIES. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  op 
the  motion  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
following  resolution  had  been  adopted: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Territories  be  instructed" to  report  to  this  House,  with  as  little  delay  as  practicable, 
a  bill  or  bills  providing  a  territorial  government  for  each  of 
the  Territories  of  New  Mexico  and  California,  and  excluding 
slavery  therefrom. 

And  on  this  question,  Mr.  Robinson  was  enti- 
tled to  the  floor. 

Mr.  COLLAMER  rose  to  a  question  of  order. 
He  desired  to  inquire  whether  it  was  in  order  to 

debate  this  question.  He  understood  that  a  reso- 
lution had  been  introduced  by  the  gentleman  from 

Ohio,  [Mr.  Root,]  upon  which  the  previous  ques- 
tion had  been  moved,  and  which  must  otherwise, 

under  the  ordinary  operation  of  the  rule,  have  gone 
over  for  debate.  The  previous  question  having  been 
moved  and  seconded,  the  resolution  was  adopted. 
A  motion  had  been  made  to  reconsider  the  vote. 
Could  that  motion  be  now  debated?  Because,  if 

so,  the  House  might  thus  pass  all  it's  resolutions, which,  under  the  rule,  could  not  be  debated  on  the 
day  on  which  they  were  offered,  and,  by  mov- 

ing to  reconsider  the  vote,  could  avoid  the  opera- 
tion of  the  rule. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  resolution  had 

already  gone  over  three  days.  The  gentleman 
would  take  notice  that  the  motion  to  reconsider 
had  been  made  on  Wednesday  or  Thursday  of 
last  week. 

Mr.  COLLAMER  suggested  that  there  were 
very  many  resolutions  standing  on  the  calendar 
before  this. 

The  SPEAKER.  A  motion  to  reconsider  takes 

precedence  of  all  other  motions. 
Mr.  COLLAMER.  Then  it  would  not  ordi- 

narily be  subject  to  debate  unless  it  had  laid  over. 
The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  will  decide  that 

question  when  it  comes  up.  The  motion  to  recon- 
sider is  debatable  this  morning. 

Mr.  ROBINSON  then  proceeded  with  his  re- 
marks. 

He  said  that  when  he  had  made  the  motion  to 

reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  House  had 
adopted  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Root,]  it  was  only  for  the  purpose  of  making 
explanatory  remarks  in  relation  to  his  own  views. 
He  thought  that  the  vote  ought  to  be  reconsidered, 
with  a  view  to  allow  gentlemen  on  both  sides  to  do 

this.  The  practice  which  prevailed  here  to  a  con- 
siderable extent,  of  offering  resolutions  and  compel- 

ling gentlemen  to  vote  upon  them,  under  the  press- 
ure of  the  previous  question,  often  subjected  them 

to  much  misrepresentation  and  to  many  unjust  im- 
putations before  their  constituents  and  the  country; 

especially  when,  as  in  this  case,  the  resolution  was 
a  compound  one,  embracing  two  distinct  propo- 

sitions, about  which  members  differed  widely  as 
to  which  was  the  major  and  which  the  minor. 
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The  resolution  proposed  to  instruct  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Territories  to  report  a  bill  organizing 

territorial  governments  in" New  Mexico  and  Cali- fornia, and  excluding  slavery  therefrom.  There 
were  members  on  this  floor  who  considered  the 

question  of  organizing  a  territorial  government 
there  as  of  more  importance  than,  anything  else; 
whilst  there  were  others  who  considered  the  ques- 

tion of  slavery,  as  connected  with  them,  as  para- 
mount to  every  other  consideration.  Yet,  according 

to  the  decision  made  by  the  Speaker,  the  question 
was  indivisible.  The  House  must  take  all  or  none. 

v  Again:  there  were  other  gentlemen  who  thought 
it  inexpedient  to  attempt  any  legislation  during  the 
present  session  of  Congress  upon  the  subject  of 
these  territories.  For  his  own  part,  he  admitted 
that  he  was  one  of  the  last  class.  These  territo- 

ries had  been  acquired  not  only  since  the  present 
Administration  came  into  power,  but  they  had 
been  acquired  since  the  present  Congress  had  been 
elected.  If,  therefore,  the  question  was  settled 

during  the  present  winter,  the  constituents  of  gen- 
tlemen here  would  have  had  no  opportunity  to  act 

directly  upon  the  question  through  their  represent- 
atives elected  with  relation  to  it,  or  to  a  President 

elected  after  the  question  had  been  mooted.  An 
effort  was  made  to  legislate  upon  it  during  the  last 

session,  and  it  failed. '  It  was  not  unreasonable  to 
suppose  that  any  attempt  to  legislate  upon  it  during 
the  present  session  would  terminate  in  a  simi  lar  way. 

Since  the  question,  however,  had  come  up  be- 
fore the  country,  a  Presidential  election  had  been 

decided.  Since  an  attempt  had  been  made  here  to 
take  action  upon  the  subject,  this  election  had 

taken  place;  and  upon  the'  result  of  that  election, 
this  question,  above  and  beyond  all  others,  had 
had  a  most  controlling  and  all-pervading  influence. 

It  would  not  be  denied  by  any  one,  come  from 
what  section  of  the  country  he  might,  that  the 
question  of  slavery,  as  connected  with  these  Ter- 

ritories, absorbed  every  other.  The  old  domestic 
questions  of  bank,  tariff,  distribution,  and  so 
forth,  sank  into  insignificance  beside  it,  and  were 
rarely  ever  referred  to,  especially  by  the  opponents 

of  General  Cass.  The  res'u  Undisclosed  tiie  extraor- 
dinary fact,  that  the  two  extremes  of  the  Union, 

upon  this  question  of  slavery,  had  met  and  united 
upon  the  same  Presidential  ticket,  and,  as  each 
professed  to  believe,  to  subserve  directly  antago- 

nistic and  adverse  purposes.  But  however  widely 
the  friends  of  General  Taylor  might  have  differed 
upon  the  question  of  slavery,  the  North  and  the 
South,  the  East  and  the-West,  all  seemed  to  think 
that  he  could  settle  the  question,  and  had  more 
confidence  in  him  than  in  either  of  the  two  other 

candidates  who  were  before  the  country*. 
The  party  of  which  he  (Mr.  R.)  professed  to 

be  a"h  humble  member  went  before  the  country 
with  a  candidate  whose  opinions  and  views  had 
been  expressed  in  the  most  unequivocal  manner. 
He  was  in  favor  of  what  was  termed  non-inter- 

ference. He  was  in  favor  of  keeping  the  question 
of  slavery,  as  connected  with  these  Territories,  out 
of  this  Hall.  This  doctrine  seemed  to  have  been 
condemned  by  the  result  of  the  late  election.  He 
would  add,  that  so  far  as  he  was  individually  con- 

cerned, his  position  had  always  been,  that  the  doc- 
trine of  non-interference  was  the  better  doctrine. 

If  the  party  to  which  he  belonged  were  to  consult 
the  old  Democratic  platform — if  they  were  to  fol- 

low the  track  which  that  party  had  pursued  upon 
all  questions — or  very  generally,  at  least — such 
would  have  been  their  course.  Their  object  had 
been  to  bring  into  these  halls  as  f&w  questions  as 

possible — to  leave  to  the  States  themselves  as  many 

questions  as  it  was  possible  to  leave  to  them;  and', 
still  pursuing  that  path,  their  party — or,  all  events, 
the  candidate  of  that  party — was  willing  to  adhere 
to  it  on  this  question  of  slavery. 

It  had,  however,  as  he(Mr.R.)  had  stated,  been 
condemned, and  it  seemed  that  legislation  must  be 
had;  but  itseemedalso  thatit  mustnot  be  had  under 
this  Administration.  The  question  was  taken  out 
of  their  hands.  The  people  had  devolved  the  duty 

upon  other  hands;  and  under  these  circumstances", 
with  a  dying  Administration,  and  an  expiring  Con- 

gress,, he  conceived  it  would  be  improper  to  step 
in  between  the  people  and  the  next  Administra- 

tion, and  undertake  to  settle  the  question  before 
General  Taylor  entered  upon  the  duties  of  the  ex- 

ecutive office.  Suppose  it  were  one  of  the  old 
domestic  questions  in  which  the  country  had  been 
so  much  interested,  and  about  which  it  had  been 

so  much  agitated — say,  for  example,  the  bank  or 

the  tariff  question — place  either  of  these  questions 
in  a  parallel  condition  with  this,  and  he  would  ask, 

would  it  be  proper,  with  a  Democratic  Administra- 
tion, jusj  defeated,  to  undertake  to  settle  it?  Ho 

thought  not.  And  such  also  was  his  opinion  of 
this  question. 
He  was  perfectly  well  aware  that  the  two  ends 

of  the  Union  which  supported  General  Taylor  on 
this  particular  question  of  slavery,  differed  widely 
from  each  other;  yet  on  one  question  they  all 

agreed:  that  was  to  say,  they  had  with  one  ac- 
cord agreed — if  in  anything — upon  this  point,  that 

this  Government  had  the  power  to  legislate  on  this 

question  of  slavery  here,  and  that  it  ought  to  ex- 
ercise that  power.  He  believed,  too,  that  the 

southern  division  of  the  Confederacy  which  sup- 
ported General  Taylor  had  taken  the  lead,  if  pos- 

sible, in  contending  that  the  Government  had  the 
power,  and  that  it  was  expedient  to  exercise  it. 

So  far  as  they  of  the  North  who  "had  opposed  le- 
gislation on  this  question  were  concerned — he  spoke 

at  least  for  himself — he  ha<f  opposed  it  on  the 
ground  of  expediency  alone.  He  had  never  op- 

posed it  on  constitutional  grounds.  The  southern 
friends  of  General  Taylor  seemed  unwilling,  how- 

ever, to  abide  by  this  doctrine.  They  were  as 

zealous  for  legislation  as  the  Wil mot-proviso  men 
of  the  North.  He  spoke  from  the  record;  he 
drew  his  authority  from  the  book.  He  spoke 
from  the  speeches  of  these  gentlemen,  here  and 
elsewhere. 

In  proof  of  this  assertion,  he  would  take  leave 
to  turn  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  the.  bill 
which  came  to  this  House  from  the  Senate,  at  the 
last  session,  known  as  the  compromise  bill  of  Mr. 
Clayton.  That  bill  proposed  to  leave  the  question 
of  slavery  where  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  and  international  law  had  left  it.  If  under 

their  operation  the  slaveholders  of  the  South  could 
have  taken  slaves  into  these  Territories,  the  bill 
did  hot  propose  to  cut  them  off;  but  if  slaveholders 
would  have  been  prohibited  by  these  laws  from 
doing  so,  then  the  bill  did  not  propose  to  confer 
upon  them  any  constitutional  right  to  do  so. 
The.  bill  .passed  the  Senate  by  a  large  major- 

ity; and,  as  a  party,  the  Democratic  party  of  the 
country  were  willing  to  abide  by  this  constitutional 
doctrine,  lead  where  it  might.  It  was  a  doctrine 
older  than  this  question;  and  it  would  have  been 
anti-Democratic  and  anti-Republican,  nay,  more, 
it  would  have  evinced  a  willingness  to  trample  on 
constitutional  rights  to  have  contended  for  more. 
Yet;  when  the  bill  came  to  this  House,  a  distin- 

guished gentleman  from  Georgia  and  a  decided 
friend  of  General  Taylor,  [Mr.  Stephens,]  moved 
that  it  be  laid  on  the  table,  and  it  was  accord- 

ingly laid  on  the  table,  seven  other  southern 
members  voting  with  that  gentleman.  The  gen- 

tleman subsequently  obtained  the  floor,  and  ex- 
plained his  reasons  for  his  motion  and  his  vote. 

They  were,  that  under  the  operation  of  the  Con- 
stitution and  of  international  lav/,  his  constituents 

would  not  be  permitted,  under  the  bill,  to  take 
their  slaves  into  these  Territories.  He  went  into 

an  elaborate  argument  to  show  that  slavery  was 
a  local  institution;  that  the  Constitution  had  no- 

where established  it;  that  slavery  had  already  been 
abolished  in  New  Mexico  and  California,  and  that 

the  passage  of  the  bill  would  have  continued  the 
prohibition,  unless  altered  by  competent  authority. 
The  gentleman  quoted  writers  upon  constitutional 
law,  and  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court,  and, 
as  he  (Mr.  R.)  thought,  very  ably  made  out  his 
case.  And  he  had  closed  his  speech  with  these 

propositions: The  first  is,  that  by  the  bill  the  whole  subject  of 
slavery  in  California  and  New  Mexico,  without 

any  legislation  on  the  part  of  Congress  or  the  Ter- 
ritorial Governments,  one  way  or  the  other,  is 

refered  to  the  Judiciary,  to  determine  whether  it 
can  legally  exist  there  or  not. 

2d.  That  the  Constitution  of  the  United-States 
fully  recognizes  and  amply  protects  the  institution 
of  slavery  where  it  exists  by  the  laws  of  the  State 
or  place;  but  it  does  not  establish  it  anywhere 
where,  by  the  laws  of  the  place,  it  is  prohibited. 

3d.  That  California  and  New  Mexico  being  Ter- 
ritories acquired  by  conquest,  all  the  laws  which 

were  in  force  at  the  time  of  the  conquest,  not  in- 
consistent with  the  Constitution  of  the  United 

States,  or  the  stipulation  of  the  treaty  of  peace,  or 

which  were  purely  of  a  political  character,  are,  ac- 
cording to  well-settled  principles  and  the  adjudica- 

tion of  our  own  courts,  still  in  force. 

4th.  That  as  slavery  did  not  exisf  there  at  the 
time  of  the  conquest,  but  had  been  prohibited  by 
express  law,  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United 
States,  to  whom  the  matter  was  to  be  referred  in 
the  last  resort,  could  not  be  expected,  from  the. 
principles  of  numerous  decisions  already  made,  to 
decide  otherwise  than  that  slavery  cannot  be  pro- 

tected there,  until  the  existing  law  abolishing  it  be 
altered  by  competent  authority. 

5th.  And,  lastly,  that  these  positions  being  in- 
controvertible, the  bill  offered,  as  it  was,  as  a  com- 

promise, and  a  final  settlement  of  the  question, 
amounted  to  nothing  but  a  total  abandonment  and 
surrender  of  the  right  of  extending  the  institutions 
of  the  South  to  these  Territories. 

In  that  speech  the  gentleman  had  further  said, 
that  before  he  would  even  vote  to  carry  into  effect 
the  treaty,  by  making  the  necessary  appropria- 

tions, he  would  have  some  legislative  guarantee  for 

the  protection  of  slave  property  in  those  Territo- 
ries; he  had  said  that  that  bill  was  as  effectual  a 

prohibition  against  slavery  as  the  Wilmot  proviso 
itself,  and  even  that  it  was  worse. 

Another  distinguished  gentleman,  in  the  other 
end  of  the  Capitol,  [Mr.  Badger,]  a  Senator  from 
North  Carolina,  upon  the  same  question,  had  made, 
a  like  argument,  if  possible  in  stronger  language, 
in  which  he  had  said: 

"  But  it  is  conceded  on  all  hands  that  African  slavery,  as 

recognized  in  certain  States  of'  the  Union,  was  not  an  insti- tution recognized  in  these  Mexican  Territories. 
"Now,  1  hold,  upon  this  concession,  ihe  law  in  Mexico 

not  having  recognized  slavery  as  it  exists  with  us,  such  sla- 
very stands  prohibited  in  Mexico  until  it  shall  be  allowed  by 

law.  Nothing,  I  apprehend,  is  clearer,  than  !hat  by  the  ac- 
quisition of'a  territory,  whether  it  forms  a  part  or  the  whole 

of  a  foreign  nation — whether  subdued  by  arms  or  ceded  by 
treaty — no  laws  are  repealed  except  those  which  are  incon- 

sistent with  the  relations  which  the  subjugated  peopie  bear 
to  their  new  sovereign;  that  such  acquisition  implies  only  a 
change  of  dominion  and  allegiance,  a  transfer  of  legislative 
authority  and  Executive  control;  and  that  all  laws,  not 
necessarily  inconsistent  therewith,  remain  in  full  force  until 
the  im;w  sovereign  shall  modify,  alter,  or  abolish  them." 

[On  this  subject  he  then  quoted  Vattel,  and  Chief Justice  Marshall.] 

Again,  he  said: 
"  Now,  sir,  it  is  agreed  by  all  the  writers  on  national  law, 

by  all  judges  who  have  treated  upon  this  subject,  that  slavery 
owes  its  existence  to  positive  law— to  municipal  law;  that 
independently  of  law  authorizing  it,  it  does  not  exist  any- 

where ;  from  which  it  necessarily  follows,  that  whether  Af- 
rican slavery  be  expressly  prohibited  in  these  Territories  or 

not.  it  docs"  not  exist,' unless  by  their  law  it  be  allowed, which  no  one  pretends.  Whether  it  shall  be  introduced  or 
exclusion  continued,  depends,  in  my  judgment,  upon  the 
will  of  Congress.  If  nothing  be  done  by  Congress,  it  re- 

mains excluded:  and  their  power  over  the  subject  is  com- 

plete and  perfect." It  seemed,  then,  that  the  South  itself,  soTar  at 
least  as  these  gentlemen  represented  her,  was  un- 

willing to  leave  this  question  to  the  operation  of  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States;  that  she  demand- 

ed a  legislative  guarantee  from  Congress  for  the 
extension  of  slavery.  She  had  advised  the  country 
that  she  intended  to  bring  it  here,  and  if  she  did, 
that  site  expected  but  one  kind  of  action,  so  far  as 
the  northern  Democracy  were  concerned. 

The  candidate  of  the  honorable  gentleman  from 

Georgia,  to  whom  he  had  alluded,  and  of  the  hon- 
orable Senator  from  North  Carolina,  had  been  tri- 

umphant: whether  he  would  encourage  the  kind  of 
legislation  which  the  gentlemen  favored,  was  not 
for  him  to  say.  It  was  reasonable,  conceding  the 

importance  which  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  at- 
tached to  the  subject,  and  his  activity  and  zeal  in 

favor  of  General  Taylor,  that  he  thought  this 
would  be  the  case. 

He  would  now  turn  to  the  other  division  of  the 

Federal  Union.  It  had  everywhere  been  contended 
in  the  North,  by  the  friends  of  General  Taylor, 
that  this  Government  ought  to  legislate  upon  the 

subject  of  slavery  in  the  Territories.  It  had  been 
made  the  principal  objection  to  General  Cass,  that 
he  was  opposed  to  such  legislation.  Everywhere 
they  had  said  that  the  question  ought  to  be  brought 
to  Congress;  that  they  would  trust  General  Taylor 
on  the  subject;  that  he  would  approve  anything 

which  Congress  might  do  on' this  question. Thus  we  had  witnessed  the  remarkable  fact,  that 

gentlemen  entertaining  such  opposite  sentiments 
had  so  far  cooperated,  and  zealously  and  efficiently 
cooperated  too,  as  to  bring  this  question  into  these 
Hulls.  The  friends  of  General  Taylor  at  the  North 
said  it  must  come  here;  the  friends  of  General  Tay- 

lor at  the  South  said  it  must  come  here.  What 

course,'  then,  remained  for  the  northern  Democ- 
racy— those  who  had  taken  the  ground  of  non- 

interference ?  They  could  not,  if  they  would — and, 
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for  one,  he  would  not,  if  he  could — now  keep  this 

question  out  of  these  Halls;  and  it  being  here, 
legislation  being  inevitable,  and  there  being  no 

retreat,  you  cannot  expect  us  (said  he)  to  go  other- 
wise than  for  the  non-extension  of  slavery,  even, 

if  you  please,  to  the  supererogation  of  putting  the 
ordinance  of  1787  into  any  bill  that  may  be  brought 
forward  to  organize  the  Territories. 

These  being  the  facts,  he  repeated  it  would  seem 

very  improper  for  a  defeated  party,  like  the  De- 
mocracy, now  to  undertake  to  take  this  question 

out  of  the  hands  of  the  successful  party.  What- 
ever the  legislation  might  result  in,  it  should  be 

remitted  to  them;  they  should  have  a  trial,  and  a 
fair  trial,  at  settling  this  question;  and  he  said  to 
his  Democratic  friends,  Stand  from  under,  and  let 
this  question  go  to  General  Taylor.  Let  us  see 
-what  General  Taylor  will  do  with  it.  He  recol- 

lected to  have  heard  a  gentleman  from  Alabama, 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  [Mr.  Hilliard,] 

at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  say  upon  this  sub- 
ject, that  his  candidate  for  the  Presidency  (General 

Taylor)  would  hush  the  storm  which  had  been 
raised  concerning  this  question— that  he  would  calm 
the  troubled  waters.  The  country  would  be  fortu- 

nate if  it  turned  out  so.  So  far  as  he  (Mr.  R.)  was 
concerned,  he  was  not  disposed  to  deprive  the 
President  elect  and  his  party  in  Congress  of  an 
opportunity  of  exhibiting  _what  they  would  do 
upon  this  question. 

There  was  another  view  of  this  question  to  which 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  gentlemen.  While 
the  friends  of  General  Taylor  at  the  South  were 
making  speeches  in  his  advocacy,  stating,  in  most 
dogmatical  and  explicit  terms,  that  he  could  be 

trusted  on  this  question  of  slavery,  and  that  Gen- 
eral Cass  could  not;  that  he  (General  Taylor)  was 

a  southern  man,  that  his  interests,  feelings,  and 
education  were  allied  and  identified  with  theirs; 
and  that  General  Cass  was  a  northern  man,  and 
the  very  reverse  in  his  sympathies,  education,  and 
interests;  while  such  a  man  as  Bailie  Peyton,  a 
distinguished  and  confidential  friend  (or  so  supposed 
to  be)  of  General  Taylor  himself,  in  a  discussion 
with  an  honorable  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  who 
occupies  a  seat  on  this  floor,  [Mr.  Boyd,]  at 
Paducah,  in  Kentucky,  had  said  that  General  Tay- 

lor would  veto  the  Wilmot  proviso;  and  that  men 
who  could  argue  otherwise  ought  not  to  be  reasoned 
with; — ex-Governor  Metcalfe  was  at  his  State,  (In- 

diana,) and  made  a  speech  at  the  Capitol,  of  which 
the  following  account  was  given  in  the  Indiana 

"  State  Journal,"  the  Whig  newspaper  organ  in that  State: 

"He  told  the  people,  as  a  southern  man,  and 
'  as  a  Senator  representing  a  southern  Stale  in  the 
'  United  States  Senate,  that  he  did  not  wish  Gen- 
•  eral  Taylor  to  interpose  the  veto  to  defeat  the 
'  passage  of  a  bill  extending  the  ordinance  of  1787 
'  over  our  newly-acquired  territories.  That  Gen- 
'  eral  Taylor  stood  pledged  before  the  country,  so 
'  understood,  North  and  South,  not  to  do  it,  and  he 
'  would  dishonor  himself  were  he  to  do  it.  The 

'  Whigs  of  the  South  would  scorn  to  resort  to  the 
'  one-man  power  to  defeat  it,  or  any  other  measure 
'of  deliberate  legislation." 
More  than  this :  Ex-Governor  Letcher,  from 

the  same  State,  was  at  the  same  place,  and  gave  the 
same  pledges  in  reference  to  General  Taylor,  and, 
in  addition,  called  the  attention  of  the  people  to 
the  fact,  that  in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol  the 
slave  and  the  free  States  were  equally  divided — 
there  being  thirty  Senators  on  each  side;  aud  that 
upon  a  sectional  question  like  this,  if  they  elected 
Mr.  Fillmore,  he  would  have  the  casting  vote,  and 
he  would  decide  it  in  their  favor :  he  urged  that  as 
a  reason  why  the  Taylor  and  Fillmore  ticket  was 
the  true  free-soil  ticket.  His  friend  and  colleague, 
who  was  now  in  his  seat,  from  the  metropolitan  dis- 

trict of  that  State,  [Mr.  Wick,]  heard  this  with  his 
own  ears;  and  more  than  this,  it  was  published  in 
the  same  Indiana  "State  Journal,"  and  extra 
copies  scattered  far  and  wide  over  their  State. 

Seeing  these  facts,  let  him  ask  again,  Could  any 
man  living  south  of  Mason  and  Dixon's  line  ex- 

pect a  northern  man  to  do  more  for  them  (the 
South)  than  they  were  willing  to  do  for  them- 

selves ?  Why,  the  very  fact  of  the  election  of  Mr. 
Fillmore  as  Vice  President  appeared  on  its  face  to 
have  decided  the  question  of  the  ordinance;  and 
the  decision  to  have  been  made  by  the  South 
itself;  for  who  did  not  know  that  that  gentleman, 
(Mr.  Fillmore,)  in  the  year  1838,  gave  an  affirm- 

ative answer  to  the  direct  question  whether  he  was 

in  favor  of  the  immediate  abolition  of  slavery  in 
this  District?  He  saw,  sines  the  election  of  that 

gentleman,  in  a  congratulatory  letter  to  a  friend, 
speaking  of  his  southern  friends,  he  said,  they 

were  a  "noble  set  of  fellows."  Well,  it  would  seem 
that  they  were  a  little  pliant  on  this  subject. 
Whether  it  resulted  from  their  indifference  to  this 

slave  question  or  from  their  love  of  political  power, 
was,  perhaps,  a  debatable  question.  For  himself, 
he  had  thought  for  a  good  while,  that  these  gen- 

tlemen, both  at  the  South  and  the  North,  who  had 
made  so  much  noise  about  the  slavery  question, 

cared  very  little  about  it — that  they  only  used  it 
as  a  political  trap  to  catch  votes.  So  far  as  he 
was  concerned,  he  would  not  stand  by  and  encour- 

age them  in  that  game.  He  had  used  all  his  rea- 
son and  all  his  influence  in  keeping  this  question 

out  of  these  Halls;  and  in  so  doing  he  had  been 
actuated  by  no  other  motive  than  those  of  comity, 
friendship,  and  good  neighborhood;  but  if  they  of 
the  South  were  determined  they  should  legislate 

upon  it,  he  said  to  them — 
"Lay  on,  Macduff!" 

He  had  stated  (while  he  impugned  no  man's 
motives)  that  the  action  of  these  gentlemen  on 
its  face  seemed  to  indicate  that  they  cared  noth- 

ing about  this  question  of  slavery,  except  for 
the  purpose  of  making  political  capital.  They 
could  not  let  Congress  settle  the  question  at  the 
last  session;  they  seemed  determined  it  should  not 
be  settled  then;  but  they  appeared  now,  or  the 
indications  seemed  to  point  in  that  direction,  to  be 
quite  willing  that  the  present  Congress  should  step 
in  and  settle  it  before  their  candidate  came  into 

power.  Why  was  it  that  when  the  honorable  gen- 
tleman from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Root,]  the  other  day 

moved  bis  resolution,  instructing  the  Territorial 

Committee  to  bring  in  a  bill  to  organize  a  govern- 
ment for  these  Territories,  excluding  slavery,  that 

such  a  fluttering  had  showed  itself  upon  that  side 

of  the  House  among  the  northern  Whigs  ?  Every- 
where, in  all  the  elections  which  had  taken  place 

since  that  question  had  come  up,  they  had  made 
the  exclusion  of  slavery  from  the  newly  acquired 

territories  the  sine  qua  non.  Yet,  when  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  had  moved  his  resolution,  they 

had  seen  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Committee 

of  Ways  and  Means  [Mr.  Vinton]  rise  in  his 
place,  and  appeal  to  his  friends  to  vote  down  the 
previous  question.  Let  gentlemen  examine  the 
yeas  and  nays,  and  they  would  find  the  names  of 
those  who  heretofore  had  been  distinguished  and 
loud  in  favor  of  the  Wilmot  proviso,  voting  to 
lay  this  resolution  on  the  table;  nay  more,  they 
would  find  one  or  two  of  these  gentlemen  recorded 
in  the  negative  on  the  direct  vote  upon  the  resolu- 

tion. Why  was  this  ?  Were  we  to  witness  again, 
as  we  had  witnessed  at  Philadelphia,  another 

slaughtering  of  principles  ?  He  said  to  his  fellow- 
citizens  of  the  free  States,  Beware!  Look  to  this 
Congress?  Were  these  timid  Whig  gentlemen 
wailing  for  a  bill  which  had  made  its  appearance 
in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol,  and  hoping  that  it 
would  come  in,  and  they  would  step  in,  and  save 
them  from  the  responsibility  and  exposure?  If 
they  were,  he  hoped  and  believed  they  would  find 
that  they  were  mistaken. 

Some,  perhaps,  might  think  he  was  arguing 
this  question  from  partisan  views  and  motives 

merely.  Not  at  all."  It  was  a  question  which  rose 
higher  than  party,  and  higher  than  the  giving  to 
these  Territories  a  government.  It  went  to  the 
vitality  of  our  institutions  themselves — to  the  ques- 

tion of  the  right  and  power  of  this  people  to  gov- 
ern themselves;  for  if,  as  in  the  late  canvass,  the 

candidate  for  the  Presidency  was  to  be  permitted 
to  withold  his  opinions  upon  a  great  subject  like 
this,  and  to  allow  himself  to  be  represented  by  his 
friends,  in  one  section  of  the  Union,  as  a  friend 
and  supporter  of  slavery,  and  as  certain  to  veto 
the  Wilmot  proviso  if  passed,  and  to  be  advocated 
in  other  portions  on  the  ground  that  he  held  opin- 

ions diametrically  opposite,  our  system  of  govern- 
ment was  a  failure;  the  people  did  not  govern  them- 

selves. He  repeated,  that  this  question  rose  higher 
and  far  above  the  matter  of  giving  these  Territo- 

ries a  government;  and  from  reasons  of  this  char- 
acter, the  settlement  of  this  matter  should  be  per- 

mitted to  go  to  the  next  Administration,  that  the 
deception  and  fraud  which  had  been  practised  upon 
the  people  might  be  exposed. 

It  cannot,  I  think,  be  denied  but  that  the  ques 
tion  of  slavery  had  determined  the  result  of  the 
late  Presidential  election.     If,  as  ought  always  to 

be  the  case,  when  a  great  question  like  this  be- 
comes a  controlling  element  in  Presidential  elec- 

tions, the  views  and  opinions  of  both  candidates 
were  fully  and  unequivocally  known,  no  one  would 
h^ve  had  a  right  to  complan.  But  when,  as  in 
this  case,  the  views  and  opinions  of  one  candidate 
are  obstinately  withheld,  or,  if  expressed  at  all,, 

done  in  such  a  way  and  in  such  language  as  to' 
warrant  his  friends,  who  entertain  opposite  opin- 

ions on  the  subject,  each  to  infer  that  he  is  with 
them,  it  is  a  fraud,  a  deception,  which  ought  to  be 
uncovered,  and  from  which  the  successful  candi- 

date ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  escape.  ThaS 
this  question  has  aided  General  Taylor,  and  in- 

jured General  Cass,  both  north  and  south,  is  unde- 
niable. IthaslostGeneral  Cass  and  the  Democratic 

party  the  thirty-six  electoral  votes  of  New  York, 
and,  as  he  thought,  the  twenty-six  in  Pennsylva- 

nia in  the  free  States,  because  he  was  regarded  as 
too  favorable  to  the  South;  while  it  is  no  less 
evident,  that  it  has  also  lost  him  the  States  of 
Georgia,  Louisiana,  and  Florida,  in  the  South, 
because  he  was  regarded  as  too  favorable  to  the 
North.  Besides,  it  is  evident,  that  in  all  the  other 
southern  States  the  Democratic  vote  is  greatly 
diminished  on  this  account.  While  he  awarded 

to  his  southern  Democratic  friends  (he  meant  thos« 
on  this  floor  now,  as  well  as  the  party  generally) 

as  much  political  integrity  and  fidelity  to  the  Dem- 
ocratic cause  as  exists  in  any  other  portion  of  the 

Confederacy,  yet  they  cannot  deny  but  that  the 
fact  that  General  Taylor  was  a  southern  man, 
owning  a  large  number  of  slaves,  identified  in 
feeling  and  interest  with  them  upon  the  institution! 
of  slavery,  had  a  powerful  influence  in  bringing 
about  this  result.  How,  then,  is  this  evil  to  be 

cured  ?  Are  all  the  great  questions  which  natu- 
rally divide  the  two  parties  to  be  swallowed  up  by 

this  one.  He  hoped  not.  But  he  confessed  he 
saw  no  way  of  preventing  it,  except  to  compel 
General  Taylor  to  take  such  responsibility  on  this 
subject  as  woutpl  show  what  are  his  real  opinions, 
show  who  in  the  late  contest  have  been  the  dupes, 
and  who  the  dupers. 

He  would  now  make  a  few  remarks,  in  refer-  - 
ence  to  his  own  views  and  position  upon  this  sub- 

ject. He  might,  if  he  chose,  fill  up  his  hour  by 
adducing  evidence  here — by  reading  letters  and 
speeches  of  northern  and  southern  friends  of  Gen- 

eral Taylor,  in  order  to  establish  more  effectually 

the  position  he  had  taken;  but  he  deemed  it  un- 
necessary. It  was  denied  by  no  one;  the  truth  of 

what  he  had  said  as  to  the  difference  between 

General  Taylor's  positions  as  represented  at  the 
North  and  at  the  South,  was  admitted  by  all,  and 
was  notorious  to  the  country.  It  was  denied  by 
no  one  that  great  and  distinguished  Senators,  (such 
as  Mr.  Corwin,)  in  the  free  States,  had  told  those 

who  belonged  to  the  "  free  soil"  church,  that  the 
Taylor  and  Fillmore  ticket  was  the  true  one;  that 
as  to  Mr.  Van  Buren,  he  never  had  belonged  to 

that  party.  In  every  shape  and  form — by  every 
possible  means — it  had  been  urged  upon  the  people 
of  the  North  that  the  Taylor  and  Fillmore  ticket  was 
the  true  one  to  subserve  the  Free  Soil  purposes; 
and  by  no  less  means  had  it  been  attempted  to  be 
proved  to  the  South,  that  General  Taylor  was  the 

only  man  who  could  be  trusted  on  the  slave  ques- 
tion. He  presumed  no  southern  gentleman  here 

could  deny  that  General  Taylor'sftdvocates,  every- 
where at  the  South,  had  argued  that  he  would  veto 

the  proviso.  This  had  been  the  case;  and  some 
of  his  prominent  supporters  had  declared  that  h 
would  be  unreasonable,  and  an  insult  to  them,  to 

ask  the  question  what  General  Taylor's  course 
would  be?  They  had  argued  that  his  living  where 
he  did,  at  the  South,  and  owning  two  or  three 
hundred  slaves,  was  a  sufficient  pledge  that  he 
would  carry  out  the  views  of  the  South;  while,  at 
the  North,  the  Allison  letter,  which  had  stood  at 
the  head  of  every  newspaper  that  had  borne  his 
name,  had  been  held  up  as  ample  pledge  that  he 
would  sanction  whatever  Congress  saw  fit  to  do 

upon  this  subject. 
He  had  said  he  was  willing  to  leave  this  ques- 

tion where  the  Constitution  had  left  it.  He  was 

no  longer  permitted  to  occupy  that  ground;  he 
was  compelled  to  legislate.  He  repeated,  being  so 

compelled,  he  would  legislate  but  one  way — that 
was,  for  the  exclusion  of  slavery.  He  had  voted 

at  the  last  session  against  the  insertion  of  the  Wil- 
mot proviso  in  the  Oregon  bill,  and  he  would  have 

voted  to  strike  it  out  of  a  bill  organizing  govern- 
ments for  New  Mexico  and  California;  but  he 
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would  not  now  vote  to  strike  it  out.  He  had  seen 

no  necessity  for  it  in  the  Oregon  bill,  as  the  people 
of  Oregon  had  already  decided  the  question.  In 
their  fundamental  law,  in  the  constitution  of  their 

provisional  government,  they  had  adopted  the 
very  language  of  the  ordinance  of  1787;  and  the 
bill  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
Territories  [Mr.  Smith,  of  Indiana]  proposed  to 
affirm  that  fundamental  law.  The  people  of  the 
Territory  had  legislated  for  themselves;  and  he 
had  then  seen  no  necessity  for  having  another 

Wilmot  proviso.  He  knew  it  would  make  mis- 
chief, and  nothing  else;  and  it  did  well-nigh  defeat 

the  bill.  Hereafter  he  should  give  no  such  vote. 
He  would  at  any  time  vote  for  organizing  these 
Territories  with  the  Wilmot  proviso  extended  over 
them.  He  had  opposed  legislating  on  the  subject; 
but  his  objections  were  defeated  and  cancelled;  the 
South  themselves  had  brought  the  question  here; 
they  must  now  abide  its  settlement  by  Congress. 

He  would  add,  he  thought,  and  he  had  always 
thought,  his  southern  friends  had  done  wrong  in 

asking  any  legislation  of  Congress  to  extend  sla- 
very. Why,  what  was  the  history  of  our  country  ? 

Since  the  Government  was  organized,  we  had  ob- 
tained Louisiana,  Florida,  and  Texas — all  slave 

Territories.  The  last  acquisition  was  the  only  free 
acquisition  we  had  made.  Was  it  right,  then, 
seeing  that  their  acquisitions  were  as  three  to  one, 
for  the  South  to  come  forward  and  ask  Congress 
to  extend  slavery  over  this  Territory  ?  He  thought 
not.  We  had  introduced  into  this  Union  four  slave 
States,  which  had  been  carved  out  of  these  various 
acquisitions,  and  but  one  free  State.  And  he  told 
gentlemen  of  the  South  he  did  not  think  the  North 
ever  would  permit  territory  now  free  to  be  made 

slave  territory.  What  this  unnatural  union  be- 
tween the  North  and  the  South,  which  had  resulted 

in  the  election  of  General  Taylor,  might  bring 
forth,  however,  it  was  impossible  to  tell;  what 
might .  result  from  some  of  these  compromises 
which  they  were  willing  to  adopt,  remained  to  be 
seen.  Under  the  non-interference  doctrine — the 

old  Democratic  platform — slavery  would  never  have 
gone  into  New  Mexico  and  California;  but  agitate 
the  question,  bring  it  up  in  Congress,  and  no  man 
could  tell  in  what  manner  it  would  be  decided. 

The  continued  agitation  of  the  question  may 
float  slavery  into  them.  The  patronage  in  expect- 

ancy of  General  Taylor,  before  he  comes  into  power, 
may  so  silence  and  spike  the  cannon  of  Wilmot- 
proviso  Whigs  from  the  North,  as  to  permit  some 

compromise  to  pass  this  session  which  will  sub- 
serve the  purposes  of  the  slaneholdjng  interest.  It 

is  remarkable,  that  in  all  instances  heretofore, 
northern  Whigs  have,  in  every  shape,  and  without 
exception,  on  this  floor,  stood  up  for  the  proviso; 
yet  we  now  see  some  of  them  apparently  quite 
willing  to  compromise  the  question.  For  myself, 
I  do  not  so  far  commit  myself  as  to  say  I  will  not 
vote  for  anything  this  winter;  but  I  do  say,  my 
decided  opinion  now  is,  that  we  should  let  the 
question  alone  till  next  session. 

The  necessity  for  legislation,  for  the  giving  of 
governments  to  these  Territories,  is  not  now  so 
emergent  as  it  was  at  the  last  session.  Since 
then,  the  President  has  sent  out  troops  and  provided 
for  their  permanent  military  occupation,  under  the 
administration  of  General  P.  F.  Smith,  an  able 
and  prudent  man,  who  will  incidentally  be  invested 
with  sufficient  civil  power  as  to  insure  to  the  people 
of  that  country  (California)  such  protection  in  their 
persons  and  property  as  they  have  never  hitherto 
enjoyed;  and  they  can  get  along  well  enough  under 
such  a  government  for  a  few  months  longer. 

He  had  now  subserved  his  purpose;  and  if  it 
were  not  a  seeming  unfairness  to  make  a  speech 
and  then  withdraw  his  motion,  he  would  do  so; 
as  it  was,  however,  he  would  leave  the  question 
open  to  be  disposed  of  by  the  House. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  moved  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  moved  to  lay  the  motion 

to  reconsider  on  the  table. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  asked  the  yeas  and 
nays  on.  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table;  which 
were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  vote  stood 

— yeas  105,  nays  83 — as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Bingham,  Blackmar, 

Blanchard,  Butler,  Canby,  Cathcart,  Clapp,  Franklin  CJark, 
Collamer,  Conger,  Crowell,  Cummins,  Darling,  Dickey 
Dickinson,  Dixon,  Daniel  Duncan,  Dunn,  Eckei  t,  Edwards' 
Embree,  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Farrelly,  Ficklin,  Fisher' Freedley,  Fries,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Hale,  Nathan  k! 
Hall,  Hammons,  James  G.  Hampton,  Moses  Hampton,  Hen- 

ley, Henry,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Joseph 
It.  Ingersoil,  Jenkins,  James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P. 
King,  Lnlini,  William  T,  Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence, 
Lincoln,  Lord,  Lynde,  McClelland,  Mcllvaine,  Job  Mann, 
Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Morris,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Nos,  Nicoll, 
Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie,  Pettit,  Pollock,  Putnam, 
Reynolds,  Itichey,  Rockhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rock- 
Well,  Koot,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sherrill,  Silvester,  Slinger- 
land,  Smart,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Truman  Smith, 
Starkweather,  Strohm,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  Taylor,  James 
Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  William  Thompson, 
Thurston,  Tuck,  Turner,  Warren,  Wentworth,  White, 
Wick,  Wiley,  Wilmot,  and  Wilson— 105. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Atkinson,  Barringer,  Barrow,  Beale, 

Bedinger,  Bocock,  Botts,Bowlin,  Boyd,  Bridges,  Brodhead, 
William  G.  Brown,  AlbertG.  Brown,  Buckner,  Bun,  Cabell, 
Chapman,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R. 
W.  Cobb, -Cocke,  Cranston,  Crisfield,  Cro/.ier,  Daniel,  Gar- 
nett  Duncan,  Alexander  Evans,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton, 
Gaines,  Gayle,  Gentry,  Goggin,  Green,  Haralson,  Harman- 
son,  Harris,  Hill,  Isaac  E.Holmes, George  S.  Houston, Inge, 
Charles  J.  Ingersoil,  Iverson,  Andrew  Johnson,  Robert  W. 
Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kennon,  T. 
Butler  King,  La  Sere,  Leffler,  Ligon,  Lumpkin,  McCler- 
nand,  McDowell,  McKay,  McLane,  Meade,  Miller,  More- 
head,  Outlaw,  Pendleton,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Pilsbury,*Pres- 
ton,  Richardson,  Sawyer,  Stanton,  Stephens,  Thibodeaux, 
Thomas,  Jacob  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Robert  A. 
Thompson,  Tompkins,  Toombs,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Vin- 

ton, Wallace,  and  Woodward — S3. 
So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

SLAVERY  IN    THE    DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS,  in  pursuance  of  notice  here- 
tofore given,  rose  and  asked  leave  to  introduce  a  bill. 

No  objection  having  been  made, 
Mr  G.  introduced  a  bill  of  the  following  title: 

"A  bill  to  authorize  the  people  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  to  express  their  desire  as  to  the  existence 

of  slavery  therein."    , 
The  bill  having  been  read  twice  by  its  title — 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  said,  that  as  its  object  was 

very  well  understood  by  the  members  of  the 
House,  and  as  the  subject  had  been  so  long  agi- 

tated, he  trusted  there  would  be  no  objection  to 
allowing  the  bill  to  be  put  upon  its  engrossment  at 
this  time. 

Mr.  COBB  called  for  its  reading. 
Whereupon  the  bill  was  read,  as  follows: 
Be  it  enacted,  4'c,  That  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  male 

inhabitants  of  the  District  of  Columbia  over  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  who  have  resided  therein  during  one  year  next 
preceding  the  passage  of  this  bill,  to  assemble  on  the  first 
Monday  of  April  next,  at  the  court  room  in  the  City  Hall  of 
the  City  of  Washington,  and  at  eight  o'clock,  a.  m.,  of  said 
day,  or  so  soon  thereafter  as  twenty-five  persons  of  the  above 
description  shall  have  assembled,  to  select,  viva  voce,  three 
judges  and  two  clerks  of  said  convention. 

Sec.  2.  That  each  of  said  judges  and  clerks,  before  enter- 
ing upon  the  duties  of  said  appointment,  shall  take  an  oath 

or  affirmation  faithfully  and  impartially  to  discharge  the  du- 
ties assigned  him  by  this  act,  and  to  prevent  so  far  as  able 

all  fraud,  deception,  or  abuse  in  conducting  the  same. 
Sec  3.  That  each  person  above  described  may  then 

express  his  desire  for  the  continuance  of  slavery  within  said 
District  by  handing  to  one  ef  the  judges  a  ticket  on  which 
shall  be  written  or  printed  the  word  "  slavery,"  and  those who  desire  the  establishment  of  freedom  in  said  District 
may  express  the  same  by  handing  to  one  of  said  judges  a 
ticket  on  which  shall  be  written  or  printed  the  word  "  lib- 

erty." And  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  judge  receiving 
said  ticket  to  announce  the  name  of  the  person  handing  it 
to  liim  audibly  before  placing  the  same  in  the  box;  and  the 
clerks  shall  each  record  the  name  of  said  person  so  voting 
in  a  poll-book  provided  for  that  purpose,  and  the  judge  shall 
then  place  said  ticket  in  the  box  without  examining  the 

same. Sec.  4.  That  said  box  and  books  shall  be  kept  open  for 
the  purpose  of  receiving  tickets  until  four  o'clock,  p.  m., 
and  from  eight  o'clock,  a.  m.  until  four  o'clock,  p.  in.  of 
the  succeeding  day;  and  said  box,  at  the  close  of  each  day, 
shall  be  sealed  up  in  the  presence  of  all  the  judges,  and  shall 
remain  in  charge  of  one  of  said  judges  during  the  time  said 

judges  shall  be  separated. Sec.  5.  That  after  said  box  shall  be  closed  on  the  second 
day  of  said  convention,  the  judges  shall  certify  at  the  foot  of 
said  list,  the  number  of  persons  who  have  voted,  which 
certificate  shall  also  be  attested  by  said  clerks. 

Sec.  6.  That  said  judges  and  clerks  shall  meetat  the  same 
place,  at  eight  o'clock,  on  the  third  day  of  said  convention, 
and  when  assembled  shall  open  said  box,  and  proceed  to 
count  said  tickets,  carefully  designating  those  in  favor  of 
slavery  and  those  in  favor  of  liberty ;  and  said  clerks  shall 
keep  tally  in  said  poll-books,  carefully  placing  each  tally 
in  its  appropriate  column;  and,  if  in  unfolding  said  tickets, 
it  shall  be  found  that  two  tickets  were  folded  together  and 
given  to  the  judge  by  one  person,  such  ticket  shall  not  be 
counted  in  either  column  ;  but  the  number  of  such  fraud- 

ulent tickets  shall  be  noticed,  and  recorded  as  such  by  said 
clerks. 

Sec.  7.  That  when  the  whole  number  of  tickets  shall  be 

eounted,  the  judges  shall  make  out  a  certificate  in  said  poll- 
book  showing  thetiumber  of  ballots  in  favor  of  slavery  and 
the  number  in  favor  of  liberty,  and  the  number  of  fraudu- 

lent tickets  or  blanks,  (if  such  there  be,)  which  said  certi- 
ficate shall  be  signed  by  the  judges,  and  attested  by  the 

clerks;  and  one  of  said  poll-books  shall  be  deposited  with 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  and  the  other  with  the  Clerk  of 
thls'House,  to  be  reported  to  said  Senate  and  House  at  the 
next  session  of  Congress. 

Sec.  8.  Provides  for  the  punishment  of  frauds,  by  confine- 
ment in  the  penitentiary. 

The  reading  having  been  concluded — 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  said,  that  he  had  endeavored, 

in  drawing  up  this  bill,  to  make-  everything  so 
plain  that  every  member  could  understand  it.  It 
was  simply  a  question  to  be  propounded  to  the 
people  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  whether  they, 
in  fact,  desired  the  continuance  of  the  institution 
of  slavery  or  not? 

Mr.  JACOB  THOMPSON  here  rose  and  said, 
that,  with  the  permission  of  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  [Mr.  Giddings,]  he  (Mr.  T.)  wished  to  put 
an  inquiry  to  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  yield  the 

floor?  ■ 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  having  expressed  hia  willing- 

ness to  yield  for  the  purpose  of  inquiry — 
Mr.  THOMPSON  said:  I  desire  to  know 

whether  the  people  of  this  District  have  expressed 
in  any  way  a  desire  that  Congress  should  pass 
such  a  law  as  is  contemplated  by  this  bill? 

Mr.  GIDDINGS.  I  say  they  have.  I  say  that 
a  number  of  them,  and  of  the  leading  men  among 

them,  have  made  such  a  request,  and  it  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  that  request  that  this  bill  has  been 

drawn. 
Mr.  THOMPSON  said  he  desired  to  know  from 

the  chairman  of  the  committee   
Mr.  GIDDINGS  claimed  the  floor. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  said  the  gentleman  would 
certainly  yield  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to 
obtain  the  information  he  had  asked. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  insisted  on  his  right  to  the 
floor,  at  the  same  time  expressing  his  readiness 
to  answer  any  inquiry  that  the  gentleman  might 
think  proper  to  put  to  him.  He  repeated,  in  reply 
to  the  inquiry  of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi, 

[Mr.  Thompson,]  that  he  (Mr.  G.)  had  been  re- 
quested to  bring  forward  this  bill.  It  met  the 

approbation  of  many  citizens  here — of  every  one, 
certainly,  with  whom  he  had  conversed. 

Mr.  TOMPKINS  here  rose,  and  expressed  his 
desire  to  put  an  inquiry  to  the  gentleman  from Ohio. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  yield 
the  floor? 

Mr.  GIDDINGS.     For  the  purpose  of  inquiry. 
Mr.  TOMPKINS  ,said  that  he  had  probably 

not  distinctly  heard  the  reading  of  the  bill;  but  he 
understood  one  of  its  provisions  to  be,  that  every 

male  inhabitant  of  the  District  over  twenty-one 
years  of  age,  should  vote  at  the  contemplated  con- 

vention. Now,  he  wished  the  gentleman  to  ex- 
plain whether,  in  using  that  expression,  it  was 

his  intention  that  negroes,  bond  and  free,  or  ne- 
groes, bond  or  free,  were  to  take  part  in  this 

expression  of  public  sentiment? 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  said,  that  when  he  looked 

abroad  upon  the  family  of  man,  he  knew  no  dis- 
tinctions. He  knew  of  no  persons  in  this  Dis- 

trict that  did  not  come  from  the  same  crea- 
ting hand  that  formed  himself,  or  the  gentleman 

from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Tompkins;]  and  when  he 
(Mr.  G.)  spoke  of  the  people  of  this  District,  he 
meant  precisely  what  he  said.  He  meant  every 
male  inhabitant  of  the  District  of  Columbia  over 

twenty-one  years  of  age.  He  did  not  draw  any 
distinctions.  He  woul,d  not  suffer  the  man  who 

held  his  fellow-man  in  bondage  to.  say  whether  he 
would  do  this  thing  or  not,  and  then  refuse  to  put 
the  question  to  him  who  was  thus  bound.  If  the 
gentleman  from  Mississippi  chose  to  offer  an 
amendment  excluding  both  the  slaveholder  and  the 
slave,  he  (Mr.  G.)  would  go  with  him;  but  as  the 
advocate  of  the  eternal  principle  of  truthand  jus- 

tice, he  never  would  submit  to  give  one  man  the 

control  of  another  man's  liberty.  Any  such  attempt 
struck  at  the  very  foundation  of  his  principles. 

Every  feeling  of  his  soul  shrunk  with  abhorrence 
from  the  proposition.  He  stood  here  as  the  advo- 

cate of  our  common  humanity;  he  stood  here  to 

uphold  those  rights,  and  to  demand  that  the  en- 
during principles  of  justice  should  be  meted  out 

to  every  individual  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 
He  did  not  come  here  the  advocate  of  any  peculiar 
rights — of  one  man  claiming  rights  over  another. 

He  stood  here  on  sound  Democratic  principles   
The  SPEAKER  said,  the  Chair  must  arrest  the 

gentleman  from  Ohio  in  his  remarks.  According 
to  the  rule,  if  debate  arose  on  any  proposition  or 
resolution,  it  must,  except  by  general  consent,  go 
over  one  day. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  suggested,  that  if  the  proposi- 
tion to  introduce  his  bill  had  given  rise  to  debate, 

it  would  have  gone  over.  But  the  bill  had  been 

received,  had  been  twice  rend,  and  the  question 
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now- was  on  ordering  it  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading.  As  a  matter  of  course,  he  presumed  that 
question  was  debatable.  Had  not  the  ground 
been  yielded  by  the  very  fact  of  putting  the  bill 
upon  the  question  of  engrossment? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  twenty-sixth  rule  of  the 
House  is  in  the  following  words:      ̂  

"  All  the  States  and  Territories  shall  be  called  for  resolu- 
tions on  each  alternate  Monday  during  each  session  of  Con- 
gress ;  and,  if  necessary  to  secure  this  object  on  said  days, 

all  resolutions  that  shull  give  rise  to  debate  shall  lie  over  for 
discussion  under  the  rules  of  the  House  already  established  ; 
and  the  whole  of  said  days  shall  be  appropriated  to  resolu- 

tions, until  all  the  Sta/es  and  Territories  are  called  through." 
The  SPEAKER  continued:  The  Chairthinks  that 

the  spirit  of  the  rule  requires  that  everything  which 
gives  rise  to  debate,  except  a  motion  to  reconsider, 
should  go  over. 

Mr.  GIDD1NGS-  Is  it  in  order  to  move  the 

previous  question  on  the  question  of  engrossment? 
The  SPEAKER.     It  is. 
Mr.  GIDD1NGS.     Then  I  move  it. 
Mr.  JACOB  THOMPSON  moved  that  the  bill 

be  laid  on  the  table,  and  asked  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  that  motion.  « 

Mr.  T.  said  that,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  he  would  like  to  say  one  word.     He  had 
heard  of  no  call  for  such  a  measure. 
i    Some  calls  to  order. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  the  question  before  the 

House  was  on  the  motion  to  lay  the  bill  on  the 
table,  and  that  question  was  not  debatable. 

Mr.  CHAPMAN,  of  Maryland,  rose  to  move 
that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
District  of  Columbia.  He  supposed,  he  said,  that 

the  motion  to  lay  the  bill  on  the  table  took  prece-y 
dence. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  potion  to  lay  on 

the  table  took  precedence,  and  so  also  did  the  mo- 
tion for  the  previous  question. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 
And  the  question  "  Shall  this  bill  be  laid  on  the 

table?"  was  taken,  and  resulted — yeas  106,  nays 
79 — as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Adams,  Atkinson,  Barringer,  Barrow, 

Bayly,  Beale,  Bedinger,  Botts,  Bowlin,  Boyd,  Boydon, 
Brady,  Bridges,  Brodhead,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles 
Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Buckner,  Burt,  Cabeil,  Chapman, 
Ctiase,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Howell  Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W. 
Cobb,  Cocke,  Crisfield,  Crozier,  Baniel,  Garnett  Duncan, 
Dunn,Eckert,  Edwards,  Alexander  Evans,  Faran,  Ficklin, 
Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gayle,  Gentry,  Goggin, 
Green,  Hammons,  Haralson,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Hill,  Isaac 
E.  Holmes,  George  S.  Houston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll, 
Joseph  R.  Ingersoll,  Iverson,  Andrew  Johnson,  Robert  W. 
Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kennon,  Tlios. 
Butler  King,  La  Sere,Leffler,  Lison,  Lincoln,  Lord,  Lump- 

kin, McClernand,  McDowell,  McKay,  McLane,  Job  Mann, 
Meade,  Miller,  Morehead,  fa orris,  Morse,  Outlaw,  Pendle- 

Tompkins,    Toombs,  Venable,   Vinton,  Wallace,   Wick, 

Wiley,  Williams,  and  Woodward— 105. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Bingham,  Blackmar, 

Blanehard,  Canby,  Catheart,  Clapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Colla- 
mer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Dickey,  Dixon,  Daniel 

Duncan,  Nathan  Evans,  FarreHy',  Fisher,  Freedley,  Fries, Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley.  Gregory,  Grinned,  Hale,  Nathan  K. 
Hall,  Henley,  Henry,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hudson, 
Hunt,  Jenkins,  James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King, 
Lahin,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence,  McClel- 

land, Mcllvaine,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Mullin, 
Nelson,  Nes,  Newell,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petti*,  Pol- 

lock, Putnam,  Reynolds,  Rockhill,  Julius  Itockwell,  Root, 
Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sherrill,  Silvester,  Slingerland,  Smait, 
Robert  Smith,  Starkweather,  Strohm,  Tallmadge,  Thurston, 
Tuck,  Turner,  Van  Dyke,  Warren,  Wentworth,  White, 
Wilmot,  and  Wilson— 79. 

So  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 
Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

were  given  as  follows: 
By  Mr.  PALFREY:  A  bill  to  extend  to  the  per- 

sonal liberty  of  American  freemen  the  protection 
of  trial  by  jury. 

By  Mr.'N.  K.  HALL:  A  bill  making  a  dona- tion of  public  lands  to  the  several  States  and  Ter- 
ritories, to  be  by  them  appropriated  to  the  encour- 

agement and  improvement  of  the  agriculture  of 
such  States  and  Territories. 

By  Mr.  MILLER:  A  bill  extending  the  pro- 
visions of  the  9ih  section  of  the  act  entitled  "An 

act  to  raise  for  a  limited  time  an  additional  military 

force,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  February 
11,  1847,  to  the  commissioned  officers  below  the 
rank  of  brigadier  general  who  served  in  the  late 
war  with  Mexico. 

By  Mr.  LAHM:  A  bill  giving  to  the  clerks  of 
paymasters  ill  the  army  mileage  for  traveling  per- 

formed in  discharging  the  duties  of  their  office. 

By  Mr.  HARMANSON:  A  bill  authorizing 
new  selections  of  land,  in  lieu  of  worthless  school 
sections,  or  sections  of  inferior  quality,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

By  Mr.  LA  SERE:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
assignees  under  Baron  de  Ferrit. 

By  Mr.  HAMPTON,  of  Pennsylvania:  A  bill 
granting  to  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  a  portion  of 
the,  public  lands,  for  the  purpose  of  aiding  in  the 
construction  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad,  the 

Pittsburg  and  Connellsville  railroad, and  the  Penn- 
sylvania and  Ohio  railroad. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

Under  previous  notices,  bills  were  introduced  as 
follows,  viz : 

By  Mr.  MILLER:  A  bill  extending  the  pro- 
visions of  the  ninth  section  of  the  act  entitled  "An 

act  to  raise,  for  a  limited  time,  an  additional  mili- 

tary force,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved 
February  11,  1847,  to  the  commissioned  officers 
below  the  rank  of  brigadier  general,  who  served 
in  the  late  war  with  with  Mexico;  which  was  read 

a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  PHELPS  :  A  bill  to  pay  to  the  State  of 
Missouri  the  two  per  cent,  upon  the  proceeds  of 
the  sales  of  public  lands  which  have  been  sold 
within  the  limits  of  said  State,  and  which  have 
been  reserved  for  the  purpose  of  constructing  a 
road  leading  to  said  State;  which  was  read  twice, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois:  A  bill  granting  to 
the  States  of  Illinois  and  Indiana  the  right  of  way 

and  a  donation  of  public  lands  for  making  a  rail- 
road to  connect  the  falls  of  the  Ohio  river  opposite 

to  Louisville,  in  Kentucky,  with  the  Mississippi 
river,  by  the  way  of  New  Albany,  in  Indiana,  and 
Mount  Carmel,  on  the  Wabash  river,  to  Alton,  in 
Illinois;  which  bill  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  DICKINSON  :  A  bill  granting  lands 
to  the  State  of  Ohio  for  constructing  a  road  from 
Lower  Sandusky  to  the  Greenville  Treaty  line, 
agreeably  to  the  treaty  of  Brownstown  of  1808; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  DUNN.  A  bill  granting  the  right  of 
way  over  the  public  lands  in  the  States  of  Indiana 
and  Illinois  to  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi  Railroad 

Company,  and  a  portion  of  the  public  lands  within 
said  Stales  of  Indiana  and  Illinois  to  said  States 

respectively,  to  be  by  them  appropriated  in  the 
construction  and  completion  of  a  railroad  to  be 
constructed  by  said  company;  which  bill  was  read 
a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Public  Lands. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  LEFFLER 
obtained  leave,  and  introduced  a  bill  to  grant  cer- 

tain alternate  sections  of  the  public  lands  to  the 
State  of  Iowa,  to  aid  said  State  in  the  construction 
of  a  railroad  from  Dubuque,  via  Iowa  City,  to 
Keokuc,  in  said  State;  which  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  JLands. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CUMMINS, 

■  Resolved,  Thai  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  causing  to  be 

located  and  constructed  a  military  road  from  Westport,  on 
the  western  border  of  the  State  of  Missouri,  or  from  some 
other  suitable  point  on  the  western  border  of  the  said  State, 
by  the  nearest  and  best  route,  to  some  suitable  point  on  the 
Bay  of  San  Francisco,  in  the  Territory  of  Upper  California. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR, 
Ordered,  That  the  petition  and  papers  of  Samuel  Reed,  of 

Pike  county,  in  the  State  of  Ohio,  be  withdrawn  from  the 
flies  of  this  House,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 
Ordered,  That  leave  he  given  to  withdraw  the  papers  in 

the  case  of  Captain  John  Oldham. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  instruct- 

ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing  for  the  location 
of  military  bounty  land  warrants,  in  forty,  eighty,  or  one 
hundred  and  sixty  acre  tracts,  at  the  option  of  the  person 
wishing  to  locate  the  same. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RICHARDSON, 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  com- 

municate to  this  House  order  No.  I"r2,  issued  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Rio  Grande,  in  Texas,  On  the  7th  July,  1848,  by  com- 

mand of  Major  General  John  E.  Wool. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  offered  the  following 
resolution,  which,  after  ineffectual  efforts  by  him 
to  obtain  a  vote,  went  over  under  the  rule,  (debate 
arising  thereon,)  as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  passing  a  law,  provi- 

ding for  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and  the  prohibition  of  its 
extension,  wherever  Congress  has  Hie  power  so  to  do,  and 
thus  relieving  this  Government  from  ail  responsibility  for 
the  existence  of  that  institution,,  and  also  from  all  agitation 
concerning  it. 

Mr.  FICKLIN  offered  the  following  preamble 
and  resolution,  which  was  read;  and  debate  arising 
thereon,  it  was  laid  over  under  the  rule: 

Whereas,  the  guarantee  to  the  new  StatPS,  that  they  shall 
come  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
thirteen  States,  is  not  complied  with  so  long  as  the  Federal 
Government  exercises  the  right  of  disposing  of  the  public 
lands  iti  the  new  States: 

And  whereas  the  right  of  disposing  of  the  soil  of  the  public 
lands  within  their  limits  is  one  of  the  highest  and  most 
essential  attributes  of  State  sovereignty:  Tiierefore  be  it 

Resolvedly  the  House  of  Representatives,  That  the  Com-  r 
mitt'ee  on  Public  Lands  lie  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  reporting  a  bill  ceding  to  each  one  of  the  new 
States  all  of  the  public  lands  within  their  respective  limits, 
except  such  as  may  be  reserved  under  the  Constitution  for 

public  purposes. On  motion  of  Mr.  GAYLE, 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  be  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  (No.  28) 

from  the  Senate,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas 
Rhodes,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  VINTON  introduced  a  series  of  resolutions, 

referring  the  several  portions  of  the  President's 
Annual  Message  to  the  appropriate  committees. 
Pie  moved  that  the  resolutions  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union, 
and  ordered  to  be  printed.  He  gave  notice  that  he 
would  to-morrow  ask  that  the  House  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 

Union,  to  take  up  the  President's  Message  for  ref- 
erence, when  he  should  offer  the  resolutions  which 

he  now  brought  forward. 

Mr.  MEADE  inquired  of  the  Speaker,  if  it  would 
be  in  ordor  now  to  move  an  amendment  to  the 
resolutions  ?  He  wished  to  amend  them,  so  as  to 
refer  that  portion  of  the  Message  which  related  to 
the  Territories  to  a  select  committee,  instead  of  to 
the  Committee  on  Territories. 

The  SPEAKER  replied,  that  k|was  not  now  in 
orded  to  amend  the  resolutions,  but  that  they  would 

be  open  to  amendment  in  committee. 
Mr.  MEADE  appealed  to  Mr.  Vinton  to  ac- 

cept his  amendment. 
Mr.  VINTON  said  the  gentleman  could  move 

it  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  MEADE.  Then  the  gentleman  refuses  to 

accept  my  amendment. 
The  resolutions  were  referred  to  the  Committee 

of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BOWLIN, 
Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  of  five  be  appointed  to 

take  into  consideration  and  report  upon  the  several  memo- 
rials of  the  State  Legislatures  of  Arkansas  and  Missouri, 

relative  to  the  draining  and  reclaiming  of  Ihe  swamp  or 
submerged  lands  of  said  States,  and  that  they  report  by  bili 
or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GRINNELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  be  in- 

structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending  the 
laws  relating  to  prize  money  that  all  shares  or  amounts  due 
to  the  commanders,  offieeis,  and  crews  of  vessels  shall  be 
placed  in  charge  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  he  paid  to 
the  persons  to  whom  due. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HUBBARD, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  placing  soldiers' 
certificates  issued  under  the  act  of  February  15,  1847,  on  the 
same  basis  with  treasury  notes,  as  per  act  of  January  28, 

1847,  and,  if  they  deem  proper,  report  a  bill  for  that  pur- 

pose. 

In  pursuance  of  notice,  Mr.  JOHN  A.  ROCK- 
WELL introduced  a  joint  resolution  to  authorize 

the  surrey  of  certain  routes  for  a  canal  or  railroad 
between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans;  which 
resolution  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee. . 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JACOB  THOMPSON, 
Resolved,  That  the  Select  Committee  raised  for  the  pur- 

pose of  reporting  upon  the  memorials  of  the  States  of  Ar- 
kansas and  Missouri,  upon  the  subject  of  swamp  or  sub- 
merged lands,  also  consider  and  report  upon  the  memorial 

of  the  Legislature  of  Mississippi,  and  petitions  of  the  citi 
zens  of  said  State,  on  the  same  subject. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  E.  B.  HOLMES, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  erecting  fortifica- 

tions, and  establishing  a  military  dep6t  at  or  near  the  mouth 
of  the  Genesee  river,  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JENKINS, 

Resolved,  That  Nancy  G.  Van  Rensselaer,  widow  of  the 
late  Colonel  Henry  San  Rensselaer,  have  leave  to  withdraw 
her  petition  and  papers  (prayjug  for  a  pension)  from  the files  of  this  House. 
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On  motion  of  Mr.  STARKWEATHER, 

Resolved,  That  leave  be  grained  to  withdraw  the  papers 
on  the  files  of  this  House  in  the  case  of  Millard  Hardeni,  in 
order  that  the  same  may  be  placed  before  the  Postmaster 
General. 

Mr.  TALLMADGE  offered  the  following  reso- 
lution, which  was  read  and  laid  upon  the  table: 

Resolved.  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested 
to  have  prepared,  lor  the  use  of  this  House,  a  statement 
showing  the  manner  in  which  every  public  debt  of  the  Uni- 

ted States,  from  tli.e  time  of  the  Continental  Congress  up  to 
the  present  year,  has  been  contracted  ;  the  amount  of  each, 
from  whom  obtained,  under  what  law  authorized,  the  man- 

ner and  time  of  payment,  and  the  amount,  if  any,  now  due 
on  each,  together  with  the  amount  of  unclaimed  dividends, 
both  of  principal  and  interest.. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  N.  K.  HALL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  transmit  to  this 

House  a  copy  of  the  report  and  plan  of  the  board  of  engi- 
neers appointed,  under  the  Bureau  of  Topographical  En- 

gineers, to  examine  and  report  upon  the  different  plans  for 
the  improvement  of  the  harbor  of  Buffalo,  New  York. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  N.  K.  HALL, 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  to  withdraw  the  papers  in 

the  case  of  E.  F.  Gilbert,  on  file  in  the  office  of  the  Clerk 
of  the  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE, 
Rescind,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House  pay  to  the  widow, 

or  her  order,  of  the  late  Hon.  John  M.  Holly,  the  expense 
of  removing  the  remains  of  her  late  husband  to  the  place  of 
his  former  residence,  in  the  State  of  New  York,  providing 
ihe  said  expense  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  three  hundred 
•dollars. 

Mr.  GREELEY  offered  the  followingresolution, 
which  was  read,  and  laid  on  the  table: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  he  re- 
quested to  inquire  into  and  report  the  expediency  and  feasi- 

bility of  temporarily  employing  the  whole  or  a  portion  of  our 
national  vessels,  now  on  the  Pacific  station,  in  the  trans- 

portation, at  moderate  rates,  of  American  citizens  and  their 
effects  from  Panama,  and  the  Mixican  posts  on  the  Pacific, 
to  San  Francisco,  in  California. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHARLES  BROWN, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Printing  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  printing  20,000  extra  copies 
of  Colonel  Fremont's  last  report  to  the  Senate,  with  the 
accompanying  maps,  and  of  having  the  same  bound  up  with 
the  report  of  Colonel  Abert,  already  ordered  to  be  printed 
by  this  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ECKERT, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 

to  inquire  what  proportion  of  the  imports  into  the  United 
States  is  made  by  foreigners  and  on  foreign  account,  and 
what  proportion  by  citizens  of  the  United  States.  And  also 
what  frauds,  if  any,  are  committed  against  the  revenues  of 
our  Government,  under  th<?  present  ad  valorem  duties;  sta- 

ting what  proportion  of  these  frauds  are  committed  by  for- 
eign, and  what  by  American  importers ;  and  report  to  this 
House.  " 

Mr.  CHARLES  BROWN  introduced  a  joint 

resolution  (No.  — )  to  furnish  the  Official  Register 
or  Blue  Book  to  the  State  libraries  of  the  several 

States;  which  was  read  twice. 

■  And  the  question  being  stated,  Shall  the  resolu- 
tion be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time? 

Mr.  HARALSON  moved  to  amend  the  same 

by  striking  out  the  words  "State  libraries,"  where 
they  occur  in  the  resolution,  and  insert  in  lieu 

thereof  the  words  "  Secretary  of  State  in  the  sev- 
eral States." 

Pending  the  amendment,  the  resolution  giving 
rise  to  debate,  was  laid  over  under  the  rule. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAPMAN, 
Ordered,  That  leave   be   granted  for  the  withdrawal  of 

memorial  and  vouchers  of  Benedict  I.  Heard. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CHAPMAN, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Columbia 

be.  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  practicability  and  expedi- 
ency of  so  improving  the  Tiber,  flowing  at  the  foot  of  the 

Capitol  Hill,  as  to  prevent  the  floods  coming  down  the  same 
from  injuring  the  public  grounds,  and  destroying  the  naviga- 

tion of  the  Washington  canal,  and  proving  injurious  to  the 
health  of  the  city. 

Mr.  BOTTS  offered  the  following  resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  communicate  to  this'House,  (if  not  incompatible with  the  public  interests,)  under  what  law,  or  provision  of 
the  Constitution,  or  bv  what  other  authority,  Ihe  Secretary 

of  the  Treasury  of  the'  United  States  did,  by  his  sanction and  approval,  during  the  war  with  Mexico,  establish  a  tariff 
of  duties  in  the  ports  of  the  Mexican  Republic  ;  and  that  he 
also  communicate  to  this  House  by  what  legal,  constitu- 

tional, or  other  authority,  he  undertook  to  appropriate  the 
revenue  thus  derived,  to  the  support  of  the  army  in  Mexico, 
without  the  sanction  of  the  tax-laying  and  appropriating 
power  of  Congress,  as  established  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

The  said  resolution  was  read;  and,  the  rule  re- 

quiring the  same  to  lie  one  day  upon  the  table 
being  suspended,  the  resolution  was  considered, 
and  agreed  to. 

-Mr.  MEADE  offered  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  read,  considered,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  cause  to  be  trans- 
mitted to  this  House  the  correspondence  of  George  VV. 

Gordon,  late,  and  Gorham  Parks,  present  consul  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  at  Rio  de  Janeiro,  with  the  Department  of  State, 

on  the  subject  of  the  African  slave  trade;  also,  any  unpub- 
lished correspondence  on  the  same  subject  by  the  Hon. 

Henry  A.  Wise,  our  late  nTinister  to  Brazil. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ATKINSON, 

Resolved,  That  leave  be  given  to  Thomas  Chaney  to  with- 
draw his  petition  and  other  papers,  rmwonfile  in  the  Clerk's office  of  this  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BEDINGER, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  selling  so  much 

of  the  public  land  at  Harper's  Ferry,  Virginia,  as  may  not 
be  required  for  the  use  of  the  United  States  armory  at  that 

place. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  GREGORY, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  take 
into  consideration  the  propriety  of  reporting  a  bill  for  redu- 

cing the  size  of  tf?e  one  cent  coin,  and  to  authorize  the 
coining  of  a  three  cent  piece,  both  to  be  composed  of  copper 
and  some  other  precious  metal. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  VAN  DYKE, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 

Roads  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  estab- 
lishing a  post  route  between  Plainfield  and  Baskenridge; 

and  also  between  New  Gennantown  and  German  Valley,  in 
the  State  of  New  Jersey. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NEWELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  beinstiucted 

to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  better  protection  of  life  and  property  from  shipwreck 
along  the  Atlantic  coast  of  Long  Island,  between  Plum 
Inlet  and  East  Hampton,  and  that  they  report,  by  bill  or 
otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HAMPTON,  of  Penn., 
Resolved,  That  the  Committeee  on  Public  Lands  inquire 

into  the  expediency  of  granting  to  the  State  of'Pennsylvania one  million  acres  of  the  public  lands  belonging  to  the  United 
States,  to  be  appropriated  as  follows:  500,000  acres  for  the 
construction  of  the  Pennsylvania  railroad,  3u0,000  for  the 
construction  of  the  Pittsburg  and  Connellsville  railroad, 
and  300,000  for  the  Pennsylvania  and  Ohio  railroad,  to  be 
expended  within  the  State  of  Pennsylvania.  And  that  said 
committee  do  further  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making 

l  a  just  and  equitable  division  of  the  public  lands  amongst  the 
several  States  of  this  Union  ;  and  that  said  committee  re- 

port by  bill  or  otherwise. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  GOGGIN, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Rules  he  instructed  to 

inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending  the  rules  of  the 
House  as  to  provide  that  no  member  shall  have  the  right  to 
call  the  previous  question  on  any  proposition,  resolution,  or 
bill,  submitted  to  the  House,  until  the  same  shall  have  been 
distinctly  stated  from  the  Chair,  or  by  the  Clerk. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FRENCH,  the  petition  and 

papers  of  Martha  Flood,  of  Bath  county,  Ken- 
tucky, on  the  files  of  the  House,  were  referred  to 

the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  COCKE, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions 
be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  making  fur- 

ther provisions  by  law  for  the  relief  of  widows  and  orphans 
of  deceased  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  army  of  the  United 
Slates,  and  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  hill  or  other- 
wise. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  BUT- 
LER on  the  J  lth  instant,  was  taken  up,  read,  con- 

sidered, and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 

is  hereby,  required  to  furnish  this  House  with  a  statement  of 
the  amount  of  iron  imported  under  the  tariff  act  of  1846,  and 
amount  of  revenue  received  on  the  same,  specifying  par- 

ticularly the  amount  of  each  kind  of  iron  imported,  and  the 
duties  paid  on  each  kind  :  also,  a  similar  statement  of  the 
amount  of  iron  of  all  kinds  imported  annually  under  the 
tariff  act  of  1842,  and  the  amount  of  revenue  received  on 
such  importations. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,  ETC. 
The  following  petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 

under  the  rule,  and  referred  : 
By  Mr.  PUTNAM  =  The  petition  of  Alansnn  Pool^  of 

Murry,  New  York,  praying  for  a  pension  and  for  bounty 
land.  Also,  the  petition  of  J.  W.  Nye,  relating  to  his  claim 
for  Macadamizing  the  Pennsylvania  avenue. 

By  Mr.  BLANCHARD:  The  petition  of  sundry  inhabit- 
ants of  Centre  county,  Pennsylvania,  that  provision  he 

made  by  law,  that  newspapers  may  be  carried  in  the  mails 
free  of  postage  within  the  county  printed,  and  to  the  distance 
of  thirty  miles  from  the  place  where  such  papers  are  printed: 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  SLINGRELAND  :  The  petition  of  John  Hancock 
and  27  citizens  of  Albany,  New  York,  praying  for  the  pas- 

sage of  a  law  establishing  a  cheap  and  uniform  postage: 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Roads. 

By  Mr.  BEALE :  The  petition  of  Charles  Russell,  praying 
a  pension  for  disability  incurred  whilst  a  soldier  in  the  late 
Mexican  war:  referred  to  the  Committeejan  Invalid  Pen- sions. 

By  Mr.  NES :  A  petition  of  citizens  of  Adams  county, 
Pennsylvania,  praying  Congress  that  the  provision  in  the  act 
of  Congress  of  March  3^1847,  requiring  three  cents  postage 
to  be  pre-paid  on  all  newspapers,  not  marked  from  the  office 
of  publication,  may  be  repealed  :  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  CLAPP:  The  petition  of  St.  John  Smith  and  201 
merchants  of  Portland,  praying  Congress  to  authorize  the 

purchase  of  the  Granite  Exchange  Building  of  that  city  for  a 
custom-house  :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 
By  Mr.  TUCK:  The  petition  of  Uriah  Kingman,  for 

arrears  of  pension  :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 
Also,  the  petition  of  Phebe  Fitz,  for  a  pension.  Also,  the 
petition  of  Charles  Wingate  and  17  others,  for  a  mail  route 
from  Exeter  to  Pittsfield,  in  the  State  of  New  Hampshire. 
Presented  December  14. 

IN  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  December  19,  1848. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  communicating, 

agreeably  to  law,  an  abstract  of  returns  of  Amer- 
ican seamen  registered  in  the  several  ports  of  the 

United  States  during  the  year  ending  September 

30,  1848;  which  was  read. 

The  following  is  the  .recapitulation  of  the  num- 
ber of  seamen,  as  far  as  returned: 

CITIZENS. 

Native. 
Natural- 
ized. Total. 

Maine   

1,134 

69 
3,724 

304 

44 

1,428 

21 
464 

6 

4-36 41 
85 

399 

14 

12 
3 

58 
3 

15 

1 

1,146 

72 

Massachusetts   

3,782 

307 

44 

1,428 

21 Maryland   
479 

6 
426 
41 
85 

399 

15 

8,159 

92 

8.251 

Mr.  RUSK  presented  the  memorial  of  John  A. 

Regan,  proposing  to  drain  the  inundated  public 
lands  in  the  valley  of  the  Mississippi,  on  certain 
conditions;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  RUSK  presented  the  petition  of  Thomas 
Lenard,  asking  compensation  for  forage  furnished 
for  the  use  of  mounted  volunteers  in  the  Mexican 

war;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Claims. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  presented  the  petition  of  Tal- 
cott  Reed,  a  revolutionary  soldier,  praying  to  be 

allowed  a  pension;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  presented  the 

petition  of  Mary  Wilkinson,  widow  of  John  Wil- 
kinson, late  a  sailing  master  on  board  a  private 

armed  schooner,  "Nonsuch,"  asking  to  be  restored 
to  the  pension  roll  and  for  arrears  of  pension;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  CAMERON  presented  the  petition  of  Wm. 

H.  Burns,  master's  mate  United  States  navy, 
asking  compensation  for  services  rendered  in  the 
line  of  his  duty;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.WESTCOTT  presented  the  petition  of  Asa 

Lift,  praying  for  a  law  to  change  the  name  of  a 
vessel,  and  to  issue  a  new  register  for  the  same; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

Mr.  BORLAND  presented  the  petition  of  Hiram 
Smith,  register  of  the  land  office  at  Champagnolle, 

Arkansas,  setting  forth  certain  claims  for  compen- 
sation; which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Public  Lands. 

Mr.  BREESE  presented  the  petition  of  the 
Mount  Carmel  Company>  praying  for  a  grant  of 
land;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Public  Lands. 

Mr.  BENTON  presented  the  petition  of  James 
L.  Lellard,  and  the  legal  heirs  and  representatives 
of  Joseph  Simpson,  praying  for  bounty  land  and 

commutation  pay;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RUSK,  the  petition  and  pa- 
pers in   the  lease  of   Jones,  were  withdrawn 

from  the  files,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs. 

BILLS,  ETC.,  PRESENTED  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  BREESE,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  to 
amend  the  act  of  1837,  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  horses  lost  while  in  the  service  of  the  United 

States;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  BADGER,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the  relief  of 
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William  Plummer,  executor  of  Starkey  Armistead, 
deceased;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

REPORTS  FROM  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  BREESE,  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  reported  a  bill  making  a  grant  of  a  right  of 
way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  to  the  State  of 
Illinois,  in  aid  of  certain  railroads  connecting  the 
Mississippi  and  the  chain  of  lakes  at  Chicago, 
without  amendment,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  BENTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Major  Ba- 

ker; which  was  read  a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  a 
second  reading. 

Mr.  ATCHISON,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs,  reported  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary 
of  War  to  make  reparation  for  the  killing  of  a 
Caddo  boy  by  volunteer  troops  in  Texas;  which 
was  read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  said  he  was  instructed  to  move 

for  the  immediate  passage  of  this  bill.  He  ac- 
cordingly moved  that  it  be  read  a  second  time. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  second  time,  and  taken 
up  for  consideration,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  submitted  some  documents 

from  the  War  Department  in  relation  to  this  case, 
which  were  read. 

The  case  was  that  of  a  Caddo  boy  who  was 
unfortunately  killed  by  our  volunteers.  Such  was 
the  excitement  caused  by  the  circumstance,  that  it 
had  nearly  produced  a  war.  An  arrangement, 
however,  was  effected,  by  which  it  was  agreed 
that  the  United  States  should  pay  five  hundred 
dollars  as  a  reparation.  The  bill  accordingly  ap- 

propriates that  sum. 
The  bill  was  reported  without  amendment,  and 

was  then  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 
BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Mr.  KING  stated  that  he  had  yesterday  intro- 
duced a  bill  for  the  remission  of  duty  on  an  equa- 
torial telescope,  contracted  for  in  London  by  the 

trustees  of  the  University  of  Alabama,  which  had 
been  referred.  On  examining  the  appropriation 
bill  of  last  session,  he  found  a  clause  which  he  had 
Overlooked,  and  which  covered  the  case.  He 
therefore  moved  that  the  Committee  on  Finance 

be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill.  The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  commit- 

tee was  discharged  from  the  bill. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  DOWNS  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  to  contract  for  carrying  the 

mail  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera  Cruz. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  gave  notice  that 

he  would  to-morrow,  or  on  some  subsequent  day, 
ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill. 

RESOLUTIONS,  ETC. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  YULEE,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  so  much  of  the  President's  message  as  re- 
lates to  the  United  States  navy,  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  FOOTE  submitted  the  following  resolution, 
which  lies  over: 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  authorizing 
the  Vice  President  to  appoint  the  superintendent  of  the  ante- 

room, be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  rescinded ;  and  that  the 
superintendent  now  in  charge  be  continued,  at  his  present 
compensation,  under  the  authority  of  the  Sergeant-at-anns. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BALDWIN, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 

structed to  ascertain,  so  far  as  the  same  may  be  practicable, 
and  report  to  the  Senate  the  particulars  of  the  contract  ex- 

isting between  the  Government  of  New  Granada  and  Messrs. 
Aspinwall,  Stephens,  &  Chauncey,  in  regard  to  the  con- 

struction of  the  proposed  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama,  and  the  terms  on  which  the  use  of  such  railroad  for 
the  transit  of  passengers  and  merchandise  is  secured  to  the 
Government  and  people  of  New  Granada  and  of  the  United 
States. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr. 
NILES,  was  taken  up  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  to  audit  and  control  the 
contingent  accounts  of  the  Senate  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  construction  and  effect  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  adopted  at  the  last  session,  in  relation  to  reporting 
and  publishing  the  debates  of  the  Senate,  and  whether  any 
modification  thereof  is  required ;  and  that  said  committee 
also  ascertain  the  expense  which  has  been  incurred  under 
said  resolution  since  its  adoption. 

PURCHASE  OF  CUBA. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  yesterday 

by  Mr.  MILLER,  was  taken  up  for  considera- 
tion: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  inform  the  Senate  wfiether  any  and  what  neso- 

tiations  or  correspondence  have  taken  place  between  this 
Government  and  the  Government  of  Spain,  or  between  any 
persons  acting  .under  the  direction  or  authority  of  either 
Government,  in  relation  to  the  purchase  of  Cuba  by  the 
United  States;  and  that  he  communicate  to  the  Senate 
copies  of  such  negotiations  or  correspondence,,^  far  as  the 
•sam'e  may  be  communicated  consistently  with  the  public interest. 

Mr.  BERRIEN.  Mr.  President,  I  would  sug- 
gest to  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  [Mr.  Miller,] 

whether  it  would  not  be  better  to  transfer  it  to  the 
Executive  session. 

It  seems  to  me,  sir,  to  be  an  interference,  which 
is  not  according  to  the  usage  <5f  the  Senate,  with 
the  Executive  powers  of  the  Government.  The 
very  fact  of  the  pendency  of  the  negotiation,  if 
any  negotiation  be  pending,  and  the  fact  that  the 
President  is  authorized  by  the  Constitution  to  enter 
into  such  negotiations,  show  the  importance  of 
preserving  the  secrecy  upon  which  the  success  of 
a  negotiation  in  a  great  measure  must  depend. 

I  do  not  believe  myself  that  any  importance  is 
to  be  attached  to  the  present  inquiry,  because  I  do 
not  believe  that  any  such  negotiations  are  pending. 
But  we  should  refrain  from  interfering  with  what 
properly  belongs  to  the  President  by  virtue  of 
powers  in  him  vested  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States;  and  we  should,  at  least,  proteetthe 
Executive  from  an  exposure  which  may  prove  in- 

jurious to  a  negotiation. 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  to  the  mover  of  the 

resolution  the  propriety  of  waiving  that  inquiry 

here,  and  making  it  the  subject  of  inquiry  in  Ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr.  MILLER.  Mr.  President,  in  submitting 
that  resolution,  I  had  no  intention  at  all  to  inter- 

fere with  the  executive  power  of  the  President.  It 
is  well  known,  probably,  to  the  Senate,  that  for 
some  time  the  public  prints  and  the  public  mind 
have  been  somewhat  excited  by  the  rumors  rela- 

tive to  this  questional  mean  the  purchase  of  Cuba. 
I  did  not  presume,  nor  can  I  presume,  that  the 
President  has  opened  any  negotiations  of  that  kind. 
On  a  subject  of  such  importance  it  is  not  to  be  pre- 

sumed, I  apprehend,  that  the  Executive,  without 
giving  any  intimation  whatever  to  the  country, 
has  commenced  such  a  negotiation.  This  resolu- 

tion was  offered  merely  for  the  purpose  of  satisfy- 
ing the  public  mind  upon  this  question,  and  not 

with  any  design  of  encroaching  upon  the  powers 
of  the  Executive.  I  believe  there  are  many  pre- 

cedents for  a  resolution  of  this  kind.  I  believe 
such  resolutions  were  offered  in  regard  to  Oregon 
and  Texas,  in  open  session,  and  no  objection  was 
urged  against  them. 

Without  saying  what  course  I  shall  adopt  my- 
self in  reference  to  this  matter,  I  am  willing  to 

allow  the  resolution  to  pass  over. 
The  resolution  was  passed  over  accordingly. 

The  following  resolutions,  submitted  by  Mr. 
Baldwin,  on  the  18th  of  February  last,  were 
taken  up  for  consideration;  and,  upon  motion  of 
Mr.  B.,  who  said  that  the  subject  had  been  antici- 

pated by  other  action  of  the  Government,  were 

laid  upon  the  table: 
Resolved,  That  the  amount  collected  by  the  army  of  the 

United  States  in  Mexico  from  the  revenues  of  that  Republic, 
and  from  the  contributions  levied  on  the  people  thereof  by 
order  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  for  the  support  of 
the  army,  ought  to  be  applied  to  the  payment  pro  rata  of  the 
awards  in  favor  of  claimants  under  the  convention  between 
the  United  States  and  the  Mexican  Republic  of  the  11th  of 
April,  1839,  for  which  the  proceeds  of  the  direct  taxes  of  the 
Mexican  Republic  were  solemnly  pledged  by  the  convention 
of  the  30th  January,  1843. 

Resolved,  That  it  pertains  exclusively  to  Congress  to  raise 
and  support  armies  by  appropriations  of  monsy  to  that  use 
for  a  limited  term,  and  that  no  power  is  conferred  by  the 
Constitution  on  the  President  to  apply  any  moneys  collected 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  State?  to  the  support  of 
the  army  without  a  specific  appropriation  therefor. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  communicate 
to  the  Senate  a  particular  account  of  all  moneys  collected 
from  the  revenues  of  Mexico,  or  from  military  contributions 
levied  by  his  authority,  and  of. the  manner  in  which  the  same 
has  been  disposed  of  or  applied. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr. 
Johnson,  of  Maryland,  on  the  28th  April  last,  was 
taken  up  for  consideration,  and  on  motion  of  Mr. 

J.,  laid  upon  the  table: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  re- 

quested to  inform  the  Senate  whether  any;olficers  are  now 
in  the  military  or  civil  service  of  the  United  States,  under 
appointments  from  the  President,  which  have  not  been  sub- 

mitted to  the  Senate ;  and,  if  there  be  any  suchappointments, 
that  he  state  the  date  of  such  appointments,  and  why  it  is 

that  it  has  not  been  in  the  £ower  of  the  President  to  submit 
them  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  resolution,  by  Mr.  Hunter,  re- 
ported from  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Build" 

ings  and  Grounds,  on  the  9th  August  last,  was! 
taken  up  for  consideration,  and,  at  the  suggestion 
of  Mr.  H.,  laid  over  for  the  present: 

Resolved,  That  a  sum  not  exceeding  $8,770,  be  expended 
out  of  the  contingent  fund  of  the  Senate  in  completing  the 
system  of  ventilating  and  warming  the  Senate  chamber, 
commenced  and  proposed  by  John  Skirving:  Provided,  how- 

ever, That  the  money  shall  be  expended,  and  the  work  ex- 
ecuted, under  the  direction  of  the  Secietary  of  the  Senate. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr. 
Cameron  on  the  10th  August  last,  was  taken  up 
for  consideration,  and,  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr. 
C,  laid  over  for  the  present: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  com- 
municate to  the  Senate  any  information  that  may  be  within 

the  knowledge  of  the  department  in  reference  to  claims 
made  against  the  Cherokeeswho  are  parties  to  the  treaty  of 
August  6,  1846,  especially  against  that  portion  of  the  nation 
called  old  settlers,  or  Western  Cherokees,  for  services  or 
any  other  aid  and  assistance  rendered  the  said  Cherokees 
in  the  prosecution  of  their  claim,  which  resulted  in  the 
treaty  afterwards.  If  such  claims  are  based  on  written 
contracts,  he  is  requested  to  state  whether  the  eojitracts 
were  made  by  the  duly  authorized  representatives  of  the 
Cherokees  in  their  national  or  aggregate  capacity,  for  the 
benefit  of  those  who  are  made  recipients  by  the  treaty  in  all 
moneys  arising  out  of-the  settlement  of  their  claims.  And 
also  whether,  within  the  knowledge  of  the  department,  such 
contracts  have  been  fully  and  faithfully  complied  with,  as 
far  as  practicable,  by  the  other  parties  named  in  them.  And 
that  he  will  communicate  the  evidence  upon  which  he 
bases  his  opinion,  with  any  paper  in  the  possession  of  the 
department  showing  the  extent  of  the  services  rendered, 
and  the  character  of  the  claims  thus  made  against  the 
moneys  which  may  be  awarded  under  the  treaty  of  August 

6,1846. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  BREESE,  agreeably  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  bring  in  a  joint  resolution  ex- 

plaining the  act  to  provide  payment  for  horses  and 
other  property  lost  while  engaged  in  the  military 
service,  approved  18th  January,  1848;  which  was 
read  a  first  and  second  time  by  its  title,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  BADGER,  in  pursuance  of  notice",  asked and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  William  Plummer,  executor  of  Starkey  Armis- 

tead, deceased. 
Mr.  BADGER.  Before  I  move  the  reference 

of  this  bill,  I  wish,  in  three  words,  to  state  to  the 
Senate  the  nature  of  the  bill,  and  to  call  the  atten- 

tion of  the  committee  to  it. 

In  the  year  1829  an  action  was  brought  in  the 
district  court  of  the  United  States,  in  North  Caro- 

lina, holden  at  Albemarle,  in  that  State,  upon  a 
duty  bond.     Judgment  was  afterwards  recovered 
upon  the  bond,  and  in  1835  Plummer,  in  whose 
behalf  the  proceeding  took  place,  as  the  executor 
of  Armistead,  paid  the  full  amount  of  the  judgment, 
interest,  and  costs  into  the  clerk's  office  of  the 
court  in  which  judgment  was  rendered.     Things 
remained   in    this    condition    until    1846,   nearly 
eighteen  years  afterwards,  when  application  was 
made  to  the  district  judge  to  have  satisfaction  en- 

tered, and  the  execution  quashed.     This  applica- 
tion was  overruled.     Thereupon  a  scire  facias  was 

sued    out   of  the   United   States   court   to   show 
cause  why  execution  should  not  cease  on  the  ori- 

ginal judgment.  The  judge  held,  however,  that  it 
did  not  appear  that  the  judgment  had  been  satisfied, 
and  his  award  was  against  the  application.     It  is 
to  relieve  the  party  from  this  proceeding  that  this 
bill  has  been  introduced.     While  up,  I  will  add, 
that  the  difficulty,  or  supposed  difficulty,  of  the  case 
has  arisen   from  this  circumstance:  it  has    been 
the  uniform  practice  of  the  State  court,  in  times 

past,  when  judgment  has  been  rendered,  for  the  par- 
ties against  whom  such  judgment  was  rendered, 

either  before  or  after  execution  issued,  to  pay  the 
money  into  the  hands  of  the  clerk  of  the  court  in 
which  such  judgment  was  rendered.    Somefive-and 
twenty  years  ago  a  question  was  raised  as  to  the 
validity  of  such  payment;  the  question  was  carried 
to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  that  court  sustained 
the  validity  of  the  payment  in  this  case;  but  hav- 

ing intimated  some  doubt  as  to   the  regularity  of 
the   practice,    the  State  Legislature    immediately 
passed  an  act  to  give  validity  to  what  had  been 
the  previous  custom.     In  consequence  of  this,  it 
has  happened  that  the  same  course  of  proceeding 
has   been   adopted   in  the  courts  of  the  Unitea 
States,  without  an  exception  being  taken,  as  far  as 
known,  until  1846;  the  clerk  of  the  district  court 
who  received  the  money  not  having  reported  it  to 
the  treasury;  the  collector  living  in  the  same  town, 
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and  knowing  of  the  payment;  the  clerk  having 
ultimately  died, .and  being  unable  to  make  good 
the  money  to  the  Government.  The  question,  there- 

fore, presented  to  the  consideration  of  Congress  by 
this  bill  is,  whether  it  can  possibly  be  the  duty, 
or  even  the  moral  right  of  this  Government,  to 
enforce  the  repayment  of  this  money  after  it  has 
once  already  been  honestly  and  fully  paid,  and 

thereby  put  the  individual  to  great  loss  and  incon- 
venience in  consequence  of  gross  neglect  on  the 

part  of  one  of  its  officers?  I  hope  the  committee 
will  find  it  convenient  to  give  immediate  attention 
to  the  subject,  and  I  now  move  that  the  papers 
which  I  send  to  the  Clerk's  table  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  bill  was  then  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Judicary. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  I  introduced  a  bill 

yesterday  for  the  remission  of  duties  on  an  equa- 
torial telescope  contracted  for  in  London  by  order 

of  the  trustees  of  the  University  of  Alabama. 
Since  that  time  I  have  found  in  the  appropriation 
bill  of  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  clause  which, 
I  think,  amply  provides  for  the  case  presented  by 
the  bill  which  I  introduced.  I  would  move,  there- 

fore, that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  that  bill. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
RAILROAD  ACROSS  THE  ISTHMUS. 

Mr.  BENTON.  Before  any  regular  business 
is  taken  up,  I  beg  leave  to  state  to  the  Senate,  that, 
at  the  request  of  some  Senators  on  my  left,  1  have 
obtained  the  contract  made  between  the  New  Gra- 
nadian  Government  and  the  company  which  held 

the  grant  originally.  That  contract  ia  now  pro- 
duced for  the  information  of  the  Senate.  I  have 

it  here  in  Spanish.  It  is  a  document  of  consider- 
able length — too  much  so  to  be  useful  to  read  here. 

The  only  way  to  make  it  useful  to  the  Senate  will 
be  to  have  it  translated  and  printed.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  paper  be  translated  under  the  direc- 

tion of  the  Secretary,  and  printed. 
Mr.  CAMERON.  If  I  understand  this  busi- 

ness, there  certainly  must  be  a  contract  in  addition 
to  the  one  now  presented.  I  refer  to  the  one  that, 
it  has  been  stated,  was  made  by  the  Granadian 
Government  with  the  French,  upon  which  the 
present  one  before  us  is  based.  I  would  amend 
the  motion  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mis- 

souri, by  moving  that  the  contract  originally  made 

with  the  French,  together  with  General  Herran's 
letter,  be  also  printed. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  ask  if  the  contract  to.  which 
the  honorable  Senator  alludes  is  before  the  Senate? 

'  Mr.  CAMERON.  1  am  notable  to  answer  that 
question;  but  if  the  gentleman  will  permit  me,  1  will 
explain.  I  asked  yesterday,  as  a  matter  of  inform- 

ation, if  the  contract  entered  into  between  the  Gov- 
ernment of  New  Granada  and  the  first  company  to 

whom  the  right  of  way  was  granted  could  be  pro- 
duced, which  contractus  I  understand,  was  aban- 

doned. I  wished  to  have  also  the  contract  of  the 

Messrs.  Aspinwall  and  Co.  with  the  Granadian 
Government,  and  the  letter  of  Mr.  Herran  pro- 

duced along  with  it.  It  is  necessary  to  a  proper 
understanding  of  the  subject  that  we  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  terms  of  both  contracts. 

Mr.  KING.  It  is  certainly  necessary  that  we 
should  have  all  the  requisite  information  pertaining 
to  this  subject;  but  we  cannot  order  a  paper  to  be 
printed  that  is  not  in  our  possession;  and  that,  too, 
when  we  do  not  know- in  whose  hands  it  is  placed. 
Whenever  the  Senate  shall  obtain  it,  no  doubt  it 
will  be  printed. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  I  should  have  supposed  that  the 
distinct  intimations  which  have  been  thrown  out 

by  various  Senators,  in  hearing  of  the  avowed 
friends  of  the  measure  under  consideration,  as  to 
the  importance  of  bringing  before  the  Senate,  for 
our  inspection,  and,  if  we  so  decide,  for  the  pur- 

pose of  being  printed,  the  original  contract  so  often 
referred  to,  and  upon  which  this  measure  is  founded, 
might  before  this  have  caused  the  production  of  this 
document.  Why  it  is  withheld  from  our  view  I 
cannot  divine,  unless  some  of  the  rumors  afloat  in 
regard  to  its  provisions  be  true.  For  one,  I  am 
unwilling,  (and  I  desire  to  be  understood  as  being 
perfectly  serious  on  this  point,)  I  am  wholly  un- 

willing to  vote  for  the  measure  so  urgently  pressed 
upon  us,  unless  I  am  permitted  beforehand  to 
inspect  and  scrutinize  the  original  contract 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  do  not  see  any  necessity 
for  the  introduction  of  this  contract.  It  has  been 

stated  here  in  the  petition — and  that  statement  has 

been  certified  to  in  the  letter  read  to  the  Senate 

yesterday — that  this  French  contract  has  been 
transferred  to  these  parties.  The  arrangement 
which  may  have  been  made  between  these  parties 
is  one  with  which  we,  as  a  Congress,  have  nothing 

to  do.  We  have  no  right  to  legislate  with  refer- 
ence to  an  arrangement  of  this  character.  The 

only  questions  we  have  a  right  to  put  concerning 
this  matter  are,  whether  these  parties  have  the  ex- 

clusive road,  and  whether  they  have  the  power  and 
ability  to  perform  the  services  they  have  engaged 
to  perform  upon  certain  conditions. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  1  simply  rise  for  the  purpose  of 
saying,  for  the  benefit  of  my  friend,  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Florida,  that,  to  my  mind,  it  is  ob- 

viously important  that  we  should  perfectly  under- 
stand the  true  character  and  specific  stipulations 

of  the  contract  between  Messrs.  Aspinwall  &  Co. 
with  the  Government  of  New  Granada  before  we 

act  upon  the  bill  which  is  based  upon  it.  I  have 
no  decided  and  settled  opinion  touching  the  expe- 

diency of  the  measure  proposed  for  our  adoption. 
Certainly  I  do  feel  a  lively  interest  for  the  great 
object  expected  to  be  attained;  and  I  ,am  not  with- 

out a  proper  sympathy,  also,  I  trust,  for  the  enter- 
prising projectors  of  the  scheme  before  us.  Surely 

I  intend  to  present  no  opposition  to  this  measure, 
in  advance  of  a  more  formal  and  explicit  exposition 
of  it  on  the  part  of  those  who  are  presumed  best  to 
understand  it.  But  I  am  desirous  of  having  it  dis- 

tinctly understood,  that  if  certain  rumors  which 
have  reached  me  as  to  the  provisions  of  this 
contract  shall  not  be  met  and  negatived  by  the  con- 

tract itself,  submitted  seasonably  for  our  inspec- 
tion, I  shall  be  very  painfully  constrained  to  vote 

against  the  bill.  Perhaps  I  ought  to  go  further, 
and  say,  that  it  has  been  intimated  to  me  that  there 
are  clauses  in  this  same  contract  which  cannot  be 
carried  into  execution  without  serious  detriment  to 

certain  substantial  interests  of  a  portion  of  the  cit- 
izens of  this  Republic.  I  do  not  feel  authorized, 

at  present,  to  use  language  of  a  plainer  import,  nor 
is  it  necessary,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceeding.  It 
certainly  must  be  now  evident  to  the  Senator  from 
Florida,  and  others,  that  the  original  contract  should 

be  brought  before  us,  in  order  to  avoid  the  com- 
mission of  some  serious  blunder,  and  the  possible 

production  of  much  mischief  to  great  public  in- terests. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  I  may  as  well  state  at  once  what 
will  be  my  position  on  this  subject.  We  were  told 
yesterday  by  my  friend  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Breese] 
that  there  will  be  a  rival  proposition  brought  into 
the  Senate  on  this  subject.  That  remark  implied 

that  he  would  be  in  favor  of  one  of  these  proposi- 
tions. And  for  fear,  sir,  that  I  may  labor  under 

the  suspicion  of  entertaining  the  same  opinion,  I 
desire  to  say  that  1  shall  oppose  any  form  of  prop- 

osition, come  from  what  quarter  it  may,  which 
has  for  its  object  to  confer  on  a  select  body  of  men 
a  monopoly  of  the  transit  of  commerce  of  the  two 
hemispheres  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama.  If 
the  gentlemen  whose  names  are  in  this  bill,  or  any 
other  gentlemen  in  the  United  States,  have  agreed 
with  the  Government  of  New  Granada  for  the 

right  to  construct  a  road  across  the  Isthmus"  of 
Panama,  let  thenrmake  it.  They  need  no  legisla- 

tion of  ours  to  enable  them  to  make  it;  and  the 

only  question  with  me  is,  why  come  they  here? 
We  have  acquired  by  treaty,  in  behalf  of  our  Gov- 

ernment and  ou"r  whole  people,  the  right  of  transit, 
which  implies,  notwithstanding  the  remarks  of 
yesterday,  the  right  to  make  the  means  of  transit 
across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama.  This  is  a  vast 

right.  Viewed  as  a  national  right,  it  is  a  privilege 
worth  more  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  than 

the  privilege  of  passing  over  an  equal  distance  any- 
where else  on  the  surface  of  the  globe;  and  I  would 

as  soon  think  of  granting  to  a  company  a  monop- 

oly "of  the  navigation  of  the  globe  as  a  monopoly 
of  the  transit  commerce  of  the  Isthmus  of  Panama 

—just  as  soon. 
This  bill  proposes  that  the  Government  of  the 

United  States  shall,  in  advance,  contract  with  this 

company  to  pay  them  for  the  transportation  of 
troops,  arms,  munitions  of  war,  and  the  mails, 
across  the  Isthmus  on  their  railroad.  Sir,  this 

transportation  of  the  few  troops  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  few  persons  employed  as  agents  of 

the  Government,  will  bear  no  more  proportion  to 
the  transportation  of  the  property  of  the  people  of 
the  United  States  across  the  Isthmus  than  the  Isth- 

mus itself  bears  to  the  continent  of  North  America. 

lOur  interest,  as  a  Government,  is  the  smallest  con- 

cern in  all  the  transaction.  The  whole  of  our  trans- 
portations across  that  Isthmus,  as  a  Government, 

will  not  perhaps  amount  to  ten  thousand  dollars' 
worth  of  freight  yearly,  whilst  our  transportation,  as 
a  nation,  will  amount  to,  perhaps,  the  value  of  a 
hundred  millions  annually,  within,  perhaps,  ten  or 
fifteen  yeara  from  this  time.  In  this  view  of  it, 
looking  upon  this  matter  as  affecting  so  largely 
and  lastingly  the  interests  of  this  great  people,  I 
shall  not  vote  for  a  bill  which  deprives  them  of  the 
full  enjoyment  of  this  great  privilege,  by  conferring 
it  on  any  select-body  of  men  on  earth.  I  will  not 
establish  a  Barbary  power  to  levy  tribute  upon  the 
commerce  of  the  two  hemispheres  passing  over 
the  Isthmus  of  Panama.  We  want  that  for  all; 
and  the  only  way  to  secure  it,  is  to  keep  it  out  of 
the  hands  of  monopolists,  and  keep  this  right  of 
way  under  the  control  of  our  Government,  so  that 
the  whole  people,  if  they  choose,  may  construct 
roads  and  canal3  across,  and  use  them  as  they 
please.  I  have  thought  proper,  sir,  to  make  this 
explanation,  lest  I  should  be  misunderstood  in  the 
vote  which  I  shall  give  upon  the  motion  to  print this  paper. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Will  the  honorable  Senator  from 

Ohio  [Mr.  Allen]  permit  me  to  propound  a  ques- 
tion to  him,  an  answer  to  which,  it  strikes  me,  may 

become  important  in  connection  with  what  has 
just  now  fallen  from  him?  Has  the  Senator  from 
Ohio  matured  any  plan,  other  than  the  one  before 
us,  of  connecting  the  Pacific  and  Atlantic  seas, 
either  by  railway  or  otherwise? 

Mr.  ALLEN  rose  to  reply;  but  he  gave  way  to 
Mr.  BENTON,  who  said:  The  application  of 

the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  is  one  perfectly 
natural.  I  would  say,  however,  that  the  original 

contract  is  the  same  in"  substance  with  that  which 
I  have  offered.  I  believe  that  some  additional 

compensation  is  exacted  from  these  New  York 
gentlemen;  but  the  original  contract  and  all  its 
privileges  are  there — the  same  that  expired  in  the 
hands  of  the  original  holders.  It  has  been  pre- 

sented according  to  my  promise  yesterday,  and 

ordered  to  be  translated  and  printed.  The  Secre- 
tary, with  the  promptitude  that  is  characteristic  of 

him,  is  now  searching  for  a  translator.  This  paper 
will  show  the  whole  contract. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  If  I  recollect  aright,  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Missouri,  in  presenting  the  com- 

munication which  has  been  ordered  to  be  printed, 
stated  that  this  company  was  invested  with  the 
privileges  granted  to  a  former  company,  and  that 
the  former  contract  contained  the  stipulations  em- 

braced in  the  new  contract. 

Mr.  BENTON,  (in  his  seat.)     Yes,  sir. 
Mr.  DOWNS.  If  that  be  so,  it  seems  to  me 

that  we  can  form  no  opinion  of  the  present  char- 
ter, unless  we  see  the  new  contract.  Unless  we 

see  them  both,  we  shall  not  know  what  provisions 
have  been  modified.  I  think,  therefore,  the  object 

in  calling  for  this  paper  will  be  entirely  disap- 
pointed unless  the  last  contract  be  also  furnished. 

While  I  am  up,  I  will  state  that  I  differ  entirely 
from  the  honorable  Senator  from  Ohio  as  to  the 

nature  of  this  application.  He  seems  to  speak  of 
it  as  a  charter  to  be  granted  by  Congress,  which, 
if  the  bill  should  pass,  might  result  in  a  monopoly 
that  would  be  injurious  to  the  people  of  the  United 
States.  I  do  not  view  it  in  that  light  at  all.  The 
Government  of  the  United  States  is  not  the  sov- 

ereign of  the  territory  over  which  this  contract 
extends,  and  has  no  right  to  establish  monopolies 

there.  The  only  right  we  have  has  been  estab- 
lished by  treaty  with  New  Granada,  to  the  effect 

that  whatever  road  may  be  constructed  there,  the 

United  States  shall  have  the  same  right  of  trans- 
portation over  it  as  other  nations.  We  have 

nothing  to  do  with  monopolies.  I  understand  that 
the  only  object  which  makes  it  desirable  to  obtain 
this  contract  at  the  present  time,  is  to  facilitate  the 
emigration  to  California.  They  ask  of  the  United 
States  to  give  them  this  contract,  in  order  to  en- 

courage and  assist  them  in  an  object  which  is 
acknowledged  to  be  of  great  importance.  There 
is  no  monopoly  in  this.  The  question  is,  whether 
we  shall  or  shall  not  have  this  work  done  as  soon 

as  possible — a  work  which  is  to  be  so  highly  pro- 
motive of  the  public  interests. 

I  should  like  to  see  this  contract  adopted;  but  at 
the  same  time  I  entirely  concur  with  the  Senator 
from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Foote,]  and  would  like  to 
know  the  nature  of  the  conditions  of  the  charter. 

Theft  may  be  provisions  in  that  charter  of  which 
we  may  not  approve.     It  may  contain  a  power  to 
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extort  onerous  charges  from  our  own  citizens.  If 

there  be  such  a  provision  in  it,  it  may  well  be  mat- 
ter of  serious  consideration  with  this  Government 

whether  it  should  not  withhold  the  contract.  Anx- 
ious as  I  am  to  see  the  measure  adopted,  I  cannot 

vote  for  the  bill  unless  satisfied  fully  that  there  is 
nothing  in  the  charter  that  would  be  objectionable 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  and  the  people  of 
the  United  States.  I  really  think  that  the  paper 
now  presented  will  fail  in  its  object  unless  we  can 
ascertain  what  are  the  modifications  made  and 

conditions  imposed  in  the  new  charter;  and  we  can 
know  nothing  about  them  until  we  can  see  them. 
I  move  that  both  of  these  documents,  together 

with  the  letter,  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Sen- 
ate. 

Mr.  BENTON.  There  was  a  paper  asked  for 
yesterday,  and  this  morning  it  was  brought  in  and 
ordered  to  be  printed.  That  is  the  parliamentary 
usage.  And  this  having  been  done,  there  is  now 
a  debate  got  up  as  if  there  had  been  a  refusal  to 
produce  the  paper.  Why,  sir,  one  word  from  a 
Senator  on  this  floor  would  have  been  sufficient, 
and  the  paper  now  sought  to  be  obtained  would 
have  been  produced  as  readily  as  the  other;  it 
would  have  been  forthcoming  precisely  in  the  same 
manner;  but  I  have  it  not  in  my  pocket.  I  cannot 
produce  it  upon  the  instant:  and  here  a  debate  is 
got  up  as  if  there  was  a  disposition  to  withhold  it 

Mr.  CAMERON.  1  am  not  going  to  detain  the 
Senate  with  any  extended  remarks.  I  merely  have 
to  say  that  I  desire  not  only  that  this  paper  should 

be  produced,  but  that  we  should  be  put  in  posses- 
sion of  the  contract  itself.  1  had  two  reasons  for 

making  the  suggestion  yesterday  in  regard  to  the 
production  of  these  papers.  I  desired,  first,  that 
the  contract  made  with  the  French  citizens,  upon 
which  I  am  told  this  is  based,  should  be  laid  before 
us,  in  order  that  the  Senate  and  country  might  see 

the  enormity  of  its  provisions  in  granting  extraor- 
dinary powers  to  a  private  corporation;  and  I  de- 

sired also  to  see  whether  these  gentlemen  have 
actually  made  a  contract,  for  I  confess  I  have  strong 
doubts  on  the  subject.  My  impression  is,  that  they 
have  made  a  conditional  contract  with  New  Gra- 

nada, to  be  complete  upon  the  contingency  of  their 
forming  an  agreement  with  this  Government,  which 
will  guaranty  to  them  the  making  of  the  road. 
This  system  of  connecting  the  public  treasury  with 
the  interests  of  private  individuals  is  not  altogether 
new  to  me.  It  began  in  my  State  twenty  years 
ago.  It  commenced  by  the  State  guarantying  the 
interest  of  a  million  of  dollars  of  stock  for  making 
the  Union  canal,  and  ended  by  involving  us  in  a 
debt  of  more  than  forty  millions  of  dollars.  I  am 
utterly  opposed,  therefore,  to  connecting  the  public 
treasury  with  the  interests  of  individuals.  We 
ought  to  endeavor  to  induce  competition  instead  of 
conferring  exclusive  privileges.  Important  as  this 
work  is  to  the  trade  of  the  world,  I  do  not  consider 
it  of  sufficient  magnitude  to  require  the  assistance 

of  the  Government.  In  my  State  we  have  over- 
come the  obstacle  presented  by  the  altitude  of  the 

Alleghanies,  in  the  formation  of  a  channel  of  com- 
munication— I  mean  the  Portage  railroad,  with  its 

expensive  inclined  planes  and  machinery,  at  a  cost 
not  exceeding  two  millions  of  dollars;  and  we  are 
told  that  this  Panama  road,  which  is  but  a  small 
affair  in  comparison,  will  cost  fifteen  or  twenty 
millions.  It  is  a  work  not  exceeding  forty  miles 
in  extent,  in  which  there  are  no  grades  exceeding 
twenty  feet  in  the  mile,  without  the  necessity  for 
inclined  planes,  and  altogether  a  road  of  cheaper 
construction;  and  yet  it  is  proposed  that  we  shall 
give  to  these  gentlemen  three  hundred  thousand 
dollars  a  year  for  twenty  years  for  carrying  our 
mails  and  munitions  of  war,  leaving  to  the  company 
the  profits  of  the  whole  trade  that  will  pass  over 
that  route,  which,  in  itself,  would  be  sufficient  to 
induce  men  of  enterprise  and  of  capital,  after  the 
road  had  been  surveyed,  and  its  real  difficulties 
understood,  to  undertake  the  work. 

It  is  said  to  be  a  gigantic  undertaking,  and  one 
which  has  been  too  great  for  the  people  inhabiting 
that  country  to  accomplish.  Why  is  it  that  it  has 
never  been  undertaken  ?  The  reason  why  it  has 
not  been  attempted  is,  that  the  people  of  that  coun- 

try have  been  in  a  state  of  ignorance  and  semi- 
barbarity;  but  the  moment  it  is  thrown  open  to 
Americans,  who  are  accustomed  to  works  of  that 
description,  it  will  be  found  an  easy  enterprise, 
and  capitalists  will  be  glad  to  undertake  it  for  the 
sake  of  the  profits  that  are  to  be  derived  from*it.  I 
would  certainly  be  willing  to  forego  many  scruples 

that  I  have  in  order  that  the  road  may  be  construct- 
ed; for  I  am  aware  that  it  will  be  of  great  advan- 

tage to  the  country  in  a  commercial  point  of  view. 
The  trade  that  would  be  carried  on  upon  that  route 
would  be  of  more  importance  than  any  advantage 
which  theGovernment  might  derive  from  any  priv- 

ileges in  regard  to  transportation  of  the  mails  or 
of  troops  and  munitions  of  war.  But  I  desire  to 
have  our  contract  so  framed,  if  one  be  entered  into, 
as  to  secure  to  our  people  the  conveyance  of  their 
merchandise  at  as  low  a  rate  as  the  goods  of  the 
people  of  that  country  may  be  transported  for.  I 
would  -have  the  tolls  so  regulated  by  law  as  to  pre- 

vent any  imposition  being  practised  upon  our  citi- 
zens. It  is  but  reasonable,  at  all  events,  that  we 

should  be  put  in  possession  of'all  the  facts  in  rela- 

tion to  the  agreement  entered  into  by  these  gentle-* men.  What  is  there  to  prevent  them,  so  far  as 
we  are  at  present  informed,  from  selling  the  road 
after  it  shall  have  been  made  ?  Ought  we  not  to  have 
some  guarantee  against  this,  and  ought  we  not  to 
have  a  guaratee  that  the  road  shall  be  constructed 
in  a  proper  manner,  and  with  all  the  guards  and 
securities  which  experience  and  science  can  fur- 

nish ?  1  desire  that  we  should  have  all  the  inform- 
ation which  (.hese  papers  will  afford  us;  and  if  it 

prove  that  these  gentlemen  have  only  a  conditional 
contract,  it  will  deserve  mature  reflection  whether 
we  ought,  upon  such  representations  as  have  been 
made  to  us,  to  extend  the  aid  of  this  Government  to 
them.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the  work  might  be  very 
easily  accomplished  by  individual  enterprise;  and 
I  doubt  not  that  this  discussion  will  have  the  effect 

of  bringing  the  matter  to  the  nptice  of  individuals 
who  would  be  willing  to  undertake  the  work  with- 

out exacting  from  this  Government  so  great  a 
degree  of  patronage,  lam  unwilling  that  we  should 
act  upon  the  subject  until  we  have  before  us  the 
proper  data  upon  which  we  may  be  able  to  act understandingly. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  I  rise  for  the  purpose  of  vindi- 
cating myself  from  an  imputation  which  has  been 

thrown  out  by  the  Senator  from  Missouri.  That 
Senator  manifests  some  dissatisfaction  that  a  de- 

bate "has  been  got  up  here  in  regard  to  the  pro- 
duction of  these  papers.  He  seems  to  think  it  a 

very  unseasonable  debate;  and,  by  way  of  show- 

ing that  such  is  the  fact,  he  goes  on  to^say,  that 
upon  the  first  intimation  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of 
the  Senator  from  Pennsylvania  in  regard  to  the 
paper  presented  this  morning,  the  docuriient  was 
brought  into  the  Senate.  Now,  I  feel  bound  to 
say,  simply  in  vindication  of  myself,  that  I  did  not 
understand,  nor  did  any  one  in  this  neighborhood 
understand  on  yesterday,  that  there  was  a  distinct 
intimation  lhat  this  document  would  be  produced; 
nor  did  we  know  this  morning  that  it  would  be 
produced  until  the  greater  part  of  the  debate  had 
taken  place.  Therefore,  I  must  suppose  that  the 
debate  was  got  up  for  want  of  the  document, 
and  not,  as  the  Senator  intimates,  from  any  cap- 

tious spirit  or  from  any  desire  to  occasion  unne- 
cessary delay  in  the  consideration  of  the  proposi- 

tion which  is  now  submitted  to  us. 
While  I  am  up,  I  desire  to  repeat  the  inquiry 

which  1  propounded  some  time  ago  to  the  Senator 
from  Ohio,  for  I  deem  it  a  matter  of  some  import- 

ance. That  Senator  appears  to  be  opposed  to  this 
particular  scheme  for  connecting  the  Pacific  with 
the  Atlantic,  although  he  seems  to  appreciate  the 
importance  of  such  a  work;  and,  speaking  of  it  as 
he  does,  we  have  a  right  to  take  for  granted  that 
he  has  some  distinct  and  mature  notion  on  the 

subject  of  the  mode  of  establishing  this  communi- 
cation. In  addition  to  this,  I  will  mention  that  it 

has  struck  me — and  I  only  throw  it  out  as  a  very 
imperfect  idea,  one  that  1  have  not  duly  considered 
myself,  but  I  hope  that  others  have  investigated 
the  matter  more  thoroughly,  and  that  it  will  be 
elucidated  by  those  who  are  capable  of  throwing 

light  upon  it — it  has  appeared  to  me,  upon  a  su- 
perficial view  of  the  matter,  that  it  is  within  the 

constitutional  power  of  this  Government  to  estab- 
lish a  railway  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific  upon 

the  authority  of  this  treaty  for  military  purposes; 
and  if  so,  incidentally,  and  merely  incidentally,  to 
secure  to  itself  all  the  peculiar  advantages  likely 
to  arise  from  the  establishment  of  the  railway,  and 
also  to  retain  within  its  own  hands  the  means  of 

saving  our  citizens  from  those  injuries  which  have 
been  so  graphically  portrayed  this  morning  by  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana.  There  would  then  be  no 

tolls  to  be  imposed  by  the  company;  the  Govern- 
ment would  always  have  it  in  its  power  to  see  that 

justice  was  done  to  those  who  have  goods  to  trans- 
port along  this  railway  in  their  passage  to  the 

remote  shores  of  California  and  Oregon. 

I  do  not  myself  advance  an  opinion  on  this  sub- 
ject; but  it  is  the  opinion  of  men  who  are  well  quali- 

fied to  decide,  that  it  is  competent  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  establish  a  railway  upon  that  route.  I 

have  seen  elaborate  opinions  from  high  authority 
to  that  effect.  I  have  not  fully  scrutinized  the  mat- 

ter myself,  but  I  have  an  imperfect  idea  that  if 
hereafter  it  should  be  ascertained  that  it  is  neces- 

sary for  the  defence  of  California  and  New  Mex- 
ico against  foreign  aggression,  or  against  domestic 

violence,  that  a  riiilitary  road  should  be  constructed 
for  the  transportation  of  troops  and  munitions  of 
war  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific,  our  Govern- 

ment has  a  right  to  establish  such  a  road  by  its 

own  means,  and,  by  establishing  such  a  road,  in- 
cidentally to  secure  to  us  the  immense  advantages 

to  be  derived  from  its  use.  With  this  view,  and 
with  the  deference  I  have  ever  felt  for  the  judg- 

ment of  the  Senator  from  Ohio  in  regard  to  such 
matters,  I  had  hoped  that  he  would,  in  the  prog- 

ress of  the  debate,  have  given  some  response  to 
the  inquiry  which  I  propounded  that  would  be 
satisfactory  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
■a  postponement  of  the  further  consideration  of  the 
subject. 

Mr.  ALLEN.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me,  I 

will  answer  the  question  of  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
sissippi. When  that  Senator  propounded  his 

question  I  would  have  replied  to  him  had  not  an- 
other Senator  obtained  the  floor.  I  have  no  hesi- 

tation in  stating  what  my  views  are  upon  the 
subject.  If  we  have  a  right  to  acquire  by  treaty  a 
passage  across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  we  have  a 
right  to  open  the  passage  and  to  enjoy  all  the  fruits 
which  we  sought  by  the  negotiation  of  the  treaty. 
And  I  believe  that  we  not  only  have  a  constitutional 

right  to  open  a  passage,  but  I  believe  it  will  be- 
come the  imperative""  duty  of  tlie  Government  of 

the  United  States  to  accomplish  that  object. 
Mr.  ATCHISON-     I  now  renew  my  motion. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  desire  that  the  subject 

should  be  postponed,  and  I  do  not  intend  now  to 
enter  into  its  discussion.  I  feel  bound,  however, 
to  make  onaor  two  remarks  in  regard  to  it.  I  see 

no  impropriety,  in  fact  I  can  see  a  manifest  pro- 
priety, in  requiring  the  contract,  as  it  is  called,  to 

be  submitted  to  the  Senate.  •  I  had  supposed  that 
the  charter,  together  with  the  letter  of  General 
Herran,  would  have  been  sufficient;  but,  looking 
at  the  letter,  it  will  appear  that  it  may  be  possible 
it  contains  matter  that  will  enlighten  the  Senate. 
In  consequence  of  the  absence  of  Mr.  Aspinwall, 
the  document  cannot  immediately  be  obtained,  but 
I  have  no  doubt  that  upon  his  return  to  the  city  it 
will  be  produced.  I  trust,  therefore,  the  Senate 
will  allow  the  subject  to  be  postponed. 

I  must  say  I  do  not  comprehend  the  argument 
that  is  made  against  this  measure  on  the  ground 
that  it  is  creating  a  great  monopoly  which  this 
Government  ought  not  to  submit  to  or  tolerate.  I 
understand  the  fact  to  be  that  we  have  a  treaty 
with  the  Government  of  New  Granada,  which 

secures  to  us  a  right  of  way  across  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama,  upon  any  road  now  made  or  hereafter 
to  be  made  by  authority  of  the  Government  of 
New  Granada,  upon  the  same  terms  and  at  the 
same  rates  of  toll  as  shall  be  charged  upon  the 
citizens  and  their  merchandise  of  the  Government 

of  New  Granada,  under  such  charter  for  making 
roads.  The  sovereignty  of  the  country  remains 
in  the  Government  of  New  Granada,  while  the 

right  of  way,  the  right  to  travel  upon  roads  now 
made  or  which  shall  be  made  by  or  under  the  au- 

thority of  that  Government,  is  secured  to  us;  and 
the  conditions  upon  which  we  are  to  travel  upon 
those  roads  are  to  be  the  same  which  that  Govern- 

ment shall  impose  upon  her  own  citizens;  that  the 
tolls  to  be  charged  upon  our  citizens  with  their, 
freight  and  merchandise  are  to  be  the  same  as 
those  charged  upon  her  citizens  with  their  freight 
and  merchandise,  and  no  more.  Therefore  it 

would  seem,  from  these  facts,  that  this  Govern- 
ment has  nothing  to  do  with  the  terms  and  con- 

ditions upon  which  the  road  shall  be  made,  and 
nothing  to  do  with  the  terms  and  conditions  upon 
which  passengers  and  freight  shall  be  transported 
upon  it.  It  would  seem  by  the  charter  which  is 
submitted  to  the  Senate,  I  apprehend,  when  you 

examine  it,  that  these  individuals  have  secured 

the  right  of  making  a  road  across  the  isthmus — 
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the  exclusive  right — and  that  the  Government  of 
New  Granada  retains  no  right  to  grant  the  privi- 

lege to  any  others,  or  to  authorize  this  Govern- 
ment to  make  it.  If  there  is  any  monopoly, 

therefore,  it  is  a  monopoly  already  invested  in 
Messrs.  Aspinwall,  Stephens  &  Co.  If  there  be 
any  monopoly,  they  have  it  already;  and  it  is  one 
which  we  cannot  control.  These  individuals,  pos- 

sessing this  charter  and  these  privileges,  and  being 
prepared  to  go  on  and  construct  the  road,  come  to 
us  and  say,  if  we  have  a  monopoly,  we  propose 
to  relieve  you  from  that  monopoly,  if  you  are 
apprehensive  that  we  will  charge  you  too  much, 
we  will  make  a  contract  with  you  now  in  regard 
to  the  rate  at  which  your  freight  shall  be  carried. 
The  proposition  which  they  make  to  you  is  one 
by  which  they  propose  to  relieve  you  from  the 
monopoly  which  they  possess,  by  offering  to  make 
a  contract  with  you.  And  what  is  the  contract 
which  they  propose  to  make?  They  propose  to 
contract  with  you,  by  which  your  transportation 
shall  be  secured  by  the  payment  of  a  certain 
amount.  If  the  amount  proposed  be  considered 
too  great,  let  it  be  reduced.  I  was  sorry  to  see 
my  colleague  yesterday  assuming  that  we  were  to 
pay  six  millions  of  dollars.  We  have  not  yet 
determined  what  amount  we  are  willing  to  pay. 
They  are  proposing  to  carry  such  freight  as  shall 
be  agreed  on,  at  such  rate  of  charge  as  shall  be 
agreed  upon. 

Again:  it»is  assumed  that  the  contract  is  to  be 

for  twenty  years;  whereas  the  bill  is  a  proposi- 
tion to  make  a  contract  for  a  period  of,  years  not 

exceeding  twenty,  leaving  it  discretionary  with 
this  Government  whether  it  shall  continue  for  one 

year,  for  five,  for  fifteen,  or  for  twenty  years.  It 
is  not  a  proposition  for  the  continuance  of  the 
contract  for  twenty  years  absolutely,  and  I  appre- 

hend that  it  is  a  fair  subject  for  discussion  with  us 
whether  or  not  the  sum  proposed  as  the  limit 
beyond  which  we  are  not  to  go  is  too  high,  and 
whether  we  should  reduce  it;  whether  or  not  the 

period  is  too  long,  and,  if  so,  whether  or  not 
we  should  not  fix  a  shorter  time.  It  will  become 

a  question  for  us  to  determine  whether  we  should 
fix  upon  a  short  period  or  a  long  one.  It  is 

certainly  evident  that  the  amount  of  transporta- 
tion that  we  shall  have  occasion  for  will  increase 

every  year. 
In  a  few  years  more  we  shall  have  a  large  empire 

upon  the  Pacific,  and  it  is  reasonable  to  suppose  that 
we  shall  have  occasion  for  five  or  ten  times  as  much 

transportation  as  we  have  now;  and  if  we  now 
make  a  contract  to  last  for  twenty  years,  it  may  be 
that  we  shall  secure  an  enormous  amount  of  trans- 

portation at  a  very  little  cost — at  a  price  far  below 
what  it  would  be  furnished  for  under  the  new  con- 

tract. But  these  are  subjects  for  discussion  upon 
which  I  am  not  yet  prepared  to  express  an  opinion. 
My  only  object  is  to  direct  attention  to  the  fact  that 
the  price  is  not  fixed  by  this  bill,  but  is  reserved, 
to  be  determined  by  Congress  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  or  whatever  officer  of  the  Government 
may  be  authorized  to  form  the  contract;  that  the  time 
for  the  continuance  of  the  contract  is  not  fixed,  but 
reserved  for  the  determination  of  the  same  parties; 
that  we  are  granting  no  power  to  make  a  road,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  that  the  power  is  already  granted 
by  New  Granada;  that  our  refusing  the  application 
that- is  now  made  to  us  will  not  take  from  these 
individuaJs  the  privilege  of  constructing  the  road, 
for  it  is  already  secured  to  thenv  It  is  not  in  our 
power  to  take  it  away,  nor  is  it  in  the  power  of 
New  Granada  to  take  it  away  from  them.  If  it  be 
an  odious  monopoly,  then  it  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
reason  why  we  should  remove  that  monopoly  from 
ourselves  while  we  have  it  in  our  power  to  do  so. 
But  I  apprehend  it  is  not  so  odious  a  monopoly, 
for  the  reason  thai  our  treaty  with  New  Granada 
puts  American  citizens,  in  regard  to  the  right  of 
way,  upon  an  equality  with  her  own  citizens;  and 
I  apprehend  that  that  Government  wouldbe  cau- 

tious how  ii  granted  a  monopoly  that  would  operate 
against  her  own  citizens  to  foreigners,  who  seek 
nothing  but  how  to  make  as  much  money  as  pos- 

sible out  of  the  enterprise  in  which  they  are  about 
to  engage.  It  seems  to  me,  therefore,  that  we 
ought  not  to  prejudge  this  measure  before  we  have 
examined  all  the  facts  of  the  case.  I  have  made 
these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of  invifing  attention 
to  the  subject  while  the  charter  and  the  other  docu- 

ments connected  with  it  are  being  procured,  in 
order  that  we  may  be  prepared  to  discuss  the 
matter  and  arrive  at  a  proper  conclusion. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  Mr.  President,!  have  no  desire 
to  detain  the  Senate  any  longer;  but,  notwithstand- 

ing the  general  impatience  to  get  rid  of  this  sub- 
ject, which  I  see  manifested,  I  feel  bound  to  say 

to  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Douglas,]  that 
he  seems  to  me  to  have  entirely  forgotten  the  fact 
that  it  is  provided  in  this  bill  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  shall  be  directed  to  make  a  contract  with 

this  company.  Directed,  sir — most  imperious  lan- 

guage. 
Mr.  DOUGLAS.  I  intended  to  remark,  that  I 

thought  the  word  "  directed"  should  be  stricken 
out  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  FOOTE.  That  word  being  retained,  the 
effect  certainly  will  be  to  throw  the  Government 
into  the  hands  of  this  company,  who,  acting  of 
course  that  selfish  part  which  such  corporations 
are  sure  to  act,  would  charge  the  maximum 
amount,  or  three-fourths  of  what  we  pay  for  the 
transportation  of  the  mails  across  the  Atlantic. 
This  would  certainly  amount,  as  stated  yesterday 
by  the  Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Breese,]  to 
some  six  millions  of  dollars,  paid  to  this  company 
for  the  transportation  of  certain  articles  along  this 
railway,  which  is  to  cost,  by  estimation,  only  two 
millions  five  hundred  thousand  dollars,  leaving 
this  company  greater  profits  than  were  ever  made 
by  any  company  in  the  world. 

It  is  a  fact,  sir,  that  it  is  deliberately  proposed  to 
pay  the  sum  of  six  millions  of  dollars  to  this  com- 

pany— and  I  do  not  doubt  the  respectability  or  the 
worth  and  intelligence  of  those  who  compose  it, 
one  of  whom  has  a  high  reputation  in  the  literary 
world — for  the  transportation  of  munitions  of  war, 
naval  stores,  and  other  supplies  of  the  Govern- 

ment, by  this  railway,  which  is  to  cost  that  com- 
pany only  two  millions  and  some  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  by  estimation.  And  yet,  so  far  as 

has  been  intimated  by  the  friends  of  this  bill,  this 
company  is  not  to  be  limited  in  the  least  in  its 
charges  upon  our  citizens  who  may  desire  to  travel 
upon  this  railway — and  many  of  them,  doubtless, 
will  desire  to  visit  California  and  Oregon  hereaf- 

ter— or  who  may  desire  to  have  their  effects  trans- 
ported, either  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  mer- 

cantile operations,  or  for  the  purpose  of  establish- 
ing themselves  as  residents  in  these  fair  regions. 

No  limitation,  so  far  as  we  have  heard  from  the 

friends  of  this  measure,  is  to  be  imposed,  except — 
what?  Why,  sir,  that  this  company  is  not  to 
charge  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  more  than 
they  charge  the  citizens  of  New  Granada.  So  far 
as  we  are  at  present  informed,  the  citizens  of  New 
Granada  will  have  but  very  little  use  for  this  rail- 

way at  all;  and  if  it  should  turn  out  that  some 
contract  or  arrangement  should  hereafter  be  made 
between  this  company  and  the  Government  of  New 
Granada,  in  relation  to  this  affair,  which  may 
prove  satisfactory  to  that  Government  and  people, 
this  company  may  obtain  authority  to  establish 
such  rates  as  will  enable  them  to  charge  for  the 
whole  period  of  ninety-nine  years  whatever  they 
please  upon  the  citizens  of  the  United  States.  For 
one — I  say  it  in  advance — I  shall  not  be  in  favor 
of  this  measure,  unless  this  company  will  submit 
to  a  rea'sonable  tariff  of  rates. 
We  have  all  doubtless  had  experience  in  such 

matters;  for  it  is  a  fact  well  known  in  the  history 
of  the  different  States,  that  wherever  a  company 
obtains  the  privilege  of  establishing  a  road  of  any 
kind  without  a  tariff  of  rates  being  in  the  first  in- 

stance imposed,  competition  being  completely  pre- 
cluded, the  companies  take  it  upon  themselves  to 

charge  stTch  enormous  rates  as  they  may  judge  to 
be  consistent  with  their  own  interests.  Their  own 

interest  alone  will  be  their  guide.  Before  this  Gov- 
vernment,  then,  supplies  to  this  company  the  means 
of  establishing  this  railway,  I  trust  they  will  be 
required  to  agree  upon  such  a  tariff  of  rates  as  will 
save  our  citizens  in  all  time  to  come  from  that  op- 

pression and.  injustice  which  must  otherwise,  in 

my  judgment,  inevitably  accrue  from  this  transac- tion. 

One  more  remark,  and  I  have  done.  We  have 

as  a  Government,  the  right  of  way  across-  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama.  And  now  the  Government 
of  New  Granada  have  entered  into  a  contract  with 

this  company  which  empowers  it  to  establish  a 
railway  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Pacific.  That  is 
not  our  right  of  way,  but  it  is  the  privilege,  sim- 

ply, of  establishing  the  means  of  communication 
between  the  two  oceans,  given  by  that  Govern- 

ment to  this  particular  company.  Our  right  of 

^ty  still  exists  under  the.  treaty.     But  what  will 

become  of  it,  I  ask,  under  the  contract  now  pro- 
posed ?  It  will  be  argued,  1  doubt  not,  hereafter, 

ingeniously  and  plausibly  argued,  that  the  sanction 
which  we  shall  have  given  to  the  proposition  has 

entirely'extinguished  the  right  of  way  which  ac- 
crued to  us  under  the  treaty.  We  have  the  right 

of  way  at  present,  and  that  right  of  way,  notwith- 
standing all  the  reasons  so  eloquently  stated  by  the 

Senator  from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Douglas,]  we  are 
bound  to  retain  and  preserve  for  ourselves  and  our 
posterity. 

Suppose,  sir,  this  railway  established,  and  what 
becomes  of  our  right?  If  not  positively  and  sol- 

emnly transferred,  it  will  be  extinguished  by  what 
may  turn  out,  after  all,  to  be  the  unwitting  action 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  upon  the 
measure  now  before  us.  I  conceive,  sir,  that  it  is 
our  duty  to  preserve  the  right  of  way  across  the 
isthmus,  and  to  adopt  only  such  legislation  upon 

this  subject  as  may  secure  it  to  us  and  to  our  citi- 
zens in  all  time  to  come,  free  from  all  obstructions 

whatsoever. 

It  may  be,  sir,  that  the  company  who  propose 
to  establish  this  road  may  occupy  the  only  ground 

suitable  for  such  a  purpose.  In  this  case,  in  what 
a  predicament  should  we  find  ourselves!  We 
should  find  that  our  right  of  way  had  completely 
evaporated.  The  company  has  a  railway  there 
which  occupies  the  only  ground  suitable  for  the 
construction  of  such  a  road ;  our  right  of  way  still 
remains,  but  it  can  only  be  enjoyed  by  submitting 
to  the  terms  which  will  be  imposed  upon  us  by 
this  company,  which  will  make  our  right  of  way a  nullity. 

1  conceive  that  it  i3  our  highest  duty — so  ably 
argued  by  the  Senator  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Allen,] — - 
to  keep  this  right  of  way  open  forever.  We  ought 
not  to  permit  any  company  to  impose  the  least  bar 
or  obstruction  to  the  full  enjoyment  of  this  right, 
not  only  on  the  part  of  our  Government,  but  also 
on  the  part  of  our  citizens. 

1  think  that  the  Senator  from  Illinois  [Mr. 
Douglas]  has  made  a  very  great  mistake,  one  of 
which  it  is  not  usual,  certainly,  for  that  Senator 
to  make.  He  seems  to  suppose  that  we  shall  have 
continual  and  increasing  need  of  this  railway  during 
all  that  period  of  twenty  years,  for  the  purpose  of 

sending  munitions  of  war  to  our  Pacific  settle- 
ments. I  differ  with  him  essentially.  In  my  judg- 

ment, when  our  frontier  on  the  Pacific  shall  become 
supplied  with  the  means  of  defence,  the  growing 
population  of  that  country  will  make  -it  wholly 
unnecessary  for  us  to  use  this  railway  for  any 
such  purpose. 

The  grandeur  of  this  scheme  seems  to  have  cap- 
tivated the  mind  of  the  honorable  Senator,  [Mr. 

Douglas.]  The  immense  advantages  which  are 
almost  certain  to  arise  from  it  seem  wholly  to  have 
absorbed  the  attention  of  the  distinguished  gentle- 

man, and  he  does  not  seem  to  reflect  that  all  these 
results  will  not  accrue  to  our  citizens  at  large. 

But  I  did  not  rise  to  discuss  this  proposition  at 
length.  I  have  merely  risen  for  the  purpose  of 
suggesting  the  difficulties  which  pressed  upon  my 
mind  at _ the  time  this  proposition  was  laid  before 
the  Senate,  and  which  have  continued  to  press 
upon  my  mind  with  increasing  force  during  the 
discussion  upon  it.  These  difficulties  have  been 

ably  set  forth  by  some  of  the  distinguished  Sena- 
tors who  have  opposed  the  bill  in  its  present  shape, 

and  they  have  not  been  removed  by  the  arguments 
of  its  friends.  If  any  reply  has  been  made  to  the 
clear  and  cogent  objections  urged  yesterday  by  the 
Senator  from  Maryland,  [Mr.  Johnson,]  it  must 
•have  been  while  I  was  absent  from  this  Cham- ber. 

The  question  being  taken  on  the  motion  to 
translate  and  print  the  paper  presented  by  Mr. 
Benton,  it  was  agreed  to. 
A  message,  in  writing,  was  here  received  from 

the  President  of  the  United  States. 

A  message  was  also  received  from  the  House  of 
Representatives,  announcing  that  they  had  passed 
the  Senate  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Jean  F, 

Perry,  Josiah  Blakely,  Nicholas  Jarant,and  Robert, Morrison. 

RECIPROCAL  TRADE  WITH  CANADA. 

Mr.  DIX,  in  pursuance  of  the  notice  which  he 
gave  to  the  Senate  on  yesterday,  moved  that  the 
Senate  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to 
admit  certain  articles  the  growth  or  production  of 

Canada  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  on  con- 
dition that  the  like  articles  of  the  growth  or  pro- 
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duction  of  the  United  States  are  admitted  into 

Canada  free  of  duty. 
Mr.  D.  said:  Mr.  President,  the  bill  was  before 

the  Senate  at  tlje  last  session  of  Congress.  It 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives  and  came  up 
here.  At  the  request  of  several  Senators  it  was 
repeatedly  postponed,  and  the  bill  was  finally  lost 
in  consequence  of  the  pressure  of  business  at  the 
close  of  the  session.  The  whole  recess  has  elapsed, 
and  Senators  have  had  sufficient  time  to  examine 

it  thoroughly.  I  am  very  desirous  that  it  should 
be  acted  upon,  and  what  I  now  ask  is,  that  the  bill 
shall  be  taken  up,  that  it  may  be  read  and  under- 

stood. Then,  if  any  further  time  is  necessary,  I 
will  not  object  to  its  being  passed  over  for  a  time, 
although  I  am  in  favor  of  acting  on  it  immediately, 
as  the  Parliament  of  Canada  is  now  about  to  meet, 
and  we  should  dispose  of  the  bill  in  time  for  them 
to  take  action  upon  it,  inasmuch  as  it  involves 
matters  of  mutual  importance  to  the  two  countries. 

The  question  being  then  taken  upon  the  motion 
made  by  Mr.  Dix,  it  was  decided,  on  a  division, 
in  the  negative:  Ayes  17,  noes  26. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  YULEE,  the  Senate  pro- 

ceeded to  the  consideration  of  Executive  business; 
and,  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  doors  were 
reopened, 

And  the  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuesday,  December  19,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  ap- 

proved. The  SPEAKER  presented  the  memorial  of 
Isaac  S.  K.  Reeves,  first  lieutenant  in  the  regiment 
of  United  States  artillery,  and  adjutant  of  the 
Military  Academy,  in  relation  to  his  allowances. 
Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Also  the  memorial  of  Archibald  R.  Bogardus, 
praying  that  his  pension   for  disability   may   he 
made  to  commence  from  the  date  of  said  disability. 
Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

PETITIONS. 

The  Senate  being  called  for  the  purpose,  petitions 

were  presented  by  Messrs.  King  of  Massachusetts1, 
Abbott,  Nicoll,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Elias 
B.  Holmes,  Greeley,  Starkweather,  White, 
Eckert,  Brady,  Pollock,  Strohm,  Butler, 
Hampton  of  Pennsylvania,  Chapman,  Fulton, 
Daniel,  Donnell,  French,  Evans  of  Ohio,  La 
Sere,  Harris,  and  Darling. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CROWELL, 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 

petition  and  papers  of  John  S.  Devlin,  administrator  of  E.  J. 
Weed,  deceased. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EVANS,  of  Ohio, 
Oidercd,  That  the  petition  of  George  Cassady  for  a  pen- 

sion, with  the  accompanying  papers,  be  withdrawn  from 
the  files  of  the  House,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Invalid  Pensions. 

BILL  INTRODUCED. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Iowa,  in  pursuance  of 
previous  notice,  introduced  a  bill  (No.  675)  to 

amend  "An  act  granting  certain  lands  to  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Iowa,  to  aid  in  the  improvement  of  the 

navigation  of  the  Des  Moines  river,  in  said  Terri- 

tory;" which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the Committee  on  Public  Lands. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

By  Mr.  WENTWORTH:  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  W.  O.  Walker. 

By  Mr.  HARRIS:  A  bill  regulating  evidence 
in  the  circuit  and  district  courts  of  the  United 
States. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  NICOLL,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  reported  the  following  resolution;  which 
was  read  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be,  and 
they  are  hereby,  discharged  from  the  furtherconsideration  of 
the  item  of  $22,500  for  clerks  in  the  offices  of  the  Surveyors 
General  of  the  Land  Olfiee",  contained  in  the"  estimate  of 
appropriations  for  the  ensuing  fiscal  year,  and  that  said  item 
and  the  papers  relating  thereto  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby, 
referred  lo  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands ;  and  said  last 
mentioned  committee  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  man- 

ner in  which  said  appropriation  has  been  expended  in  prior 
years,  and  whether  the  public  interest  requires  that  said  ap- 

propriation be  further  continued. 

Mr.  HUDSON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  read  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  a  special  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  revising  the  penitentiary  system  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  reporting  a  plan  by  which  tho 

convicts  can  be  supported  at  less  expense  to  the  Govern- 

ment. 
REPORTS  FROM  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  COLLAMER,  from  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  Senate  bill  to 

modify  the  fourth  clause  of  the  seventh  section  of 
an  act  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the  people  of 
Wisconsin  Territory  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government,  and  for  the  admission  of  such 

State  into  the  Union,"  approved  August  6,  1846, 
reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  without 
amendment;  and  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  laid  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  HUNT,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
reported  a  bill  to  authorize  an  appropriation  for 
removing  the  rocks  at  Hurl  Gate,  and  the  reefs  in 
the  harbor  of  New  York;  which  was  read  twice, 
and  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  state  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  BRADY,  from  the  Committee  on  Private 
Land  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  from 
the  Senate  entitled  "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the 
heirs  of  Jean  F.  Perry,  Josiah  Bleakley,  Nicholas 

Jarrot,  and  R.obert  Morrison,"  reported  the  same back  to  the  House  without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed,  and 
returned  to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  HARMANSON,  from  the  Committee  on 
Private  Land  Claims,  reported  bills  for  the  relief 
of  Sidney  Flower,  of  Louisiana,  and  for  the  relief 
of  Amelia  Covillion,  of  Louisiana;  which  were 
read  twice,  and  committed. 

Mr.  DARLING,  from  the  same  committee,  to 
v/hom  was  referred  the  bill  from  the  Senate  enti- 

tled "An  act  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  John 

Wall,  deceased,"  reported  the  same  back  to  the House  without  amendment.     Committed. 

Mr.  COCKE,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolu- 
tionary Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 

from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act  granting  a  pen- 
sion to  Bethiah  Healy,  widow  of  George  Healy, 

deceased,"  reported  the  same  back  without  amend- ment.    Committed. 
Mr.  FULTON,  from  the  Committee  on  Invalid 

Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of 
John  Mcintosh,  reported  a  bill  for  his  relief,  ac- 

companied by  a  report  in  writing;  which  was  read 
twice,  and  committed. 

Mr.  W.  T.  LAWRENCE,  from  the  same  com- 
mittee, to  whom  was  referred  the  petitions  of  Wil- 

liam Slocum  and  John  H.  Goolsby,  made  adverse 
reports  thereon;  which  were  laid  on  the  table  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Also,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Levi  M. 
Roberts;  which  was  read  twice  and  committed. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  that  the  business  next  in 
order  will  be  resolutions  heretofore  offered,  calling 
upon  the  departments  for  information,  and  which 
had  been  laid  over  by  the  rule. 

REFERENCE  OF  PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  the  House  resolve 

itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 

the  Union,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  the 

consideration  of  the  President's  Message. 
The  question  having  been  taken  and  decided  in 

the  affirmative — The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 

the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  (Mr.  Thomp- 
son,of  Indiana,)  in  the  chair,  and  proceeded  to  the 

consideration  of  the  resolutions  offered  yesterday 
by  Mr.  Vinton,  referring  the  several  portions  of 
the  message  to  the  appropriate  committees. 

The  resolutions  having  been  read,  are  as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  annual  message  of  the 

President  of  the  United  States  to  the  two  Houses  of  Con- 
gress at  the  present  session  as  relates  to  our  treaties,  diplo- 
matic intercourse,  and  relations  with  foreign  countries,  be 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs. 
2d.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  compensa- 

tion to  those  citizens  who  have  served  in  the  Indian  war  in 

Oregon,  to  the  state  and  condition  of  the  army,  to  the  duties 
levied  on  American  and  neutral  commerce  in  the  ports  of 
Mexico,  and  the  disbursement  of  the  moneys  so  collected, 
and  the  accountability  therefor  by  the  officers  who  collected 
and  disbursed  the  same,  with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
War  accompanying  said  message,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Military  Affairs,  with  instructions  to  said  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  legality  of  the  col- 

lection of  such  duties,tand  the  disbursement  of  the  money 

so  collected. 
2d.  ThVtt  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  con- 

dition and  operations  ofthejiavy,  the  marine  corps,  and  the 
establishment  of  a  line  of  steamers  between  New  Orleans 
and  Vera  Cruz,  together  with  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
'  4th.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  tariffs 

of  1846  and  1842,  the  revenue,  the  state  of  the  treasury,  the 
public  debt,  the  subtreasury,  the  general  condition  of  t 
finances,  the  estimated  receipts  and  expenditures  for * 

next  fiscal  year,  the  unliquidated  claims  of  citizens  of  the 
United  States  against  Mexico,  and  the  establishment  of  ad- 

ditional branch  mints,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means. 

5th.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  public 
lands,  the  graduation  and  reduction  of  the  price  thereof,  the 
surveys  thereof,  geological,  mineralogical,  and  lineal,  the 
appointment  of  additional  surveyors  general,  and  to  the  sale 
of  the  mineral  lands  in  California  and  New  Mexico,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

6th.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  our  inter- 
course and  relations  with  the  Indian  tribes,  and  to  the  ap- 

pointment of  additional  Indian  agents,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

7th.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  com- 
merce and  navigation  of  the  country,  and  to  the  extension 

of  the  revenue  laws  of  the  United-  States  over  California,  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

8th.  That  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  estab- 
lishment of  territorial  governments  over  Californiaand  New 

Mexico,  and  the  enforcement  of  governments  de  facto  in 
those  Territories,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ter- 

ritories, with  instructions  to  said  committee  to  inquire  and 
report  whether  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  has  right- 

ful authority  to  exercise  the  powers  of  government  now 
being  enforced  over  those  Territories. 

9th.  Tiiat  so  much  of  said  message  as  relates  to  the  post 
offices  and  post  roads,  and  the  reduction  of  the  rate  of  post- 

age,, be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  MEADE  moved  to  amend  the  eighth  reso- 

lution by  striking  out  the  words  "  the  Committee 
on  the  Territories,"  and  inserting  in  lieu  thereof 
"  a  select  committee." 

Mr.  M.  said  a  very  few  words  in  explanation  of 
his  amendment.  They  were  very  imperfectly 
heard,  but  were  understood  to  be,  thai  he  did  not 
think  that,  in  the  organization  of  the  Committee  on 
Territories,  justice  had  been  done  to  the  South. 
There  were  upon  that  committee  three  members 
from  the  South,  and  out  of  that  number  there  was 
not  one  belonging  to  that  party  which  had  lately 
achieved  a  triumph  in  the  Presidential  election. 
If  his  motion  for  a  new  committee  should  prevail, 

he  hoped  that  a  due  proportion  of  Whigs  and  Dem- 
ocrats from  the  South  would  be  placed  upon  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment; and  the  affirmative  vote  was  declared  to  be 

forty-nine. 
Tellers  were  called  for;  and  Messrs.  Meade  and 

Duncan  were  appointed. 

And  the  question  being  again  taken,  the  vote 
stood:   Ayes  73,  noes  80. 

So  the  amendment  was  rejected. 

THE  TARIFF. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  moved  to  amend  the  4th  resolu- 

tion, by  striking  out  the  words,  "the  tariffs  of 
1846  and  1842,"  and  to  add  the  following  as  an additional  resolution: 

"  Resolved,  That  so  much  of  the  said  message  as 
relates  to  the  tariffs  of  1846  and  1842,  be  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures." 
Mr.  HOLMES,  of  South  Carolina,  rose  to  in- 

quire from  the;  chairman  of  the  committee,  [Mr. 
Vinton,]  whether  this  subject  had  not  already 
been  referred  to  that  committee  ? 

Mr.  VINTON  said  that  the  subject  of  the  tariff 
had  already  been  referred  by  a  resolution  of  the 

House,  upon  motion  of  a  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania, to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  was  understood  to  suggest  that 
the  amendment  was  simply  a  proposition  of  inquiry. 

Mr.  HOLMES  said  that  all  resolutions  of  this 

kind  were,  from  necessity,  he  presumed,  resolu- 
tions of  inquiry.  Was  this  House  prepared,  after 

the  close  of  a  protracted  war,  at  once  to  refer  the 

question  of  the  tariff — which  was  a  question  of  rev- 
enue— to  a  committee  pre-judging  the  whole  sub- 

ject ?  He  would  ask  whether  it  did  not  become 
the  House  to  have  a  full  report  from  the  Com- 

mittee of  Ways  and  Means  upon  the  state  of  the 
finances,  and  the  prospects  of  the  country  in  rela- 

tion thereto,  before  proceeding  in  this  hasty  manner 

to  pre-judge  the  question  ?  No  doubt  the  object  of 
the  gentleman  who  had  moved  the  amendment 
[Mr.  Rumsey]  was  to  get  the  House  to  commit 
itself,  by  referring  the  whole  subject  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures.  In  this  inihoate  state, 

as  he  might  call  it,  and  before  the  new  Adminis- 
tration had  come  into  power,  he  hoped  no  such 

course  would  be  adopted. 

Mr.  COBB  (addressing  the  Chair)  said  he  pre- 
sumed it  would  be  in  order  to  move  an  amendment 

to  the  amendment. 

The  CHAIRMAN  indicated  that  it  would  be in  order. 

Mr.  COBB  said,  that  as  t'.e  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Rumsey]  took 
the  question  of  revenue  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
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Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and  referred  it  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  he  took  it  for 

granted  that  the  object  of  the  gentleman  was,  that 
tjae  tariff  of  1846  and  of  1842  should  be  considered 
without  any  reference  to  the  question  of  revenue; 
and  that  it  should  be  considered  with  reference  to 

the  effects  of  our  tariff  system  on  the  manufactures 
of  the  country. 

Mr.  RUMSEy  rose  to  explain.  The  gentleman 
from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cobb]  was  mistaken.  The 

question  of  revenue  was  still  left  with  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  His  (Mr.  R.  's)  prop- 

osition did  not  contemplate  taking  that  branch  of 
the  subject  from  that  committee. 

Mr.  COBB  continued.  He  could  not  (he  said) 
perceive  any  other  motive  which  the  gentleman 
could  have  had  in  offering  his  proposition,  except 
it  was  for  the  purpose  of  having  the  question  of 
protection  considered  by  the  Committee  on  Man- 

ufactures, in  opposition  to  the  question  of  revenue 
arising  under  our  tariff  system.  He  did  not  rise 
to  discuss  the  subject  at  this  time.  But  if  we  were 

to  lose  sight  of  the  question  of  revenue  in  connec- 
tion with  our  tariff  system,  there  were  two  other 

questions  connected  with  it  which  ought  not  to  be 
lost  sight  of.  He  referred  to  the  interests  of  agri- 

culture and  of  commerce.  He  could  see  no  reason 

why  the  question  of  the  tariff  should  not  be  con- 
sidered by  committees  upon  agriculture  and  com- 
merce, as  well  as  upon  manufactures.  For  his 

own"  part,  he  was  willing  that  the  subject  should pass  over  upon  the  motion  which  had  been  made 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means,  [Mr.  Vinton,]  giving  to  it  its  proper  di- 
rection. But  if  that  was  not  to  be  done,  then  he 

should  move,  as  an  amendment  to  the  amendment, 

to  add  the  Committees  of  Agriculture  and  Com- 
merce, in  order  that  our  tariff  system  might  be 

considered  with  reference  not  only  to  the  manu- 
facturing interests,  but  also  to  the  agricultural  and 

commercial  interests. 

He  desired  to  see  whether  the  House,  at  this 
early  stage  of  .its  session,  was  disposed  to  lose 
sight  of  these  two  great  interests,  and  to  direct 
all  their  inquiries,  and  shape  all  their  proceedings, 
in  legislation  upon  the  tariff,  to  the  object  of  man- 

ufactures! alone. 

He  trusted  that  gentlemen  would  make  no  ob- 
jection to  his  amendment.  He  trusted  that  they 

had  a  sufficient  regard  for  the  agricultural  and 
commercial  interests,  to  let  the  subject  go  to  these 
committees  as  well  as  to  the  Committee  on  Man- 

ufactures. He  saw  no  way  to  effect  this  object, 
except  by  a  joint  action  of  these  committees.  He 
therefore  moved  to  amend  Mr.  Rumsey's  amend- 

ment, by  adding,  after  the  word  "  Manufactures," 
the  words  "  the  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  the 
Committee  on  Commerce,  and  that  said  commit- 

tees act  jointly." 
Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  said  he  thought  his 

friend  from  Georgia,  and  every  other  member  of 
this  House,  could  not  fail  to  perceive  that,  by 
referring  this  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 

factures, they  gave  it  its  appropriate  direction,  for 
this  simple  reason:  There  were  gentlemen  in  this 
House  (of  whom,  no  doubt,  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  was  one)  who  thought  this  altogether  a 
revenue  subject;  there  were  others  who  did  not 
think  so.  He  (Mr.  I.)  was  one  of  those  who  had 
always  acted  under  a  different  impression.  He 
had  voted  the  other  day  with  some  hesitation  upon 
the  resolution  of  his  colleague  over  the  way  [Mr. 
Eckeut]  for  referring  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  the  question  of  the  propriety  of  estab- 

lishing a  tariff  based  upon  the  principles  of  the 
tariff  of  1842.  He  had  regretted  what  appeared 
the  perplexity  of  the  language.  If  the  resolution 

had  spoken  of' a  tariff  based  upon  the  principle  of 
specific  duties,  and  a  protective  tariff,  he  should 
have  liked  it  a  good  deal  better;  because  these  had 
always  been  his  principles,  and  he  thought  would 
be  to  the  end. 
He  now  submitted  to  his  honorable  friend  from 

Georgia,  that,  by  changing  this  reference  from  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  and  referring  the 
subject  to  any  other  committee,  they  would  pre- 

clude— they  would  shut  out — they  would  settle  the 
whole  question,  by  declaring  at  once  that  it  was  a 
question  of  revenue,  and  not  a  question  of  manu- 

factures, or  whatever  they  pleased  to  call  it;  that 
it  was  not  a  protective  question. 

It  was  not  necessary  now,  he- thought,  to  enter 
into  the  question,  which  was  right  and  which  was 
wrong.     There  had  been  some  evidence  given  in 

the  late  election  as  to  the  opinions  of  the  people 

upon  it. Mr.  COBB,  (in  his  seat.)     Whereabouts? 
Mr.  INGERSOLL.  In  Pennsylvania.  But  let 

that  pass.  All  he  meant  to  say  was,  that  the  sub- 
ject should  go  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 

or  those  who  thought  this  was  not  a  mere  revenue 

question  were  at  once  precluded  from  the  consid- 
eration which  they  desired. 

Mr.  COBB  wished  to  inquire  of  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  whether,  in  considering  this 
subject  in  reference  to  protection,  he  thought  the 
agricultural  and  commercial  interests  of  the  coun- 

try were  at  all  to  be  consulted;  whether  the  farmer 
and  the  man  engaged  in  commerce  were  interested 
in  this  question? 

Mr.  INGERSOLL  replied,  very  much.  There 
was  a  Committee  on  Agriculture  and  a  Committee 
on  Commerce,  and  to  these  Committees  on  Agri- 

culture and  on  Commerce  let  the  appropriate  por- 
tions of  this  subject  be  specifically  referred;  but  do 

not  refuse  to  refer  that  part  of  the  message  which 
relates  to  the  question  of  protection  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures,  for  they  would,  in  that 
case,  at  once  preclude  those  who, like  him,  believed 
this  to  be  a  question  of  protection,  from  that  con- 

sideration which  they  desired". 
Mr.  COBB,  with  the  permission  of  his  friend 

from  Pennsylvania,  desired  to  ask  if  the  gentleman 
looked  upon  the  tariff  question  as  purely  a  manu- 

facturing question? 

Mr.  INGERSOLL.  Yes,  mainly  so,  certainly. 
[A  laugh.] 

Mr.  HOLMES,  of  South  Carolina,  desired  to 
ask  the  gentleman  a  question. 
Mr.  INGERSOLL.  Yes,  certainly.  I  shall 

willingly  respond  to  any  interrogatories  that  may 
be  made  by  any  gentleman. 

Mr.  HOLMES  wished,  then,  to  inquire  under 
what  category  the  Pennsylvania  coal  came — 
whether  under  that  of  manufactures  or  agricul- 

ture? (or  excavations?) 
Mr.  INGERSOLL.  Under  neither.  It  belonged 

to  the  list  of  minerals.     [Laughter.] 
Mr.  HOLMES  desired  to  ask  the  gentleman 

another  question.  Did  not  the  gentleman,  in  his 
advocacy  of  the  reference  of  this  question  to  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures,  mean  to  include  the 
mineral  interests,  the  interests  of  Pennsylvania 
coal  ? 
Mr.  INGERSOLL.  No.  If  the  committee 

think  proper  to  include  them,  I  shall  include  them; 
but,  at  all  events,  there  is  another  substance  com- 

ing from  the  earth,  not  altogether  coal,  but  some- 
thing more  valuable  than  the  gold  of  California. 

gjMr.  HOLMES.  Then  do  I  understand  the  gen- 
tleman to  say,  that  he  has  no  reference  to  coal,  and 

no  desire  for  an  increase  of  the  duty  upon  it? 
-Mr.  INGERSOLL.  lam  rather  inclined  to 

think  there  is  no  occasion  for  an  increase  of  the 

duty  upon  coal, but  there  certainly  isforan  increase 
of  the  duty  upon  iron.  That  is  an  answer  to  the 
gentleman;  and  now,  if  there  are  no  other  interro- 

gations to  be  addressed  to  me,  I  will  take  my  seat. 
1  will  repeat,  however,  that  my  object  in  rising 
was  to  express  this  one  sentiment,  that,  by  taking 
this  subject  from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
you  put  an  end  to  the  whole  doctrine,  which  is 
entertained  by  some  members  on  this  .floor,  and 
by  a  large  portion  of  those  who  come  from  the 
State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to  represent. 

Mr.  GENTRY  remarked,  that  the  proposition 

of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  was  rather  a  singu- 
lar one.  The  gentleman  proposed  to  conjoin,  to 

associate  three  separate,  distinct  committees  to  act 
in  concert  upon  this  subject.  He  did  not  know 
that  in  his  experience  on  this  floor  he  had  ever 
heard  of  such  a  proposition  being  made  to  this 
House.  It  seemed  to  proceed  on  the  supposition 

that  one  committee  upon  the  revision  of  the  rev- 
enue laws  was  not  competent  to  look  at  the  effect 

which  such  revision  would  have  upon  the  agricul- 
tural and  commercial  as  well  as  the  manufacturing 

interests  of  the  country. 

Mr.  COBB,  with  the  permission  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee,  would  very  frankly  admit, 

that  his  amendment,  in  its  present  form,  he  deemed 
impracticable.  He  had  moved  it,  however,  for  the 
purpose  of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  and 
the  country  to  the  impropriety  of  the  reference 
proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Rumsey,]  and  to  show  the  pro- 

priety of  the  reference  proposed  by  the  resolution 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

He  should  not  insist  upon  the  amendment  in 
its  present  form,  but  with  the  permission  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  he  would  modify  it  by 
striking  out  the  words  "and  that  said  committees 
act  conjointly,"  so  as  to  leave  these  committees  to 
act  in  their  separate  capacities  upon  this  subject. 

Mr.  GENTRY  (continuing)  said  it  seemed  to 
him  an  immaterial  question,  to  what  committee  this 
question  should  be  referred.  If  the  committee  to 
whom  it  was  given  in  charge  were  competent  to 
the  performance  of  their  duty,  they  must  look  to 
the  effects  which  a  revision  of  the  tariff  would 

have  alike  upon  commerce,  agriculture,  and  man- 
ufactures, for  these  three  interests  were  so  indis- 

solubly  connected  that  one  could  not  be  considered 
without  considering  them  all, 

Mr.HOLMES,ofSouthCarolina,wishedtoknow 
of  his  friend  from  Tennessee,  if  he  meant  to  say, 
that  if  this  question  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures,  it  was  not  an  indication  of  the 
sense  of  this  House  that  the  question  should  be 
considered  of  imposing  duties  expressly  for  the  en- 

couragement of  manufactures,  without  any  regard 

to  the  question  belonging  exclusively  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means,  to  wit:  the  question  of 

revenue? 

Mr.  GENTRY  replied,  that  he  undertook  to  say 
that  whenever  this  House  referred  this  subject  to 
a  committee  with  a  view  to  readjust  in  any  degree 
our  revenue  laws,  the  House  had  under  consider- 

ation the  question  of  protection  to  our  manufactur- 
ing interests,  alike  with  the  questions  of  agriculture 

and  commerce — all  of  which  were  involved  in  this 
subject;  and  that  this  House  expected  a  committee 
which  might  be  charged  with  this  question  to  take 
into  intelligent  consideration  all  these  various  inter- 

ests; and  that  the  one  could  not  be  legislated  upon 
in  any  important  degree  without  affecting  the  others. 
Hence,  he  maintained,  if  the  committee  was  com- 

petent for  the  duty  with  which  it  was  charged, 
that  it  mattered  not  whether  it  was  the  Committee 

of  Ways  and  Means,  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture, or  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  to  whom 

this  question  should  be  committed.  But,  in  con- 
formity with  the  usage  of  this  House,  he  deemed 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  be  the  ap- 

propiate  committee. 
Mr.  HOLMES  wished  again  to  ask  the  gentle- 

man, whether  if  this  House  referred  the  question 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  it  would  not 
be  a  manifestation  of  this  opinion ,  that  they  thought 
a  tariff  should  be  framed  expressly  for  the  purpose 
of  protection,  and  not  of  revenue,  and  that  they 
would  prefer  less  revenue  with  a  protective  tariff 
than  more  revenue  with  a  revenue  tariff? 

Mr.  GENTRY  said  he  did  not  know  that  that 
conclusion  would  necessarily  follow.  But  if  the 
gentleman  had  waited  a  moment,  he  would  have 
seen  that  he  (Mr.  G.)  was  in  favor  of  the  reference 
proposed  by  the  resolution,  and  opposed  to  the 
reference  proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  gen- 

tleman from  New  York. 
He  was  about  to  remark  that  the  tariff  of  1842, 

if  he  remembered  aright,  had  emanated  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  That  tariff  was 

a  very  good  revenue  tariff;  it  was  a  most  excel- 
lent protective  tariff.  He  had  no  doubt,  however, 

but  an  intelligent  committee,  whether  it  was  the 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  or  the  Commit- 
tee on  Manufactures,  with  the  lights  of  experience 

before  them,  could  now  make  a  better  revenue 
tariff  and  a  better  protective  tariff.  He  was  not, 
therefore,  for  the  resuscitation  of  the  tariff  of  1842. 

He  was  not  for  referring  that  portion  of  the  Presi- 
dent's message  which  related  to  this  subject  to  the 

Committee  on  Manufactures;  but  he  should  sup- 
port the  resolution  of  the  honorable  chairman  of 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  give  it  the 
usual  reference,  which  was  the  proper  one;  and 
he  hoped  his  friend  over  the  way  would  withdraw 
his  motion,  and  terminate  this  debate. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  said  when 

the  subject  of  the  tariff  bill  was  under  the  consider- 
ation of  Congress  between  two  and  three  years 

ago,  he  was  one  of  the  few  members  of  the  Demo- 
cratic party  who  had  protested  against  its  passage. 

He  had  opposed  it  most  conscientiously,  foresee- 
ing, as  he  thought,  the  effects  of  the  change,  so 

sudden  and  radical,  in  the  adoption  of  a  new  sys- 
tem— of  the  establishment  of  an  entire  new  prin- 

ciple— foreseeing,  as  he  believed,  that  it  was  going 
to  have  a  great  effect  upon  the  future  policy  of  the 
country.  He  should  leave  to  those  of  the  present 
day  to  decide  whether  his  pred  ictions  then  were  righ  t 
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or  wrong.  What  had  taken  place  had  taken  place, 
and  could  not  be  altered.  He  had  voted  the  other 

day  against  the  resolution  of  his  colleague  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  [Mr.  Eckert,]  for  the 
resuscitation  of  the  tariff  of  1842.  He  had  no 

hesitation  at  all  in  saying  that  he  would  not  return 
to  a  system  deemed  so  odious,  and  which  would 
necessarily  destroy  itself  in  a  very  short  period  of 
time.  The  tariff  of  1842  was  sent  forth  to  the 

world  bearing  the  marks  of  its  own  condemnation 
and  that  of  some  of  its  friends  upon  it.  It  had 
carried  within  its  own  bosom  the  seeds  of  its 
eventual  destruction:  we  had  seen,  in  the  process 

of  time,  that  they  had  sprung  up,  and  its  destruc- 
tion consummated.  Its  principles  that  were  bad — 

obnoxious,  were  its  system  of  minimums.  They 
violated  everything  like  reason,  common  sense, 

and,  he  might  say,  common  honesty.  Why,  cot- 
ton cloths  which  it  cost  one,  two,  or  three  cents 

per  yard  to  manufacture,  were  called  worth  twenty 
cents,  and  a  duty,  as  if  worth  that  sum,  levied.  It 
.discriminated  against  the  poor  and  in  favor  of  the 
rich,  taxing  cheap  articles  that  were  mere  imita- 

tions most  heavily,  and  laying  but  a  light  hand 
upon  articles  of  luxury  of  the  richest  kind. 

There  were  objections  to  the  tariff  of  1842.  The 
seeds  of  decay  were  deeply  implanted  within  its 
bosom  at  the  moment  it  came  into  existence.  He 

had  been  opposed  to  that  bill,  and  exceedingly 

anxious  for  a  compromise  that  might  give  us  some- 
thing better.  There  had  once  been  a  certain  com- 
mittee organized  for  the  purpose  of  compromising 

the  tariff  bill.  He  was  one  of  that  committee:  he 

had  proposed  to  his  friend  from  North  Carolina, 
the  then  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 

'_  Means,  [Mr.  McKay,]  that  he  should  give  them 
the  tariff  bill  which  he  had  reported  in  1844,  and 
he  (Mr.  T.)  would  have  voted  for  it.  No,  sir, 
they  would  not  agree  to  this.  New  lights  had 
been  shed  upon  the  world.  Men  had  become 
wiser,  perhaps  better;  they  thought  they  had  at 
least — perhaps  they  were.  This  was  refused, 
although  it  had  been  proposed  by  what  was  called 
the  free-trade  portion  of  the  country.  He  was 
desirous  of  compromise.  He  wanted  something 
reasonable  and  something  permanent. 

Now,  sir,  what  followed?  The  tariff  of  1846. 
Sir,  (said  he,)  I  opposed  this  measure,  earnestly 
and  with  all  my  might.  It  was  a  radical  change — a 
new  principle — one  that  I  thought  wrong,  and 
which,  inmany  particulars,  Istill  think  wrong.  And 
now,  sir,  I  go  for  a  modification  of  it;  a  change  to 
suit  the  wants  and  interests  of  the  country.  I  am  not 
wedded  to  dates — the  bill  of  the  30lh  August,  1842 
— nor  to  the  identical  one  of  August,  some  date,  of 
1846.  I  subscribe  to  the  principle  of  progress  and 
reform.  What  might  have  been  right  in  1842, 
may  have  become  wrong  in  1846  and  1848.  Empires 
have  fallen  down;  dynasties  become  extinct;  pol- 

icy had  changed;  revolution  in  everything  had 
taken  place,  altering  the  commerce,  the  trade,  and 
manufacturesof  almost  every  country  in  the  world. 
A  change  in  some — in  many  things,  became,  was 
necessary,  to  us.  Wisdom  would,  and  he  thought 
did,  dictate  that  we  should  change  our  systems 
only  so  far  as  the  changes  in  times  required  them. 
This  was  his  doctrine.  Notwithstanding  his  objec- 

tions to  the  tariff  of  1846,  and  that  of  most  of  his 
colleagues,  the  tariff  of  1846  was  passed.  The 
objection  to  the  new  system  was  great.  The  doc- 

trine of  a  tariff  for  revenue,  discriminating  for 
protection,  seemed  to  be  universally  held.  This 
was  a  doctrine  that  all  seemed  to  go  for:  protec- 

tion as  an  incident  to  revenue.  This  is  all  we 

wanted,  he  said.  But  the  act  of  1846  discrimi- 
nated against  protection.  It  operated  badly,  when 

most  needed  for  protection  as  well  as  revenue. 
Look  at  its  operation:  take,  for  example,  iron. 
And  he  instanced  this  article,  as  he  was  most 
familiar  with  it.  He  put  it  as  an  example.  We 
will  suppose,  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  that 
act,  that  pig  metal  was  selling  for  $30  per  ton; 
the  thirty  per  cent,  on  that  would  be  a  duty  of  $9. 
This  was  a  high  duty — more  than  was  wanted; 
but  to  the  example:  When  the  price  of  iron  abroad 
came  down  to  $18  per  ton,  thirty  per  cent,  was 
$5  40  duty;  a  loss  of  $3  60  cents  revenue,  as  well 
as  $12  cheaper  by  way  of  competition.  But  if  it 
came  down  to  $9 — and  he  believed  it  had  at  one 
time — then  the  duty  was  $2  70  per  ton,  and  a  re- 

duction of  $21  per  ton  in  the  price,  to  facilitate 
competition.  Thus,  sir,  you  lost  $6  30  revenue 
per  ton,  and  $21  protection,  if  you  choose  It 
discriminated  against  labor  when  products   were 

abundant  abroad,  and  cheap.  We  thus  become 
losers  of  revenue,  without  a  shadow  of  a  shade  of 

protection. Now,  sir,  what  is  the  remedy  for  all  this  ?  It  is 

plain.  Specific  duties — moderate  specific  duties 
— moderate,  not  inconsistent  with  revenue.  Take 
iron  again  as  an  example:  fix  a  price  for  it,  say 
$20  or  $25  per  ton;  calculate  it  at  $20,  if  you 
please;  say  thirty  per  cent,  on  this  valuation;  this 
would  be  six  dollars.  Now,  sir,  when  it  would  be- 

come abundant  abroad,  and  should  come  in  at  nine 
dollars,  (the  valuation  per  ton,)  you  would  still  get 
your  six  dollars  on  the  ton;  and  the  more  that 
should  come  in,  (the  evidence  of  superabundance, 
and  want  of  marketabroad,)  the  more  revenue  there 

would  accrue  to  the  country.  Let  this  be  the  sys- 
tem in  regard  to  the  great  articles  of  manufacture  and 

produce  of  the  country.  Specific  duties  would  give 

stability.  Our  affairs  wouid  not  be  made  to  fluc- 
tuate, nor  our  revenue  either. 

Mr.  C,  J.  INGERSOLL  inquired,  if  his  col- 
league did  not  consider  specific  duties  necessary 

on  liquors,  wines,  and  brandies? 
Mr.  THOMPSON  said  he  did  not  know— he 

could  not  answer — he  did  not  deal  in  these  articles. 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL.  You  will,  if  you  con- 
sider the  interest  of  the  country. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  said  he  could  not  charge  his 
colleague,  for  whom  he  had  the  highest  regard, 
with  any  want  of  consistency,  not  in  the  least. 
But  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  within  his  recollection, 
that  his  colleague,  at  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
proposed  a  reduction  of  duties  on  liquors  to  fifteen 

per  cent. Mr.  INGERSOLL.  I  proposed  it— for  there 
ought,  no  doubt,  to  be  a  reduction,  but  it  ought  to 
be  a  reduction  to  specific  duties  ;  they  are  a  good 
deal  better  than  your  ad  valorems. 

Mr.  THOMPSON  said  he  was  opposed  to  ad 
valorems  as  universally  applied.  He  thought  it  a 
mistaken  policy  in  every  point  of  sight.  He  was 
in  favor  of  reasonable  specific  duties,  but  opposed 
to  minimums. 

Mr.  GREELEY  begged  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  to  tell  him  how  he  could  have  spe- 

cific duties  and  not  minimums? 
Mr.  THOMPSON.  There  was  a  difference 

between  them,  he  thought — so  thought  the  framers 
of  the  tariff  act  of  1842.  They  fixed  by  law  an 
artificial  value,  without  any  regard  to  its  real  value, 
and  assessed  a  duty  equal  to  its  whole  value  in 
some  cases,  without  any  regard  to  supply,  demand, 
market,  or  anything  else. 

Voices.     You  are  wrong. 

Mr.  THOMPSON.  I  am  not  wrong,  I  think. 
The  act  of  1842  contained  specific  duties — and 
minimums,  not  as  a  consequence  of  specific  duties, 
but  as  a  consequence  of  the  ad  valorem  system. 
Without  critically  inquiring  into  that  branch  of 
the  matter,  he  had  not  taken  the  terms  as  convert- 

ible. At  all  events,  these  minimums,  to  a  greater 
extent  than  anything  else,  overthrew  the  tariff  of 

1842. 
Mr.  THOMPSON  proceeded.  He  wanted  spe- 

cific duties,  moderate  and  reasonable.  Those 
fluctuations  that  contingencies  produced  abroad, 
he  wanted  to  avoid;  and  he  only  wanted  this  when 

any  part  of  our  industry  was  of  the  kind  to  be  in- 
juriously affected  by  foreign  revulsions.  Let  us 

have  asystem,  uniform,  that  will  not  run  up  prices 

to-day,  and  depress  them  to-morrow,  by  the  acci- 
dency  of  want  of  demand  in  other  countries.'  The 
Democratic  doctrine  was  a  tariff  for  revenue,  with 
incidental  protection;  and  it  can  be  arrived  at  by 
no  other  process  than  by  the  imposition  of  specific 

duties.  He,  for  one,  asked  no  "protection  for 
protection."  This,  he  conceived  and  believed,  was 
exploded.  And  he  was  glad  it  was  so.  But  these 
extreme  and  radical  changes  he  was  opposed  to. 
Their  suddenness  is  objectionable.  That  the  change 

from  specific  duties  to  ad  valorems — and  very  radi- 
cal at  that — have  effected ,  to  some  extent,  the  politics 

of  the  State  he  had  the  honor  in  part  to  represent, 
he  did  not  doubt;  but  to  what  extent,  he  was  un- 

willing to  say.  Many  agencies  were  at  work  to 
defeat  the  Democracy  of  the  old  Keystone.  This 
was  one  of  them,  and  contributed,  to  some  extent, 

to  produce  the  result. 
Mr.  Chairman  (said  he)  I  was  opposed  to  the 

tariff  act  of  1846  in  its  then  shape.  I  preferred 
amending  the  act  of  1842.  I  now  desire  most 
earnestly  a  modification  of  the  act  of  1846.  I  care 
not  about  the  increase  of  duties;  it  is  their  form  I 
wish  to  alter.     The  interests  of  my  State  (said  he) 

require  (and  he  spoke  only  of  them  from  his  being 
better  acquainted  with  them)  stability^the  sta- 

bility to  be  acquired  from  specific  duties.  He  was 
opposed  to  the  repeal  of  the  act  of  1846.  He  most 

earnestly  opposed  going  back  to  the  exploded-sys- 
tem of  1842.  Sir,  if  reenacted,  it  would  only  be- 

come the  object  of  the  most  untiring  warfare.  No 
reliance  could  be  placed  in  its  stability.  It  would 
be  the  nucleus  around  which,  in  opposition,  thou- 

sands and  thousands  would  constantly  accumu- 
late, until  it  would  be  overthrown  and  destroyed. 

It  would  be  the  element  in  every  Presidential  con- 
test, and  become  a  mere  political  question,  in  dis- 

regard of  all  the  principles,  whether  of  revenue  or 
protection,  upon  which  it  might  be  based. 
Amend,  sir,  this  bill.  He  appealed  to  his  friends 

over  the  way.  They  now  had  the  power.  Now 
amend — reform — do  not  destroy.  The  tariff  ques- 

tion had  some  effect  in  Pennsylvania  at  the  late 
election.  Let  not  the  hope  of  keeping  that  State 
dissatisfied,  and  thus  keeping  her  out  of  Demo- 

cratic traces,  prevent  your  amending  the  system. 
You  are  expected  to  do  it — not  give  her  the  act 
of  1842 — that  would  be  broken  down  as  soon  as 
it  should  come  into  existence — but  reform  the 

present  system.  Sir,  we  ask  for  stability — mod- 
erate duties,  but.  in  a  form  consistent  with  rev- 
enue, discriminating,  within  this  principle,  in  favor 

of  our  interests.  The  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House  are  in  power  now,  and  will  be,  at 
least  in  the  House  and  in  the  Executive  depart- 

ment, for  some  time  to  come.  Let  me  advise  them 
to  give  us  reasonable  measures.  Amend,  and  not 
destroy.  No  subject,  he  supposed,  ever  occupied 
the  mind  of  man  of  greater  practical  difficulty  than 

the  financial  system  of  this  country.  It  must  fre- 
quently be  revised  and  altered, and  our  great  error 

has  been  in  overthrowing,  and  not  amending  es- 
tablished systems,  slowly  and  cautiously 

Mr.  FB.IES  begged  to  ask  the  gentleman  a  ques- 
tion. Were  not  the  prices  of  iron  higher  now  than 

they  were  in  1846  ? 

[Several  voices:   "No."] Mr.  THOMPSON  said  no,  they  were  not;  and 

gave  a  statement  showing  considerable  difference 
at  this  time.  As  to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1846, 
Mr.  T.  said  he  could  not  now  say  whether  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  who  opposed  it  now, 

were  to  blame  for  its  passage  or  not — not  now,  he 
said,  but  he  would  have  something  to  say  about  it 
at  some  future  time.     [A  laugh.] 

There  is  a  resort  sometimes  to  a  smile,  when  an 

answer  is  not  at  hand,  (said  Mr.  T.)  and  it  has  been 
said  that  some  men  can  laugh  who  cannot  always 
reason.  It  was  enough  for  him  to  remark  now, 
that  a  Whig  Senator  in  the  other  branch  voting 
for  the  act  of  1846,  carried  it,  or  hj.s  vote  had  the 
effect  of  doing  so. 

"But  we  shall  see,"  he  said,  what  the  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  will  do  with  this  question — 

whether  they  will  reform  or  destroy  systems.  It 
is  with  them,  and  the  responsibility  rests  with 
them.  I  invoke  the  spirit  of  moderation  as  the 
only  medium  of  stability,  or  the  means  by  which 
it  may  be  arrived  at.  He  said  he  had  no  great 
choice  as  to  the  committee  to  which  this  subject 
should  go,  so  that  reform  should  be  the  result. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  had  not  risen  for  the  pur- 

pose of  entering  into  any  discussion1  upon  the  policy of  the  tariff,  much  less  of  discussing  the  question 
of  its  influence  upon  the  revenue,  the  commerce, 

the  capital,  and  the  industry  of  the  country,  with 
which  that  subject  was  necessarily  and  inseparably 
connected.  Pie  had  risen  only  to  say  a  word  in 

explanation  of  the  reason  which  had  induce'd-him to  give  to  this  subject  the  direction  proposed  by 
the  resolution  which  he  had  offered. 

As  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Gentry] 

had  truly  remarked,  the  tariff  of  '42  emanated 
from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  The 

tariff  of  '46 — the  existing  law  of  the  land — came, 
also  from  the  same  committee.  During  the  present 
session  of  Congress,  the  House,  by  a  very  decided 

vote,  had  committed  the  same  subject  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means.  He  presumed  that 

that  committee  was  not  ambitious  of  it;  but  in 

drawing  the  resolution,  not  only  from  the  history 
of  what  had  been  done  heretofore,  but  from  the 

direction  which  the  House  had  given  to  the  sub- 
ject at  the  present  session,  he  understood  it  to  be 

the  decisive  intention  of  the  House  that  it  should 
be  committed  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means.  If,  however,  it  was  the  wish  of  the  House 
that  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  should  have 
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charge  of  it,  he  presumed  the  necessary  inference 
to  be,  as  a  matter  of  course,  that  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  should  be  discharged  from 
its  consideration,  under  the  resolution  which  had 

been  adopted,  and  that  it  should  go  to  the  other 
committee. 

Mr.  BURT  rose  and  intimated  his  desire  to  put 
an  inquiry  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vin- 
ton]. 

Mr.  VINTON  having  yielded  the  floor  for  the 

purpose — Mr.  BURT  proceeded  to  inquire,  whether  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  since  it  originated  in 
the  year  1819,  had  ever  reported  any  bill  connected 
with  the  revenue  of  the  country? 

Mr.  VINTON,  in  reply,  said  that  his  impres- 
sion was,  that  the  tariff  of  1824  (as  it  was  called,) 

which  was  reported  at  the  first  session  of  which 
he  was  a  member  of  this  House,  had  come  from 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  the  chairman  of 
which  was  Mr.  Mallory,  of  Vermont. 

Mr.  BURT.     I  think  that  is  the  only  bill. 
Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  rose,  and  was  under- 

stood to  suggest  that  the  tariff  of  1828  had,  he 
thought,  come  from  the  same  committee. 

Mr.  VINTON  said;  such  probably  might  be 
the  fact;  but,  at  all  events,  for  the  last  eight  or  ten 
years — he  might  safely  say  for  the  last  ten  years — 
by  common  consent  the  subject,  had  been  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  As  his  friend 
from  South  Carolina  had  said,  the  subject  was  much 
broader  than  a  mere  question  of  manufactures;  it 
embraced  a  duty  upon  every  agricultural  product, 
upon  all  grains  and  grasses,  upon  everything  that 
came  put  of  the  ocean.  In  fact,  it  embraced  the 
labor  of  the  country  in  almost  every  form  in  which 
it  was  employed.  The  question,  therefore,  was 
much  wider  and  broader  than  the  mere  process  of 
what  should  come  from  the  hands  of  the  manufac- 
turer. 

Mr.  GREEN  said,  that  he  was  in  favor  of  the 
proposition  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  [Mr. 
Cobb.]  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  G.)  that  the  com- 

mittee to  which  the  subject  should  appropriately 
be  referred  was  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means;  but  if  any  other  committee  was  to  beadded, 
if  any  other  committee  was  to  have  charge  of  the 
matter,  if  it  was  to  undergo  supervision  and  in- 

vestigation by  any  other  body.it  must  be  by  virtue 
of  the'  incidental  effect  which  the  revenue  laws  have 
upon  some  particular  branch  of  industry.  No 
member  would  go  so  far  as  to  contend  that  Con- 

gress had,  in  the  abstract,  a  right  to  legislate  for 
the  promotion  of  the  manufacturing  interest,  as  a 
substantive  branch  of  power.  The  interest  that 
any  gentleman  would  contend  for  would  be,  that 
Congress  had  power  over  the  revenue,  and  that 
as  that  might  affect  the  business  of  the  country, 
Congress  probably  might  appropriately  investigate 

the  effect  which  its  exercise  would'have  upon  it. So  with  the  tariff:  if  the  imposition  of  duties 
would  affect  the  manufacturing:  interest,  as  it  must, 
he  had  no  objection  that  the  Committee  on  Manu- 

factures should  investigate  the  question,  and  say 
how  far  that  branch  of  the  industry  of  the  country 
would  be  affected  by  the  revenue  laws— how  far 
it  had  been  affected  by  the  tariff  of  1846— how  far 
byj!  the  tariff  of  1842.  But  as  this  was  purely  an 
incidental  right,  and  not  a  substantive  branch  of 
power,  and  as  it  was  manifest  that  the  tariff  duty 
must  affect  other  branches  of  industry,  was  it  not 
their  duty  to  propose  that  other  committees  having 
charge  of  these  other  branches,  should  inquire 
how  far  they  had  been  affected  by  the  operation 
of  these  laws?  If  the  object  was  to  take  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Mjjans  the  investigation 
of  the  subject,  he  was  opposed  to  it.  If  trie  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures  came  in  merely  as  an  ad- 
junct to  show  the  effect  of  these  laws  upon  the manufacturing  interests,  he  was  contentto  consider 

it  as  having  equal  claims  with  any  other— no  more, 
no  less.  Nine-tenths  of  the  people  were  engaged in  other  branches  of  business  than  manufactures. 
Should  Congress  investigate  the  interests  of  the 
manufacturers,  and  leave  others  uninvestigated? 
He  denied  that  Congress  had  any  right  to  legis- 

late, as  a  substantive  branch  of  power,  for  any 

one  class  of  industry.  But  in  raising  revenue,  in 
laying  duties  upon  imported  articles,  or  in  framing 
any  other  system  of  taxation,  it  was  their  duty  to 

investigate  the  incidental  effect  which  was  pro- 
duced on  the  great  body  of  the  people.  Would 

this  House  confine  their  investigation  exclusively 
to  manufactures  ?  The  same  duty  which  devolved 

upon  them  in  respect  to  manufactures,  was  im- 
posed upon  them  also  in  respect  to  agriculture  and 

commerce. 

He  would  not  go  into  an  argument  upon  the  tariff 
in  one  form  or  another.  He  agreed  with  the  gen- 

tleman from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr,  Thompson,]  that 
in  the  adjustment  of  the  details  of  a  tariff,  it  was 
impossible  for  any  class  of  men  so  to  frame  the 
law  that  it  would  be  equitable  and  just  in  its  oper- 

ation in  all  time  to  come.  The  changes  which 
were  constantly  taking  place  in  the  business  and 
the  commerce  of  the  country,  the  improvements 
and  innovations  which  were  constantly  springing 

up  under  the  enterprising  spirit  of  our  people  must 
call  for  corresponding  change.  But  Congress 
could  at  least  settle  the  principle  upon  which  that 
legislation  should  rest.  They  could  not  say  how 
far  it  should  go  as  to  this  or  that  particular  article, 
but  the  principle  might  be  fixed:  and  that  was 
precisely  what  Congress  should  do. 

The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Thomp- 
son] was  mistaken  in  saying  that  the  people  of  the 

United  States  had  decided  against  the  tariff  of  '46. 
The  most  violent  advocates  of  the  tariff  in  the  op- 

position' party  had  said,  we  are  satisfied  with  the 
tariff  of  '46;  we  make  it  no  test  in  this  election;%and 
if  Pennsylvania  alone  had  permitted  her  vote  to  be 
influenced  by  that  question,  still  it  was  to  be  re- 

membered that  she,  though  calling  herself  the 
Keystone  State,  was  not  the  Union. 

It  was  not  true  that  the  tariff  of  1846  was  the 
cause  of  the  defeat  of  General  Cass.  It  might  be 

that  his  advocacy  of  that  measure  operated  injuri- 
ously upon  him  in  Pennsylvania.  But  suppose  it 

did:  Was  not  the  gentleman  himself  a  supporter 
of  General  Cass?  and  was  not  he  also  a  supporter 

of  the  protective  principle?  How  was  this  to  be 
reconciled  ?  The  gentleman  was  in  favor  of  protec- 

tion. He  came  out  in  favor  of  the  abandonment 
of  ad  valorem  duties,  and  of  the  substitution  of 
specific  duties.  Yet  the  vote  in  Pennsylvania  had 
been  given  against  General  Cass,  because  he  was 
in  favor  of  the  tariff  of  1846.  One  of  the  two  things 
was  wrong;;  either  the  gentleman,  in  voting  for 
General  Cass,  was  not  acting  in  conformity  with 
the  views  of  the  great  body  of  his  constituents,  or 
he  was  not  acting;  so  on  this  question  here. 

Mr.  G.  would  here  reply  to  one  objection  which 
had  been  urged  against  the  tariff  of  1846.  The 

gentleman  objected  to  the  minimum  principle,  be- 
cause it  was  unjust;  it  assumed  a  value  to  the  article 

which  it  did  not  intrinsically  bear — which  it  did  not 
bear  in  the  market.  Now,  he  (Mr.  G)  would  ask 

whether  the  practical  effect  of  the  two  principles — 
the  minimum  and  the  specific — was  not  precisely 
the  same?  For  example:  the  minimum  principle 
taxed  an  article  without  reference  to  its  value.  The 

specific  principle  also  taxed  it  the  same  amount 
without  reference  to  its  cost.  So  it  would  seem, 

according  to  the  gentleman's  argument,  that  the 
minimum  principle  was  all  wrong  in  relation  to 
cotton  goods,  but  all  right  in  relation  to  iron. 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  rose  and  asked  leave 
to  explain. 

Mr.  GREEN  having  yielded  the  floor- 
Mr.  INGERSOLL  said  that  the  difference  be- 

tween the  lowest  price  and  what  was  called  the 
minimum  duty  was  this — that  one  was  an  assumed 
price,  known  to  every  one  to  be  false;  the  other 
was  the  actual  value.  Nothing  could  be  more 
unlike. 

Mr.  GREEN  continued.  He  said  he  under- 
stood the  matter  perfectly  well.  It  was  not  a  new 

one  to  him.  Did  iron  now  bear  the  value  of  $25  ? 
If  so,  the  gentleman  is  satisfied  with  a  duty  of 
$7  50,  which  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem  duty 
of  30  per  cent.  But  if  iron  should  decline  to  $15, 
then  the  gentleman  desires  the  same  specific  duty 
of  $7  50,  which  is  equivalent  to  an  ad  valorem 
duty  of  50  per  cent.     And  so  on  in  the  same  pro- 

portion with  all  other  prices.  Now,  the  minimum 
principle,  which  the  gentleman  very  properly  con- 

demns, has  precisely  the  same  effect.  A  duty  of 
30  per  cent,  on  iron,  assuming  it  to  have  cost  $25, 
whether  it  cost  but  §15  or  less,  is  a  uniform  duty  of 
$7  50,  and  is  what  is  called  the  minimum  principle; 
but  a  specific  duty  of  $7  50,  without  regard  to  the 
cost  or  value,  is  the  same  in  effect.  And  yet  the 
gentleman  oondemns  the  one,  and  approves  the 
other.  All  specific  duties  amount  to  an  introduc- 

tion, by  disguise,  and  under  a  different  name,  of 
the  odious  minimums,  which  have  justly  received 
the  condemnation  of  the  people — the  tax-payers; 
and  but  for  that  fact,  we  should,  in  all  probability, 
hear  no  arguments  in  favor  of  specific  duties. 

It  might  be  that  some  modification  of  the  law  of 
1846  was  required;  but,  from  the  commencement 
to  the  conclusion,  the  principle  for  which  he  con- 

tended was  that  of  ad  valorem  duties.  Let  Con- 
gress shape  its  legislation  so  as  to  defeat,  detect, 

and  punish  frauds;  but  let  it  not  hold  out  a  false 
principle  of  taxation  to  the  people  to  mislead  and 
deceive  them.  The  iron  of  Pennsylvania  was  en- 

titled to  some  degree  of  incidental  protection,  as 
much  so  as  any  other  interest  of  the  country,  and 

no  more.  The  sugar  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisi- 
ana [Mr.  Harmanson]  was  to  be  lowered  to  the 

same  principle. 

Now,  so  far  as  the  individual  and  personal  in- 

terests of  his  (Mr.  G.'s)  constituents  were  con- 
cerned, he  was  willing  to  settle  the  principle,  and 

to  act  upon  that  principle  so  long  as  he  should 
retain  a  seat  here — of  assessing  revenue  upon  the 
principle  of  ad  valorem  duties.  He  would  apply 
the  same  principle  of  taxation  to  all;  but  he  was 
not  to  be  understood  as  saying  that  he  would  sup- 

port a  horizontal  tariff.  It  was  not  right  that  the 
same  duties  should  be  levied  on  all  articles.  But 

whilst  Congress  was  exercising  this  revenue 

power,  it  should  so  exercise  it  as  that  the  imposi- 
tions and  burdens  should  be  disseminated  over  the 

whole  body  of  the  people,  without  reference  to 
any  particular  class,  calling,  or  locality. 

He  regarded  all  taxation,  whether  direct  or  indi- 
rect, as  an  evil  and  a  burden  to  the  people;  but  it 

was,  to  some  extent,  a  necessary  evil,  as  Govern- 
ment must  have  revenue  to  defray  its  expenses 

and  keep  its  machinery  in  motion.  To  raise  that 
revenue,  he  was  satisfied  with  the  imposition  of 
duties  on  imported  articles  for  consumption;  and, 
as  such  duties  must  of  necessity  afford  some  pro- 

tection, as  an  incident  to  their  revenue  quality,  he 
was  in  favor  of  so  adjusting  the  duties  as  to  afford 
the  same  incidental  benefit  to  all  classes  of  the 

community — not  to  the  manufacturers  only,  but  to 
the  farmers,  the  mechanics,  laborers,  and  all  others. 
Why  not,  then,  make  the  same  inquiry,  and  have 
the  same  investigation,  with  reference  to  agricul- 

ture and  commerce,  as  proposed  for  manufactures? 
And  why  not  also  make  a  similar  inquiry  with  the 
view  of  equalizing  the  burdens  of  taxation?  We 
ought  to  equalize  the  burdens  imposed  upon  the 
people  for  the  support  of  Government  among  all 
classes  of  the  community,  in  proportion  to  their 
ability  to  pay;  and  we  ought,  with  the  same  care, 
to  equalize  the  incidental  benefits  which  might 
result  from  such  taxation. 

For  these  reasons  he  was  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentlr.man  from  Georgia,  [Mr.  Cobb;] 

that  if  the  operation  of  the  revenue  laws  was  to 
be  investigated  as  they  bore  on  manufactures,  it 
should  also  be  investigated  with  respect  to  agri- 

culture and  commerce. 
Mr.  GREELEY  said,  he  was  very  sure  that  if 

they  could  have  a  fair  understanding  of  each  other 
on  this  question,  this  committee  could  come  to  a 
satisfactory  conclusion.  For  his  part,  he  would 

just  as  soon  have  this  subject  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Agriculture,  as  to  the  Committee  on 

Manufactures.  He  repudiated  the  idea  that  there 
was  any  diversity,  any  discordance  of  interests 
between  agriculture  and  manufactures;  and  he  re- 

garded it  as  most  unfortunate,  that  two  committees 
had  been  appointed  on  this  subject.  There  ought 
to  be  one  common  grand  committee  of  this  House 
to  look  to  the  industrial  interests  of  the  country — 

a'committee  on  industry,  who  should  look  to  the 
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effect  which  the  tariff  would  have  upon  every 
branch  of  industry,  without  discriminating  in  favor 
of  any.  They  never  should  have  admitted  tn  the 
organization  of  the  committees  of  this  House,  that 

there  was  any  diverg-ence,  any  conflict  between 
the  interests  of  agriculture,  commerce,  and  manu- 
factures. 

Why  desire  another  reference,  then,  than  that 

pointed  out  by  the  resolution  under  considera- 
tion ?  With  all  respect  to  the  Committee  of 

Ways  and  Means,  (probably  the  strongest  com- 
iDittee  in  this  House,.)  and  to  its  honorable 

chairman,  he  recognized,  in  the  amount  of  busi- 
ness before  that  committee,  an  absolute  im- 

possibility for  any  such  early,  prompt  considera- 
tion of  this  subject  by  them  as  ought  to  be  given. 

What  were  thev  now  considering?  Not  the  en- 
actment of  a  tariff.  He  did  not  suppose  that  any 

member  of  this  House  expected  they  "would  enact 
a  tariff  this  winter.  He  would  be  very  unwilling 
to  take  the  general  subject  of  the  tariff  from  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  What  he  would 
wish  done  was,  to  refer  that  part  of  the  message 
which  related  to  protection,  to  a  committee  who 
would  give  it  thorough,  earnest  consideration,  and. 
a  prompt,  respectful  reply.  The  message  proposed 
no  action  on  this  subject.  It  was  a  general  indict- 

ment by  a  retiring  President,  on  behalf  of  a  defeated 
party,  against  the  party  whichhad  triumphed,  and 
the  policy  which  has,  in  the  main,  been  predominant 
since  the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Constitution. 
Now,  he  wanted  a  committee  of  the  House  to  take 
this  subject  into  consideration,  and  make  a  report. 
Were  the  other  side  of  the  House  unwilling  that 
they  should  have  this  privilege  ?  This  indictment 
had  gone  to  every  portion  of  this  country;  a  heavy 
number  of  extra  copies  had  been  ordered  printed; 
it  had  probably  already  been  read  by  almost 
every  voter  and  it  would  be  by  many  more. 
Now,  he  thought  they  ought  to  have  the  privilege 
of  an  answer,  which  could  not  by  any  means  be 
circulated  over  a  quarter  of  the  ground  where  the 
indictmenttiadgone;  but  which,  at  any  rate,  should 
stand  as  the  answer  of  this  House  to  this  indict- 

ment of  the  early  Presidents,  the  early  Congresses, 

and  of  almost  all  the  public  men  from  the  form- 
ation of  the  Constitution  to  the  present.  The  first 

Congress  had  openly  declared,  and  almost  every 
Congress  since  had  directly  or  indirectly  main- 

tained, the  constitutionality  of  protection.  The 
present  incumbent  of  the  Presidential  chair  did  not 
admit  this,  but  imputed,  by  plain  implication,  if  not 
in  words,  the  most  unworthy  motives  to  the  Con- 

gresses, the  Presidents,  the  Secretaries,  the  major- 
ities of  the  people  who  had  successively  passed 

protective  tariffs.  He  (the  President)  imputed  to 
them  the  purpose  of  building  up  an  aristocracy  in 
this  country,  of  favoring  one  class  at  the  expense 
of  another,  of  oppressing  the  poor  for  the  ben- 

efit of  the  rich,  of  building  up  as  near  as  might  be 
an  imitation  of  the  aristocratic  system  of  Europe. 
This  was  the  grave  charge  which  had  gone  out. 

Ought  they  not  to  have  the  opportunity  of  an  an- 
swer in  someway  or  other?  Would  the  Committee 

of  Ways  and  Means  take  this  matter  in  charge  and 
prepare  an  answer?  Would  their  other  duties 
permit  them  to  do  it?  If  they  would,  he  was  will- 

ing they  should;  if  not,  he  was  willing  that  the 
Committee  on  Agriculture  should,  or  any  commit- 

tee who  would  give  the  subject  that  ample  investi- 
gation, and  that  early  reply  which  was  demanded. 

But  the  reference  proposed  by  his  colleague  was 
the  natural  one,  because  the  Committee  on  Manu- 

factures had  had  charge  of  the  subject  before. 
That  committee  reported  the  tariff  of  1828;  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  reported  substantially 
the  tariff  of  1842;  afterwards  it  was  recommitted  to 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  as  he  should 
wish  it  now  to  be  done;  but  the  framing  of  the  bill 
was  done  by  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
Mr.  Saltonstall  being  their  chairman.  The  tariff 
of  1846  was  not.  Why  not?  Because  that  tariff 
was  framed  by  the  enemies  of  protection,  and  with 
the  avowed  purpose  of  levying  duties  for  revenue, 
not  for  protection;  therefore  it  was  very  proper 
that  this  tariff  should  have  been  committed  exclu- 

sively to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 
He  therefore  hoped  that  his  respected  friend, 

the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  would  consent  to  let  this  subject  go  to 
some  other  committee  of  this  House,  unless  he 
avowed  himself  willing  and  able,  in  view  of  the 
mass  of  business  before  that  committee,  to  make 

a  report  to  this  House  upon  that  part  ef  the  Presi- 

dent's message  which  so  gravely  implicated  the 
established-policy  and  nearly  all  the  public  men  of 

this  country.  " Mr.  BAYLY  said,  if  this  committee  had  before 

had  any  doubt  as  to  the  object  of  the  motion  to 
refer  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  since  the 
remarks  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr. 
Greeley]  they  could  have  that  doubt  no  longer. 
That  gentleman  had  explicitly  declared  that  that 
motion  had  not  been  made  with  a  view  of  expe- 

diting in  any  respect  the  business  of  this  House; 
that  ft  had  not  been  made  with  a  view  to  any  legis- 

lation upon  their  part — with  a  view  to  which  alone 
were  the  committees  of  this  House  raised — butthat 
it  wa3  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 

factures, wiih  the  view  of  having  them  manufacture 
an  electioneering  document,  an  official  reply  to 

the  message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
Now,  he  believed  that  the  proper  mode  of  replying 

to  that  message,  if  a  reply  was  desired,  that  the 

usual  and  parliamentary  mode  was  by  debate  in 

this  committee.  It  was  one  of  the  objects  of  re- 

ferring the  message  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 

on  the  state  of  the  Union,  that  it  might  be  criti- 

cised—that its  topics  might  be  discussed — that  its 

recommendations  might  be  considered.  The  gen- 

tleman from  New  York  avowed  that  the  purpose' was  to  take  this  message  from  this  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  in  which  every  district  of  the  Union 

was  represented,  and  to  commit  it — where?  .  He 
(Mr.  B.)  objected  to  the  reference  of  this  subject 
to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  not  only  be- 

cause that  committee  was  organized  in  reference 
to  subjects  with  which  this  part  of  the  message 
had  no  legitimate  connection,  but  he  objected  to  it 
on  the  ground  of  the  constitution  of  that  commit- 

tee itself.  How  was  that  committee  constituted? 

There  were  many  of  the  largest  and  most  import- 
ant interests  of.  this  country  which  were  not  rep- 

resented upon  it  at  all.  They  had  been  told  by 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  [Mr.  Vinton,]  and  by  almost  everybody 
else  who  had  spoken,  that  in  this  subject  of  the 
tariff  every  interest  of  the  country  was  concerned. 
That  was  doubtless  true.  But  how  was  the  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures  constituted? 

There  was  one  great  interest  of  this  Union,  that 
which  constituted  the  great  bases  of  its  commerce, 
that,  without  the  existence  of  which  the  commerce 

of  our  country  would  languish-rthe  cotton  inter- 
est, which  had  not  a  solitary  representative  on 

that  committee.  There  was  another  great  interest 

of  agriculture — that  of  tobacco,  which  had  not  a 
representative  on  that  committee  at  all.  It  was 
true,  his  honorable  colleague  from  the  Kingwood 
district  [Mr.  Brown]  was  on  that  committee;  but 
it  was  known  that  his  district,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  was  a  coal  and  iron  district,  although  he 

was  glad  to  know  that  he  was  a  true  free-trade 
man.  When  they  came  to  the  great  States  of  the 
West  with  their  hemp,  with  their  pork,  and  with 
their  other  vast  agricultural  products,  they  were 

represented  on  that  committee  only  by  a  gentle- 
man from  the  extreme  Northwest.  The  only 

member  on  that  committee  from  the  West  at  all 

was  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Michigan  [Mr. 

Stuart.]  There  was  no  man  on  that  committee 
south  of  western  Virginia.  There  was  another 
interest — the  sugar  interest,  too,  was  unrepre- 

sented. Then,  there  was  the  great  commercial 

interest,  which  he  regarded,  and  which'  all  the 
political  economists  of  our  country  had  regarded, 

until  of  late,  as  second  only  to  our  agricultural  in- 
terest— without  which  our  agricultural  interest 

could  not  live  at  all  (for  it  furnished  the  way  of 

getting  our  agricultural  products  to  market) — that 
interest  was  not  represented.  From  none  of  the 
great  commercial  portions  of  the  country  was  there 
a  single  member  upon  that  committee.  Now,  was 
it  possible,  when  the  object  was  avowed  to  be  the 
getting  up  of  an  electioneering  document,  that  all 
these  great  interests  which  were  concerned,  were 
not  to  be  represented  upon  the  committee  thatwas 
to  manufacture  it? 

He  begged  the  House  to  turn  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  that  committee,  which  seemed  directed  es- 

pecially to  the  manufacture  of  this  electioneering 
document.  There  was  at  its  head — Mr.  Andrew 
Stewart,  of  Pennsylvania;  and  there  were  also  Mr. 
Amos  Abbott,  of  Massachusetts;  Joseph  E.  Ed- 
sall,  of  New  Jersey;  John  W.  Houston,  of  Dela- 

ware; Charles  E.  Stuart,  of  Michigan;  Eliakim 
Sherrill,  of  New  York;  William  G.  Brown,  of 
Virginia;  John  W.  Crisfiekl,  of  Maryland;  and 

James  H.  Johnston,  ofNew  Hampshire.  Indeed, 
it  was  a  committee  almost  entirely  a  New  England 
committee,  as  contradistinguished  from  a  commit- 

tee which  should  represent  the  interests  of  the 
great  West  and  the  South;  and  he  said  not  only 
because  the  committee  was  organized  in  reference 
to  the  consideration  of  no  subject  such  as  this  did 
he  object,  but  the  constitution  of  the  committee 

was  an' insuperable  objection  to  the  reference 
sought. 

He  would  not  go  into  any  Other  of  the  topics 
which  had  been  debated.  The  question  of  pro- 

tection, the  expediency  and  wisdom  of  the  tariff  of 
184C — all  these  subjects,  it  was  probable,  at  some 
time  or  other,  would  come  up.  Whenever  they 
did,  he  held  himself  prepared  to  vindicate  the  tariff 
of  1846,  and  to  show  that  it  had  more  than  met 
the  expectations  of  its  friends,  and  falsified  all  the 

predictions  of  its  enemies. 
Mr.  MARVIN  did  not  propose  to  enter  into 

any 'discussion  in  regard  to  the  question  of,  pro- 
tection, but  tCKconfine  himself  purely,  strictly,  to 

the  question  before  the  committee.  He  thought — 
and  he  wished  to  state  his  reasons  for  that  opin- 

ion— that  the  amendment  offered  by  his  colleague 

ought  to  prevail,  and  that  the  amendment  to  the 

amendment  should  not  prevail.-  He  read  the  4th 
resolution,  to  show  the  questions  which  it  pro- 

posed to  refer  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 

Means,  and  said  that  the  amendment  of  his  col- 

league proposed  to  refer  the  question  of  the  tariff 

of  1842,  an9  of  1846,  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 
factures; and  the  question  was,  ought  it  so  to  be 

referred?  Why,  the  whole  history  of  the  doctrine 
of  protection,  as  it  was  found  among  the  public 

documents  of  this  House,  showed  most  conclu- 

sively that  to  no  other  committee  could  that  sub- 
ject with  propriety  be  referred.  Let  them  look  a 

'moment  to  the  history  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
.House  touching  this  subject  of  protection;  for  let 

it  be  remembered,  that  the  President  of  the  United 

States,  in  his  message  lately  communicated  to  this 

House,  had  gone  into  an  elaborate  argument  for 

the  purpose  of  showing  that  duties  imposed  with 
a  view  to  protection  are  unconstitutional;  that  they 
are  constitutional  only  when  imposed  with  a  view to  revenue. 

Now  we  knew  there  were  two  classes  of  opin- 
ions held  by  statesmen  in  this  country  in  reference 

to  this  great  subject;  we  knew  our  country  was 

divided  in  regard  to  it;  and  the  President  had  of- 
fered us  a  long  argument  for  the  purpose  of  sus- 

taining those  views  which  had  governed  him  during 
'his  administration  of  the  Government.  To  what 

committee,  then,  was  it  proper,  according  to  the 
usage  of  this  House,  to  assign  the  duty  of  taking 

up  and  examining  the  President's  argument?  Let them  look  for  a  moment  to  the  history  of  this 
House,  so  far  as  the  doctrine  of  protection  was 
concerned.  Why,  a  bill  was  passed  in  1816,  early 
after  the  late  war  with  Great  Britain,  that  was  re- 

garded as  a  bill  for  protection:  that  was  its  osten- 
sible object.  But  from  whom  did  that  bill  emanate? 

From  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  Manufac- 
tures. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia  had  said  there  was 

a  great  intimacy  between  manufactures,  agricul- 
ture,-and  commerce.  So  said  Congress  at  that 

fime — so  said  the  House  of  Representatives,  that 
there*was  so  close  a  connection  between  the  inter- 

ests of  manufactures  and  commerce,  that,  in  deter- 
mining whether  duties  ought  to  be  imposed  with  a 

view  to  the  encouragement  of  manufactures,  a  per- 

fect knowledge  of  "the  commerce  of  the  country 
was  necossary.  -  Hence,  it  was  one  committee 
only  which  embraced  the  subjects  of  commerce 
and  manufactures.  By  that  committee  the  tariff  of 
1816  was  reported.  That  committee  had  the 
charge  of  the  subject-of  protection  for  a  series  of 
years.  But  by  and  by  the  whole  country  became 
anxious  to  see  this  subject  thoroughly  revised; 
the  country,  in  various  parts,  called  for  a  bill  to 
protect  the  manufacturing  interests  of  the  country 
— not  so  much  to  protect  the  manufacturing  inter- 

ests of  the  country  as  such,  but  because  the  only 

way  they  could  reach  and  protect  the  great  interest 
which  overspread  the  whole  country — he  meant 
the  agricultural  interest — was  through  the  manu- 

facturing interest.  Hence  there  was  an  uprising 

in  all  parts  of  the  country,  and  a  bill  was  called  for, 

for  the  protection  of  the  home  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, as  the  only  way  to  reach  the  overwhelming 

interest  of  agriculture.  Did  not  the  name  of  that 
distinguished  citizen    of  Pennsylvania  recur  to 
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every  gentleman  within  the  sound  of  his  voice" — the Hon.  Mr.  Baldwin,  subsequently  a  Judge  of  the 

Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  who  was  so 

long  a  distinguished  member  of  this  House  from 

the  State  oPPennsylvania,  and  a  member  of  the 
Committee  on  Commerce;  and  the  name  of  the 

chairman  of  that  Committee  on  Commerce,  Hon. 

Mr.  Newton,  of  Va.,  who  was  so  long  a  member 

of  this  House,  that  he  was -styled  emphatically 
"  the  father  of  the  House,"  having  been  a  member 
of  it,  and  at  the  head  of  the  Committee  on  Com- 

merce and  Manufactures  for  20  years?  Yet  Judge 

Baldwin,  though  not  at  the  head  of  that  commit- 
tee, placed  himself  at  the  head  of  the  great  subject 

of  protection,  and,  as  a  member  of  the  committee, 

year  after  year,  reported  bills  with  a  view  to  protec- 
tion, and  year  after  year  furnished  reports,  which 

were  not  exceeded,  perhaps,  in  ability  and  masterly 
•  argument  even  by  the  great  report  of  Alexander 
Hamilton  on  this  subject — reports  most  replete 
with  argument  in  favor  of  protection.  These  re- 

ports, long  and  able,  were  on  the  files  of  this 
House.  Well, after  he  had  thus  labored  and  worn 
himself  out,  year  after  year,  Judge  Baldwin  was 
one  day  complaining  of  his  misfortunes  to  the  then 
distinguished  Speaker  of  this  House,  (Mr.  Clay,) 
that  he  had  so  long  labored,  and  labored  in  vain, 

that  he  did  not  know  but  he  must  give1  up  the 
whole  subject  of  protection.  "  Why,"  said  that 
distinguished  Speaker  to  him,  (in,  conversation,) 

"  I  have  hit  upon  a  plan  which  will  relieve  you. 
There  must  be  a  new  committee  -created  in  this 

%  House — a  Committee  on  Manufactures, — and  you, 
Mr.  Baldwin,  must  be  its  chairman."  And  so  he 
was.  A  Committee  on  Manufactures  was  estab- 

lished, and  Judge  Baldwin  was  made  chairman  of 
it;  and  here  again  he  produced  those  reports  upon 

protection  which  had  been  cited  as  text-books  from 
that  day  to  this,  and  would  be  when  the  subject 
again  came  up  for  discussion.  Judge  Baldwin 
ceased  to  be  a  member  of  this  House,  he  (Mr.  M.) 
believed,  simply  because  he  had  been  laboring 
under  an  illness  which  prostrated  him  for  a  series 
of  years.  His  successor,  Mr.  Todd,  was  elected, 

and  he  was  placed  on  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 
tures. 

He  (Mr.  M.)  did  not  see  the  gentleman' from 
Ohio,  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  now  in  his  seat;  but  he  wished  to  correct 
the  suggestion  which  had  been  made  by  him, 
wheu  speaking  of  the  tariffof  1824,  that  it  was  re- 

ported by  Mr.  Mallory.  'Th&fact  was  otherwise: 
Mr.  Todd,  who  succeeded  Judge  Baldwin  from 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  reported  the  tariff  bill 
of  1824,  which  was  discussed  almost  for  the  entire 
session.  But  although  he  reported  that  bill,  he 
did  not  accompany  it  with  any  report  upon  the 
subject  of  protection.  Why?  Those  reports 
which  had  been  furnished  to  this  House,  and  those 
on  its  files  and  among  its  printed  documents,  which 
had  been  made  by  Judge  Baldwin,  were  deemed 
amply  sufficient,  so  far  as  regarded  the  settling  for- 

ever the  great  constitutional  question.  He  said, 
therefore,  that  that  bill  was  reported  by  Mr.  Todd 
from  the  Committee  on  Manufactures.  He  (Mr. 
M.)  happened  to  be  a  member  of  that  committee 
at  that  time,  and  therefore  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio,  he  hoped,  would  excuse  him  for  setting  him 
right  upon  this  matter  of  history. 

Mr.  M.  proceeded  to  state  that  the  great  bill  of 
protection  of  1824  was  considered  as.  having  taken 
especial  care  of  the  iron  interests  of  Pennsylvania, 
but  not  of  the  great  wool  growing  interests  of 

New  England';  and  hence  it  became  necessary  that the  tariff  should  be  revised  with  a  view  to  that  in- 

terest. And  it  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  say, 
that  when  any  alteration  was  proposed  to  be  made 
in  the  tariff  system,  the  whole  subject  had  to  be 
gone  into.  In  1828,  the  other  great  bill  of  protec- 

tion was  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Mallory.  That 
gentleman  had  previously  been  a  member  of  the 
committee;  but  he  was  then  chairman  of  the  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures,  and  he  it  was  who  reported 
the  great  bill  of  protection  of  1828.  That  law  re- 

mained in  force  until  the  passage  of  the  bill  known 
as  the  compromise  bill,  which  looked  forward  to  a 
continued  reduction  of  duties,  to  a  diminution  little 
by  little,  until  it  brought  the  country  into  a  pre- 

dicament from  which  it  could  scarcely  see  any 
mode  of  escape.  Then  it  was  that  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures  again  took  up  the  subject,  and 
labored  and  labored  upon  it.  They  labored  in 
vain.  They  were  resisted  at  every  point;  until, 
ultimately,  to  save  the  country  and  prevent  an  ad- 

journment of  Congress  without  anything  being 

done,  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means — of 
which  a  distinguished  gentleman  from  New  York, 
recently  elected  to  a  more,  elevated  station,  (Mr. 

Fillmore,)  was  chairman — relieved  the  country 
from  its  embarrassment,  by  bringing  in  a  bill  based 
upon  that  which  had  already  been  introduced  by 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 

What,  then,  was' the  true  state  of  the  case?  Du- 
ring the  whole  history  of  protection  in  this  House, 

no  6ther committee  had  ejjer  taken  up,  examined, 

and  reported  on  this  subject.  The  first  reports  ema- 
nated from  the  Committee  on  Commerce  and  Man- 

ufactures. When  a  new  Committee  of  Manufac- 
tures was  created,  (of  which  Mr.  Baldwin  was 

chairman,)  that  committee  had  charge  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  had  furnished  many  able  reports.  And 

again,  at  a  subsequent  period,  able  reports  had 
been  made  for  and  against  the  principle.  The 
Committee  on  Manufactures  was  framed  upon  the 
revenue  principle.  A  majority  of  the  committee 
were  in  favor  of  that  principle.  Mr.  M.  alluded  to 
majority  and  minority  reports  which  had  been 
made  by  the  committee — one  in  favor  of  free  trade, 
40  pages  long — the  other  in  favor  of  protection, 

50  or  60  pages — (one  "of  the  ablest  arguments  ever made  in  favor  of  the  protective  policy.) 

He  alluded  to  these  facts,  to  show  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  case — that  there  never  had  been  a 

committee  in  this  House  that  had  taken  up  and 
reported  upon  the  doctrine  of  protection,  except 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures;  and  he  drew 
thence  the  inference,  that  the  argument  contained 

in  the  President's  Message  should  be  referred  to 
that  committee.  And  he  quoted  the  opinion  ex- 

pressed by  General  Jackson,  in  his  first  message, 
in  relation  to  the  right  and  duty  of  the  Govern- 

ment to  protect  the  country  from  the  injurious 
commercial  regulations  of  foreign  Powers., 
The  interests  of  commerce  were  great — so  also 

were  the  interests  of  agriculture.  But  the  subject 
of  manufactures  had  been  separated  from  that  of 
commerce,  because  it  required  the  labors  of  a 
separate  and  distinct  committee.  And  now  the 
amendment  to  the  amendment  proposed  to  go 

back — not  only  to  send  the  subject  to  the  Commit- 
tees of  Commerce  and  Manufactures,  but  also  to 

add  the  Committee  on  Agriculture.  It  was  true, 
he  repeated,  that  the  interests  of  commerce  and 
agriculture  were  great  interests.  But  did  it  follow, 
when  a  subject  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce  and  Manufactures,  that  the  committee 

must  necessarily  confine  its  views  to  considera- 
tions affecting  only  this  or  that  particular  branch 

of  industry  or  business?  Surely  not.  Mr.  M. 
very  briefly  enforced  this  view  of  the  case,  by 
reference  to  the  interests  of  the  agriculturists,  and 
the  mode  by  which  they  could  best  be  promoted. 

He  did  not  propose  to  discuss  the  question  of 
protection.  He  thought  he  had  said  enough  to 
show  that  if  the  House  did  not  now  refer  the  sub- 

ject to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  it.  would 
depart  from  that  which  had  been  its  uniform 
usage  since  this  interesting  question  had  first  been 
discussed.  To  that  committee,  where  the  duty 

properly  belonged,  he  hoped  it  would  be  referred. 
Mr.  FISHER  proposed,  he  said,  to  make  a  few 

remarks  on  this  question,  if  the  committee  would 

give  him  its  attention  for  a  short  time.  The  sub- 
ject was  one  of  conceded  importance  to  all  parts 

of  the  country.  The  section  of  country  which  he 
represented  was  devoted  principally  to  agriculture. 
It  had  been  truly  said,  that  all  the  interests  of  the 
United  States  were  alike  allied  and  connected  to- 

gether by  the  tariff  system.  In  his  opinion,  the 

subject  should  be  referred  especially  to  the  Com* 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means,  which,  as  he  thought, 
was  the  proper  committee  to  make  a  report. 

And  here,  in  the  commencement,  he  wished  to 
submit  a  few  remarks  in  relation  to  the  different 

views  entertain ed-by  different  sections  of  country 

upon  this  question  of  the  tariff. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  very  erroneous  opinions 

existed  in  the  minds  of  those  who  were  in  favor  of 

free  trade — in  other  words,  of  those  who  were  op- 

posed to  the  protective  policy.  It  was  contended 

that  the  consumer  paid  the  duty — that  it  was  com- 

puted in  the  price  of  the  article — and  that,  therefore, 
the  consumer  had  to  pay  it.  And  this  was  one  of 

the  principal  objections  urged  in  opposition  to  the 

protective  policy,  and  in  favor  of  free  trade.  Now, 
if  it  could  be  shown  that  this  position  was  not  cor- 

rect, that  the  consumer  .did  not  pay  the  duty,  of 
course  it  followed,  as  a  necessary  consequence, 

that  this  argument  ceased   to  have  any  force  or 
validity.     It  fell  to  the  ground. 
He  knew  only  of  three  objections  which  had 

been  urged  in  opposition  to  the  protective  policy 
by  the  free-trade  party.  If  these  objections  could 
be  shown,  as  he  believed  they  could,  to  be  unsound 
and  fallacious,  then,  as  a  matter  of  course,  objec- 

tions to  the  system  could  no  longer  be  urged. 
The  first  objection  was,  that  the  system  was  un- 

constitutional. In  answer  to  this  position,  he 

would  reply,'  that  it  was  enough  for  us  to  know 
that  such  a  policy  had  been  introduced  at  the  or- 

ganization of  our*  Government,  under  the  first  ad- 
ministration, and  that  there  never  had  been  a  time 

(excepting  only  that  which  had^lapsed  since  the 
enactment  of  the  tariff  law  of  1846)  in  which  the 

authority  of  this  Government  to  establish  a  pro- 
tective policy  had  not  been  recognized.  The  prin- 

ciple had  been  acknowledged  in  every  tariff. 
Another  objection  was,  that  which  he  had  no- 

ticed at  the  outset  of  his  remarks,  namely,  that 

the  consumer  paid  the  duty;  and  hence  all  the  ar- 
guments of  the  free-trade  party  were  directed  to 

that  point.  They  attempted  to  prejudice  the  minds 
of  the  people  against  the  rich.  They  said  that  it  was 
the  imposition  of  a  tax  on  the  poor  for  the  benefit 
of  the  rich.  Now,  that  not  being  true,  of  course 
this  objection  to  the  protective  policy  was  removed. 
The  duty  was  a  tax  upon  the  foreign  importer — 
to  be  paid  by  whom  ?  Who  were  the  taxed  party, 

and  to  whom  was  the  tax  to  be  paid?  The  free-' trade  party  assumed  (and  it  was  nothing  more 
than  an  assumption)  that  the  tax  was  paid  by  the 
consumer  to  the  manufacturer;  when  the  fact  was, 
that  the  duty  was  paid  by  the  foreign  importer  or 
manufacturer  to  the  Government  of  this  coun- 

try. They  said  it  was  a  bounty  paid — by 
whom?  By  the  consumer  to  the  manufacturer; 
when,  in  truth,  it  was  a  bounty  paid  by  the  foreign 
importer  to  the  Government  of  tlie  country  for 
the  privilege  of  selling  his  commodities  in  our 
market.  There  was  but  one  method  by  which 
the  consumer  of  our  country  could  be  taxed. 
If  the  free-trade  party  could  prove  that  the  duty 
was  added  to  the  price  of  the  commodity,  and 
that  the  consumer  had  it  to  pay,  he  (Mr.  F.)  would 
yield  the  argument.  But  until  this  was  done,  he 
must  be  in  favor  of  the  policy  of  protection.  If 
it  was  true  that  the  duty  was  added  to  the  price  of 
the  article,  (and  the  President,  and  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  in  all  his  reports,  had  assumed  but 
not  proved  it,)  then  the  imposition  fell  practically 
upon  the  people  of  the  country.  If  this  was  true, 
it  could  be  proved.  Let  him  briefly  pursue  the 

argument. Mr.  F.  here  gave  way  to — 
Mr.  STANTON,  who  moved  that  the.committee 

rise. 
The  motion  having  prevailed, 
The  committee  rose,  and  reported  progress. 
And  the  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,  ETC. 

The  following  petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 
under  the  rule,  and  referred  : 

By  Mr.  RITCHEY:  The  petition  of  John  Clark  and  241 
other  citizens  of  Washington  and  Athens  counties,  Ohio, 
praying  the  establishment  of  a  mail  route  from  Constitution, 
in  Washington  county,  Ohio, to  Federalton,  inAthens  coun- 

ty :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  ami  Post 

Roads. 
By  Mr.  MANN,  of  Massachusetts  :  The  petition  of  Martin 

Lincoln,  of  Massachusetts,  and  115  others  ;  of  John  Patten, 
of  Maine,  and  412  others;  of  Charles  Geber,  of  Maine, 

and  TD  others;  and  of  Christopher'  Comstock,  of  Rhode 
Island,  and  84  others, — severally  in  behalf  of  cheap  postage. 
Also  a  memorial  of  the  yearly  meeting  of  anti-slavery 
Friends,  held  at  Newport,  Indiana,  praying  for  the  abdlitic  n 
of  slavery  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  its  non-extension  to 
the  Territories,  &c. 

By  Mr.  CHAPMAN  :  The  petition  of  C.  P.'McCorkle,  for difference-  of  pay  between  captain's  clerk  and  purser  on 
board  the  United  States  schooner  Petrel,  in  1846  and  1847. 
Also  the  petition  of  Matilda  W.  Braw,  for  a  pension. 

By  WILLIAM  T.  LAWRENCE:  The  petition  of  inhab- 
itants on  the  route,  for  lhe  establishment  of  a  post  route 

between  Ithaca,  in  Tompkins  county,  and  Bath,  in  Steuben 
county,  in  the  State  of  New  York:  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  the  Post  Ollice  and  Post  Roads. 
By  Mr.  PENDLETON:  The  petition  of  Dangerfield 

Fauntleroy,  praying  for  a  law  directing  a  fair  and  equitable 
adjustment  of  his  accounts  as  purser  of  the  United  States 
navy,  for  expenditures  made  in  California,  by  order  of  his 
commanding  officer. 
By  Mr.  ABBOTT:  The  petition  of  Thomas  H.  Cutter 

and  others,  citizens  of  Newburyport,  Massachusetts,  pray- 
ing for  araduction  and  uniform  rates  of  postage  throughout 

the  United  States :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Ollice  and  post  Roads.  Also,  thepetition  of  John  Balsh  and 
others,  citizens  of  Massachusetts,  praying  that  the  law  m^y 
be  so  amended  as  to  increase  the  per  diem  pay  and  mileage 
ofjurors  serving  in  the  couits  ot  the  United  States. 
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Dec.  20, 

IN  SENATE. 

Wednksdat,  December  20,  1848. 
The  VICE  PRESIDENT  laid  before  the  Senate 

a  report  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate,  contain- 
ing a  statement  of  the  disbursements  from  the  con- 

tingent fund  of  the  Senate;  which  was  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  the 

bill  for  the  relief  of  George  Poindexter  was  recom- 
mitted to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  presented  the  petition  of  Samuel 
O.  Davis,  a  revolutionary  soldier,  praying  to  be 
allowed  an  increase  of  pension;  which  was  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pen- 
sions. 

Mr.  ATHERTON  presented  the  petition  of  John 
A.  Webber,  United  States  military  storekeeper  at 
Watertown,  Massachusetts,  asking  compensation 
for  extra  services;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  D1X  presented  the  petition  of  J.  W.  Nye, 
asking  compensation  for  public  lots  leased  to  him 
and  now  required  to  be  surrendered;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Buildings. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  presented  the 
memorial  of  Benedict  Heard,  asking  compensation 
for  the  destruction  of  property  by  the  enemy  in 
1814;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

Mr.  FOOTE  presented  the  petition  of  the  receiv- 
ers and  registers  of  the  public  lands  jn  the  State  of 

Mississippi,  asking  compensation  for  extra  ser- 
vices in  making  out  land  warrants;  which  was 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  petition  of  Hugh 
Wallace  was  taken  from  the  files  of  the  Senate  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  DOWNS,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  to 
authorize  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  to  contract  for 
carrying  the  mail  from  New  Orleans  to  Vera  Cruz; 
which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  as  fol- 
lows: 

Resolved,  eye.,  That  it  shall  he  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  io  contract,  on  behalf  of  the  Government  of  the 

United  Suites,  I'or  the  transportation  of  the  United  States mails  from  New  Orleans,  (La.,)  to  Vera  Cruz,  in  Mexico, 
twice  a  week  and  back,  touching,  if  practicable,  each  way, 
at,  Galveston  and  Matagorda  Bay,  (Texas,)  and  Tampico,  in 
Mexico;  the  said  mails  to  be  transported  in  at  least  two 
steamships,  of  not  less  than  eight  hundred  tons  burden,  and 
of  ample  power;  each  to  be  constructed  under  the  direction 
of  a  naval  constructor  in  the  employ  of  the  Navy  Depart- 

ment; and  to  be  so  constructed  as  to  be  convertible  into 
war  steamers  at  the  least  possible  cost;  and  that  each  of 
said  steamships  shall  receive  on  board,  and  provide  suitable 
accommodations  for,  without  charge  to  the  Government,  one 
agent,  to  he  appointed  by  the  Postmaster  General,  who  shall 
bRve  charge  of  the  mails  to  he  transported  in  said  steam- 

ships :  Provided,  That  the  term  of  service  aforesaid  shall 
not  be  fur  less  than  ten  years,  and  the  compensation  for  the 
same  shall  not  exceed  ,«lo0,000  per  annum,  and  that  suffi- 

cient security  be  required  for  the  faithful  fulfillment  of  the 
stipulations  of  the  contract :  Provided,  further,  That  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  shall  be  authorized  (in  view  of  an 
early  commencement  of  the  service  hereby  contemplated) 
to  accept  for  a  period  not  to  exceed  two  years,  from  July 
1849,  the  service  of  two  suitable  steamships,  to  be  received 
after  being  inspected  by  a  proper  officer  designated  by  the 
Navy  Department  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  DOWNS  moved  that  the  joint  resolution 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 

Post  Roads,  presuming  that  this  was  the  appro- 
priate committee 

Mr.  YULEE  suggested  that  its  more  appropri- 
ate reference  would  be  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 

Affairs.  The  subject  of  the  employment  of  steam- 
ers in  the  transportation  of  mails  was  now  before 

that  committee.  If  the  subject  was  now  sent  to 
another  committee,  it  might  lead  to  a  confusion  of 
policy.  All  the  bills  of  this  character  proposed  to 
place  these  mail  steamers  under  the  charge  of  the 

Secretary  of  the  Navy.  He  woul'd  therefore  move 
the  reference  of  the  joint  resolution  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Naval  Affairs ;  which  motion  was 

agreed  to. 
Mr.  CAMERON,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 

obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  for 
the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  George  Simpson;  which 

•was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  gave  notice  that  he  would 

to-morrow,  or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  for  tjpe  relief  of  Theodore  Offutt. 

Mr,  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  gave  notice  that  he 

would  to-morrow,  or  on  some  subsequent  day, 
ask  for  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  grant  a  right  of 

way  and  a  donation  of  lands  to  the  State  of  Mis- 
sissippi for  certain  purposes. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  moved  that  he  might  be 
excused  from  serving  onthe  Committee  on  Claims; 

and  he  was  accordingly  excused,  and  Mr.  Fitz- 
patrick  was  appointed  in  his  room. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DOUGLAS,  the  bill  for  the 

establishment  of  a  territorial  government  in  Min- 
esota,  and  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  terri- 

torial government  in  Nebraska,  were  recommitted 
to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr. 
Foote,  was  taken  up: 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  authorizing 
the  Vice  President  to  appoint  the  superintendent  of  the 
anteroom,  he,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  rescinded;  and  that 
the  superintendent  now  in  charge  be  continued,  at  his  pres- 

ent compensation,  under  the  authority  of  (lie  Sergeant-at- 
arms. 

Mr.  FOOTE,  in  explanation  of  the  resolution, 
stated  that  it  had  been  introduced  last  session  by 
the  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Badger,] 

and  was  then  objected  "to,  because  there  existed 
some  difficulties  between  the  Sergeant-at-arms  and 
the  young  gentleman  who  had  charge  of  the  ante- 

room. Since  that  time,  these  differences  had  been 
obviated,  and  the  parties  were  reconciled. 

Mr.  HALE  said  he  had  received  applications 
similar  in  their  character  from  other  individuals, 

in  which  he  had  declined  interference,  not  consid- 
ering them  as  proper  subjects  to  occupy  the  time 

of  the  Senate.  He  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on 
the  table;  but  the  motion  was  negatived,  and  the 
resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  NfLES  submitted  the  following  resolution, 
which  lies  over  for  consideration  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  inform  the 
Senate  what  construction  has  been  given  to  the  revenue  act 
of  1846,  in  respect  to  duties  accruing  and  collected  on  im- 

portations on  which  a  bounty  is  paid  on  their  exportation  by 
any  foreign  country;  and  particularly,  whether  the  amount 
of  such  bounty  has  been  deducted  from  the  invoice  or  valu- 

ation of  such  imports  at  the  place  from  whence  imported. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NILES,  the  bill  (of  last  ses- 
sion) to  reduce  the  rates  of  postage,  was  taken  from 

the  table,  and  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

PUBLTC  LANDS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BREESE,  the  bill  to  reduce 

and  graduate  the  price  of  public  lands,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  taken  up,  and  postponed  until 
the  second  Monday  in  January,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  that  day. 

CANADA  GOODS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  bill  to  admit  cer- 
tain articles  of  the  growth  or  production  ofCana- 

da  into  the  United  States  free  of  duty,  upon  the 
condition  that  like  articles  of  the  growth  or  pro- 

duction of  the  United  States,  are  admitted  into 
Canada  free  of  duty,  was  taken  up,  and  postponed 
until  the  4th  day  of  January  next,  and  made  the 
special  order  for  that  day. 

The  adverse  report  of  the  Committee  on  Claims 
on  the  petition  of  Arnold  Naudainwas  considered 
and  concurred  in. 

The  adverse  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revo- 
lutionary Claims,  on  the  petition  of  Gustavus  E. 

Hamcr,  was  taken  up,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 
JOHNSON  of  Louisiana,  was  laid  over  for  the 

present. 
REPORT  FROM  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  DIX,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
reported  a  bill  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  issue  a  new  register  or  enrolment  to 
the  vessel  Anne  Lift. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  was  subsequently 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

RESOLUTIONS  OF  THANKS. 

The  resolution  giving  the  thanks  of  Congress  to 
Brigadier  General  Price  (from  last  session)  was 
taken  up  for  consideration  as  in  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  and  reported  to  the  Senate,  without  amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  HALE  asked  if  the  present  of  a  sword, 
which  was  embraced  in  this  joint  resolution,  was 
the  usual  accompaniment  of  a  vote  of  thanks.     If 

'not,  he  saw  no  reason  for  its  insertion  in  this  re- solution. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  said ,  that  a  resolution  had  been 
reported  last  session  giving  the  thanks  of  Congress 
and  swords  to  Brigadier  General  Price  and  Colonel 
Doniphan.     Eut  he  knew  nothing  of  the  origin  or 

existence  of  this  joint  resolution.  Perhaps  the 
Senator  from  Mississippi  could  give  some  inform- ation. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  said  he  knew  noth- 
ing of  this  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  BADGER  asked  if  it  was  usual  to  fix  the 

price  of  the  sword.  He  perceived  that  500  dollars 
was  named  in  the  joint  resolution. 

Mr.  YULEE  suggested  that  it  would  be  as  well 
to  refer  the  joint  resolution  to  the  Committee  on> 
Military  Affairs. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BADGER,  the  joint  resolu- 
tion was  then  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on- 

Military  Affairs. 

The  joint  resolution  giving  the  thanks  of  Con- 
gress to  Colonel  Doniphan  (from  last  session) 

was  then  taken  up  for  consideration  as  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  ATHERTON  asked  the  Senator  from  Mis- 
souri if  he  did  not  understand  him  as  saying  that 

the  subject  of  this  resolution  was  embraced  in  the 
joint  resolution  of  last  session  to  which  he  had referred  ? 

Mr.  ATCHISON  replying  in  the  affirmative- 

Mr.  ATHERTON  moved'to  recommit  the  joint resolution  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
Mr.  HALE  said  he  hoped  the  committeewould 

report  alf  these  matters  back  in  a  single  batch,  and1 
not  bring  them  before  the  Senate  piecemeal. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to,  and  the  joint 
resolution  was  recommitted  to  the  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs. 
LANDS  TO  ALABAMA  AND  FLORIDA. 

•  The  bill  to  grant  the  right  of  way  and  a  donations 
of  public  lands  to  the  States  of  Alabamaand  Florida, 
for  making  a  railroad  from  Montgomery,  in  the 
State  of  Alabama,  to  Pensacola,  in  Florida,  and 
from  thence  to  the  waters  of  the  Tensaw  river,  on 

Mobile  Bay,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  was  then 
taken  up  for  consideration  as  in  Committee  of  the Whole. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  bill  was  -laid  on 
the  table  for  the  present,  to  allow  time  for  further 
examination. 
The  bill  concerning  pilots  (from  last  session) 

being  taken  up  on  its  second  reading — 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  no  objection  being 

made,  the  bill  was  passed  over  informally. 

SPECIAL    ORDER. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  then  called  up  the 

special  order,  being  the  bill  to  grant  compensation 
in  aid  of  the  construction  of  a  railroad  across  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  remarked,  that  as  the  Sena- 
tor from  Missouri,  [Mr.  Benton,]  who  had  charge 

of  this  bill  was  not  now  in  his  seat,  he  would  ask 
the  Senate  that  the  bill  be  informally  passed  over. 
No  objection  being  made,  the  bill  was  passed 

over  informally. 

THE  EVERGLADES  OF  FLORIDA. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  moved  that  the  Senate  pro- 
ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  authorize 

the  draining  of  the  Everglades,  in  the  State  of 
Florida,  and  to  grant  the  same  to  said  State  for 
that  purpose;  which  had  been  made  the  special 
order  for  this  day. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to,  the  Senate  proceed- 
ed to  the  consideration  of  said  bill;  which  was 

read. Mr.  WESTCOTT.  My  reason  for  asking  the 

early  action  of  the  Senate  upon  this  bill  is,  that,  if 
it  passes  Congress,  it  requires,  before  it  can  have 
any  efficacy,  that  the  stipulations  in  it  connected 
with  the  grant  of  lands  it  makes  to  the  State  of 
Florida  must  be  accepted  by  express  law  passed 

by  the  State  Legislature.  The  sessions  of  the 
State  Legislature  are  only  biennial.  It  is  now  in 
session,  but  will  probably  adjourn  in  January,  and 
will  not  again  convene  till  November,  1850. 

I  will  not  detain  the  Senate  by  a  detail  of  the 
reasons  which  should  induce  Congress  to  mgke 

this  grant  for  the  objects  and  with  the  conditions 
prescribed  in  the  bill.  They  are  fully  and  lucidly 
set  forth  in  the  report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands,  in  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury,  and  in  the.report  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Public  Lands,  and  the  documents  accompanying 

those  reports;  all  of  which  I  have  caused  to  be 
laid  on  the  desks  of  Senators  this  morning.  All 

those  reports  recommend  the  cession  or  grant,  and 
in  the  form  and  manner  prescribed  in  this  bill. 
The  interests  of  the  United  States  are  guarded  and 
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protected  fuljy  by  the  conditions  so  pres
cribed. 

They  were  suggested  by  those  whose  duty  
it  isfcto 

see  to  the  protection  of  those  interests,  and  I  ful
ly 

acquiesce  in  the.  propriety  of  every  one  of  t
hem. 

1  presume  there  is  no  Senator  who  has  read  th
e 

documents  I  have  referred  to  who" is  not  fully
  sat- 

isfied that  the  entire  territory  proposed  to  be  grant- 

ed to  the  State  is  now  utterly  valueless  to  the 

United  States.  Why,  sir,  your  surveyor  general 

has  reported  officially  that  in  its  present  situation,
 

and  without  teing  drained,  as  it  is  the  object  of 

this  bill  to  effect,  it  is  not  only  so  worthless  that  it 

would  not  pay  the  cost  of  survey,  but,  in  fefct,  that 

a  very  large  portion  of  it  cannot  be  surveyed  at  all till  it  is  so  drained. 

There  is  a  map  of  the  lands,  prepared  at  the 

Land  Office,  on  the  Secretary's  table,  to  which  I 

would  request  Senators  to  look.  Nearly  the  whole 

region  is  a  vast  IaRe  of  fresh  water— a  prairie  cov-  | 
«red  with  water  during  all  seasons,  from  three  to  j 

six  feet  deep.  This  water  is  chiefly  supplied  from 

Lake  Okechobee,  which  is  at  the  northern  end  of  j 

the  grant  proposed  to  be  made.  It  is  proposed  to 

cut  laro-e  and  deep  canals  from  this  lake  to  the 

waters  of  the  Gulf  on  the  west  side  and  the  waters  j 

of  the  Atlantic  on  the  east  side,  and  also  to  cut  j 

smaller  canals  or  drains  through  the  rkn  of  soft  j 

limestone  rock  by  which  the  Everglades  are  sep-  , 
arated  from  the  Gulf  and  the  Florida  straits  and 

•the  Atlantic  Ocean.  In  addition  to  these  canals, 

there  must  "be  local  improvements  made  by  the 

purchasers  of  the  drained  lands,  or  rather  by  asso- 
ciations of  such  purchasers,  or  by  the  State,  with 

the  sole  view  of  enhancing  the  value  of  the  lands 

for  agricultural  purposes.  In  this  lespect  the  un- 

dertaking is  like  that  of  leveeing  the  banks  of  the 

Mississippi  river.  These  are  improvements  which 

it  is  out  of  the  question  to  suppose  can  be  done  by 
the  Federal  Government,  and  especially  by  your 

engineer  officers.  If  attempted  to  be  so  made,  mil- 
lions may  be  squandered  to  no  good  end.  They 

should  be  made  by  practical  men  acquainted  with 

the  country,  interested  in  it,  and  In  its  agricultural 

prosperity,  and  it  Is  best  that  it  should  be  under 
the  control  of  the  State.  I  do  not  suppose  that 

the  State  will  undertake  the  work  itself,  but  I  sup- 

pose it  can  readily  make  arrangements  on  highly 

favorable  terms,  with  individuals  or  associations, 
to  undertake  it  under  conditions,  securing  against 

speculation  on  the  one  hand,  and  with  guarantees 

against  failure  to  accomplish  what  may  be  done, 
on  the  other  hand. 

The  lands  sjiould  be  conditionally  disposed  of 
as  the  work  progresses,  and  the  conditions  in  each 
case  should  be  such  as  the  circumstances — its 
location  and  character — call  for  to  secure  the  keep- 

ing up  of  the  improvements  hereafter.  Besides, 
there  are  those  who  conscientiously  believe  Con- 

gress has  no  constitutional  power  to  undertake 
such  works,  even  on  the  public  lands,  and  I  frankly 
concede  such  are  my  convictions.  The  idea  of 
the  United  States  undertaking  this  work  has  never 
been  entertained  by  me.  Pass  a  law,  and  what 
will  be  the  result?  Thousands  of  dollars  will  be 

squandered  in  reconnoissances,  and  surveys,  and 
reports,  and  maps,  and  plans,  and  estimates,  and 
ciphering  of  all  kinds,  which  will  take  some  four 
or  five  years,  and  then,  if  the  work  is  commenced, 
enough  probably  to  effect  its  completion  will  be 
expended  in  traveling  expenses  and  contingencies, 
and  in  getting  ready  to  do  it,  and  then  there  must 
be  steamboats  and  other  expensive  apparatus  pro- 

vided; and  though  it  may  be  done  in  a  very  scien- 
tific style,  some  ten  or  fifteen  years  hence,  it  will 

«ost  more  than  it  will  be  worth  when  it  is  done.  I 

hope  even  if  this  bill  fails,  the  Federal  Government 
will  not  undertake  to  do  this  work. 

Senators  are  requested  to  notice  two  facts  set  \ 
forth  in  the  documents  appended  to  the  report  of the  committee: 

1.  That  if  the  work  is  successfully  effected, some  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres  of  the  most 
valuable  sugar  lands  in  the  country,  now  annually 
overflown  by  the  Kissimme  river,  will  be  reclaimed 
for  cultivation.  All  of  these  lands  lie  outside  of 
the  proposed  grant,  and  north  of  it-,  and  the  entire 
benefit  of  their  being  reclaimed  will  inure  to  the 
United  States.  I  refer  to  General  Jesup's  letter, 
on  page  43,  and  to  the  committee's  report,  page  2, on  this  point. 

2.  That  whjle  about  one  million  of  acres  of 

lands  in*  the  grant  have  been  surveyed  several 
years  since,  only  360  acres  have  yet  been  sold. 
These  lands  are  poor  pine  barrens,  except  in  lim- 

ited quantities,  and  their  location,  contiguous  to 

the  everglades,  until  the  latter  are  improved,  for- 
bids the  idea  of  their  ever  being  settled  upon  or 

sold.  They  will  be  enhanced  in  value  so  soon  as 
the  improvements  are  made.  The  timber  on  them 
will  render  most  of  them  then  worth  perhaps  the 

minimum  price  of  public  lands.  In  this  bill,  one- 
half,  in  alternate  sections,  is  reserved  to  the  United 
States  of  these  lands.  •      , 
The  Senate  will  notice  that  the  bill  prescribes 

the  objects  of  the  grant,  and  imposes  on  the  State, 
if  it  accepts  the  grant,  the  obligation  to  effect  them 
as  far  as  practicable.  It  does  not  require  of  the 
State  to  do  more  than  to  devote  the  entire  proceeds 

and  avails  of  the  grant  to  the  work;  but  the  con- 
ditions imposed  secure  such  appropriation  of  those 

proceeds.     Those  conditions  are — 
1.  That  the  State  shall  appoint  a  competent  en- 

gineer and  commence  the  work,  which  is  specifi- 
cally described,  before  1st  January,  1851,  and 

finish  it  within  ten  years;  and  that,  "  if  practica- 
ble, a  communication  for  vessels  shall  be  made 

by  the  proposed  canals  between  the  Gulf  and  At- 

lantic waters." 2.  That  the  State  shall  not  alien,  transfer,  pledge, 

or  mortgage,  or  otherwise  dispose  of  any  of  the 

lands,  except  to  effect  the  "  full  and  faithful  fulfill- 
ment of  the  first  condition,  and  the  entire  avails 

and  proceeds  shall  be  exclusively  and  sacredly  ap- 

propriated to  the  completion  of  the  work." 3.  Until  the  works  are  completed,  no  sale  of  any 
of  the  lands  shall  be  made  for  less  than  one  dollar 

and  a  quarter  per  acre. 
4.  Until  the  President  shall  authorize  it,  in 

writing,  no  entry  or  encroachment  shall  be  made 
on  the  lands  on  which  the  Seminole  Indians  reside 
within  said  grant. 

5.  TJ\e  sixteenth  section,  or  school  section,  in 
each  township  may  be  located  by  the  Legislature 
on  another  section,  so  as  to  secure  in  each  town- 

ship a  valuable  section  for  school  purposes. 

b'.  One-half  of  the  surveyed  lands  in  grant  re- 
served by  United  States.  State  to  have  the  right 

of  way.  ■  President  to  reserve  within  two  years 
lands  for  lighthouses,  forts,  arsenals,  docks,  navy- 
yards,  or  other  public  works,  &c.  Grant  not  to 
affect  Spanish  grants  now  or  hereafter  confirmed, 
or  lands  bought  of  the  United  States  at-public  sale 
or  private  entry,  or  donation  or  preemption  right 
or  rights  under  armed  occupation  acts. 

7.  After  work  is  finished,  residue  of  avails  of 
lands  to  be  invested  as  a  permanent  perpetual  fund, 
the  interest  of  which  is  to  be  expended  for  purposes 
of  education  hi  the  territory  granted.. 

8.  No  tolls  or  charges  for  United  States  vessels 
or  property  of  any  kind,  or  mails,  or  troops,  &c, 
through  canals.     All   tolls    to   be  fixed  by  State 

.Legislatures,  and  applied  to  keeping  said  woiks 
in  repair. 

9.  The  surveys  of  the  lands  are  to  conform  to 
those  of  the  United  States  as  far  as  practicable. 

But  1  will  not  go  further  into  this  subject.  My 

object  is  not  to  press  this  bill  to-day.  1  desire  to 
attract  the  notice  of  Senators  to  the  subject,  in 
order,  when  it  is  again  called  up,  they  may  be 
prepared  to  vote  upon  it.  If  any  objections  are 
entertained,  I  hope  Senators  will  now  express 
them.  1  desire  to  furnish  any  explanations  that 
may  be  asked  for. 

Mr.  NILES.  I  would  inquire  of  the  honorable 
Senator,  as  to  th6  extent  of  the  area  conveyed  by 

this  grant — whether  under  water  or  not?      * 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  It  is  fully  set  forth  in  the 

Commissioner's  report,  page  6,  which  I  will  advert 
to:  Within  the  grant,  there  is  now  always  covered 
with  water,  and  which  estimate  includes  rivers, 
lagoons,  sounds,  the  large  lake  Okechobee,  from 
thirty-five  to  forty  miles  in  diameter,  and  other 
lakes  south  of  the  northern  line  of  the  grant,  and 
which  it  is  not  proposed  to  drain  or  reclaim,  and 
which  cannot  be  reclaimed,  and  including  also 

the  everglades  at  Atseenahooffa  and  Halpatiokee 
swamps   acres  4,300,000 
There  is  occasionally  covered  with  water  low  lands 

that  it  is  notjexpected  will  ever  be  oi'greatvalue  1,000,000 There  has  been  surveyed  590,682  into  sections,  find 
409,318  into  townships,  mostly  worthless  pine 
barrens     1,000,000 

There  is  yet  unsurveyed  worthless  sand  barrens, 
reported  as  not  worth  surveying,  about     1 ,500,000 

Whole  area  of  land  and  water  in  grant    7,b00,000 

Of  the  first  item  of  4,300,000,  which  include  the 
everglades  and  Atseenahooffa  and  Halpatiokee 
swamps,  all  the  lands  that  it  is  estimated  can  be 
reclaimed  do  not  exceed  one  million  of  acres.  The 

residue  will  yet  remain  inundated,  and  whether 
those  reclaimed  or  not  will  turn  out  to  be  as  valu- 

able as  is  anticipated  by  some,  is  quite  doubtful. 
Mr.  KING  observed  that  he  would  call  the 

attention  of  the  Senator  from  Florida  to  the  phrase- 
ology of  the  fifth  condition,  which,  if  not  corrected, 

might  bear  the  construction  that  the  thirty  six 
sections  there  described  were  in  lieu  of  all  the  six- 

teen sections  in  the  State. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  thank  the  Senator  for 

directing  my  attention  to  the  error  he  pointed  out, 
and  which  I  presume  was  a  typographical  error, 
and  which  will  be  corrected. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  understand  from  my  colleague 

[Mr.  Westcott]  that  it  is  his  intention  to  defer 
final  action  on  this  bill,  and  that  he  desires  to  hear 
stated  all  objections  to  its  passage  which  Senators 

may  entertain.  Not  having  been  consulted  in  rela- 
tion to  this  bill,  I  had  not  given  it  any  attention  till 

a  few  days  since,  when,  for  the  first  time,  I  was 
requested  to  examine  it.  On  examination,  I  found 
the  bill  very  objectionable  to  my  mind,  so  much 
so  that  I  have  some  doubt  whether  I  shall  give  it 

my  vote. My  colleague  has  given  considerable  time  and 
labor  to  the  subject,  and,  for  one,  I  thank  him  for 

having  devoted  his  talents  and  labors  to  its  inves- 
tigation. I  think  it  would  be  very  desirable  that 

the  lands  specified  in  this  bill  should  be  improved, 

that  they  may  be  settled  and  brought  under  eulti* 
vation,  because  it  would  add  very  greatly  to  the 
elements  of  wealth  and  to  the  resources  of  the 

whole  country.  It  would  give  us  several  millions 
of  acres  of  available  and  fertile  lands  in  a  strictly 
tropical  climate,  such  as  we  have  not  now  in  any 
portion  of  the  Union.  I  would  be  in  favor,  sir, 

and  would  support  with  great  readiness  any  meas- 
ure which  shall  propose  to  relinquish  to  the  State 

of  Florida  either  this  land — if  Congress  should 
prefer  to  confine  its  action  to  this  land — or  all  lands 
which  are  now  overflown,  and  which  cannot  be 

reduced  to  agricultural  purposes  without  the  ex- 
pense of  canalling  and  draining.  I  think  all  lands 

which  require  draining  should  be  ceded  to  the 
States  within  the  limits  of  which  they  happen  to 
be  located.  A  measure  of  this  sort  has  been  long 

urged  upon  the  attention  of  Congress,  and,  I  think, 
has  been  brought  forward  on  one  or  two  occasions 
heretofore,  and,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  has  passed 
the  Senate.  A  similar  measure  was  proposed  in 
relation  to  the  wet  lands  in  the  State  of  Arkansas, 

and  I  believe  received  the  general  assent  of  Con- 

gress. 

If  my  colleague  would  reduce  his  bill  to  a  single 
section — thefirst — makingan unconditional  cession 
to  the  State  of  Florida  of  these  unreclaimed  lands, 
1  would  vote  very  readily  for  it.  But  my  objec- 

tion to  his  bill  in  its  present  shape  is,  that  it  is 

clogged  with  conditions  which  it  would  be  impoli- 
tic on  the  part  of  Congress  to  prescribe,  and  which 

it  would  be  inexpedient  on  the  part  of  the.  State  to 
accept.  In  fact,  the  conditions  would  make  the 
grant  utterly  valueless.  I  think  the  simple  course 
would  be,  by  a  single  section  to  cede  to  the  State 
of  Florida  these  lands,  leaving  her  to  adopt  such 
rules  and  regulations  in  regard  to  their  reclamation 
as  she  may  deem  the  most  consistent  with  her 

own  interests,  trusting  to  her  own  activity  and  en- 
ergy, necessarily  stimulated  by  the  advantages  and 

profits  which  she  will  derive  from  them. 

It  is  probable,  sir,  that  the  conditions  contained 
in  this  bill  may  have  been  imposed  by  the  com- 

mittee which  reported  it,  but  they  seem  to  me  to 
be  altogether  impolitic. 

I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  the  uncondi- 
tional grant  of  these  lands  to  the  State  of  Florida 

would  be  altogether  profitable  on  the  part  of  the 
Federal  Government,  and  in  every  respect  politic. 
These  lands  are  now,  and  must  continue  to  be, 

utterly  unavailable  and  valueless.  Not  only  val- 
ueless as  a  source  of  profit  to  the  United  States, 

and  for  purposes  of  settlement  and  agriculture,  but 
they  leave  the  military  defences  of  the  country  in 
a  very  unsatisfactory  and  precarious  condition. 
These  lands  comprise  a  very  essential  and  important 
part  of  the  possessions  of  the  country.  Perhaps 
there  is  not  a  more  important  point  on  the  whole 
continent  than  the  peninsula  of  Floridar;  but  its  use 

for  military  purposes  is  entirely  obstructed  by  the 
circumstance  that  nearly  all  the  lands  intervening 
between  the  line  of  coast  on  either  side  of  the  Gulf 

of  Mexico  and  the  Atlantic  are  always  covered 

with  water,  and  are  not  traversable  even  by  boats, 

not  being  covered  with  water  to  a  sufficient  depth 
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to  enable  boats  to  pass  with  much  facility  or  any 
degree  of  certainty  from  one  side  of  the  peninsula 
to  the  other.  Consequently,  these  lands  are  per- 

fectly useless.  They  may  possibly  be  reduced  to 
use;  and,  if  they  can  be  reclaimed,  the  military 
defences  of  the  country  will  be  greatly  strength- 

ened and  its  wealth  greatly  increased  by  the  pop- 
ulation, which  will,  by  this  means,  in  all  proba- 

bility, be  added  to  the  peninsula.  This  measure 
will  add  not  only  to  the  strength,  and  dignity,  and 
wealth  of  the  State  within  the  boundaries  of  which 
these  lands  lie,  but  to  the  strength,  and  dignity, 
and  wealth  of  the  general  Union,  of  which  that 
State  is  a  member. 

I  trust,  sir,  that  when  this  bill  is  brought  for- 
ward again,  it  will  be  reduced  to  a  single  clause  of 

cession,  unrestricted  by  conditions,  and  especially 

by  those  which  now  clog  this  grant;  for  these  con- 
ditions, I  think,  will  oblige  me  to  withhold  my 

support  from  the  bill,  because  it  is  my  opinion 
that  it  would  be  altogether  inexpedient  on  the  part 
of  the  State  to  accept  the  grant  clogged  by  these 
conditions. 

I  will  not  now  specify  the  several  points  of  ob- 
jection which  I  make  to  the  clauses  of  this  bill. 

They  are  all  objectionable,  and  especially  that  one 
which  restricts  the  price  at  which  these  lands  may 
be  sold  to  the  minimum  price  of  $1  25  per  acre, 
and  attempts  to  direct  the  manner  and  limit  the 
<time  of  sale.  I  think  all  these  restrictions  are  un- 

wise, and  that  they  will  render  the  grant  perfectly 
valueless. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  confess  I  am  somewhat 

surprised  at  the  course  of  my  colleague  as  to  this 
bill,  and  especially  at  the  extraordinary  objections 
he  urges  to  it.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  that  I  pre- 

fer the  stipulations  and  conditions  presented  in  this 
bill  to  an  unconditional  grant  to  the  State.  I  have 
orfce  before  declared  on  this  floor,  that,  anxious  as 
I  am  for  the  United  States  to  get  rid  of  the  public 

lands,  and  disposed  to  grant  it  in  all  cases  tov  set- tlers without  price,  I  do  not  regard  it  as  wise,  with 
reference  either  to  the  United  States  or  to  a  Stats, 

to  make,  in  any  case,  an  unconditional  grant  to  a 
State.  Such  grant  generally  creates  in  a  State  a 
fund  for  speculators  and  jobbers,  pecuniary  and 
political,  to  plunder  from.  They  will  seek  to  di- 

vert and  pervert  it  to  selfish  purposes,  and  very 
likely  succeed;  and  the  State,  or  citizens  generally, 
do  not  derive  much  benefit  from  it.  The  only 
preventive  is,  restrictions  and  conditions  in  the 
grant;  and  these  often  fail.  I  hope  every  grant  to 

my  State  hereafter  made  will  specify  the  "objects, and  contain  stipulations  securing  their  being  ef- 
fected, and  to  prevent  the  funds  being  perverted. 

Sir,  my  object  by  this  bill  is  not  to  ask  a  favor, 
a  boon  for  my  State.  I  am  not  begging  for  alms 
in  her  behalf  from  Congress.  I  am  not  seeking 
to  fill  the  coffers  of  her  treasury  by  the  sale  of 
these  lands.  1  declare  to  you,  sir,  I  should  regard 
as  a  curse  upon  the  State  any  measure  of  the  kind. 
The  primary,  the  great  object  I  wish  to  attairi,  is 
he  reclaiming  of  these  now  worthless  inundated 
lands  in  South  Florida,  to  make  them  cultiva- 

ble, make  them  susceptible  of  producing  sugar, 
and  what  no  other  part  of  the  Union  can  pro- 

duce, tropical  plants;  cause  them  to  be  filled  with 
an  industrious  agricultural  population,  and  thus, 
while  they  will  add  to  the,  wealth  and  prosperity 
of  my  State,  the  independence  of  other  sections 
of  foreign  countries  as  to  those  products  will  be 
increased,  and  the  security  of  an  important  fron- 

tier naval  and  military  position  strengthened.  I 
seek  nothing  that  will  not  as  much  benefit  other 

portions  of  the  United  States  as  it  will  my 
own  State.  If  these  lands  are  reclaimed,  and 
should  be  worth  millions  upon  millions,  not  a  dol- 

lar goes  into  the  State  treasury  of  Florida;  all 
belongs  to  the  citizens  on  the  lands,  and  are  to  be 
devoted  to  educational  purposes  there  and  nowhere 
else.  I  repeat,  my  colleague  seems  to  mistake  the 
great  object  of  this  bill.  It  is  to  secure  the  reclaim- 

ing of  the  lands,  and  nothing  more.  I  do  not  seek 
the  grant  to  the  State  to  make  a  pecuniary  specu- 

lation out  of  the  work.  The  conditions  are  in- 
serted to  prevent  any  possible  effort  to  divert  or 

pervert  any  portion  of  the  proceeds  of  the  lands 
to  any  object  or  purpose  but  that  of  reclaiming  the 

lands,  and  inducing  their  speedy  settlement.  °It  is not  to  furnish  an  internal  improvement  fund  for 
any  other  section  of  the  State. 

I  regret  that  my  colleague  did  not  particularize 
but  one  of  the  conditions  that  he  objected  to,  but 
contented  himself  with  denouncing  them  generally. 

I  wish  he  had  done  otherwise,  as  I  think  I  could 
readily  have  removed  any  objections  he  could  have 
made  to  them.  As  to  his  objection  to  the  third 
condition,  which  provides  that  no  sale  shall  be 
made  of  any  of  the  lands  under  one  dollar  and  a 
quarter  per  acre  till  the  work  is  completed,  it  is  a 
good  restriction.  After  the  work  is  finished,  the 

sales  can  be  for  fifty  or  twenty-five  cents, if  deemed 
proper.  But,  before  such  completion,  it  is  neces- 

sary to  prevent  jobbers  and  speculators  from  ob- 
taining the  lands  under  a  fair  price  by  any  of  the 

many  pretences  always  readily  preferred.  Such 
sum  is  a  fair  price  in  that  region  for  even  the 
poorest  kind  of  land,  if  it  is  at  all  fit  for cultiva- 

tion, on  account  of  lumber  on  it.  If  the*  land  is worth  anything,  it  is  worth  that  sum.  While  the 
United  States  own  lands  contiguous  to  these,  it 
should  not,  in  reference  to  its  own  interests,  allow, 
until  it  decreases  its  minimum  price,  the  sale  of 
lands  it  grants  below  such  price.  The  effect  will 
be  to  secure  the  lands  from  being  sacrificed  before 
the  work  is  done.  Without  this  restriction  the 

price  may  be  fixed  by  contractors  and  others  in- 
fluenced by  interested  motives  to  have  it  below  the 

value  of  the  land.  Besides,  when  it  is  found  that 
this  restriction  operates  injuriously,  it  will  be  time 
enough  to>  have  it  stricken  out. 

This  bill  binds  the  State,  as  I  have  said,  to  hon- 
estly and  faithfully  appropriating  all  the  funds  raised 

out  of  these  lands  to  tins  improvement,  and  when 
it  is  done  the  residue  is  to  be  converted  as  an  edu- 

cation fund  for  the  benefit  of  tj^ose  who  purchase 
the  lands.  1  have  no  idea  of  permitting  the  State 
to  appjy  any  money  that  may  be  made  by  this 
work,  to  its  public  works  or  improvements  else- 

where in  the  State,  or  to  pay  it  into  its^treasury 
generally.  It  would  be  unjust  to  make  South 
Florida  pay  for  the  public  works  of  the  other  sec- 

tions iu  this  way.  There  are  different  projects  in 
different  sections  of  every  State  for  canals  and  rail- 

roads, and  so  forth,  and  1  dare  say  those  interested 
would  like  to  have  capital  furnished  by  such  mode. 
I  can  imagine  in  my  own  State  that  there  are  those 
who  would  like  the  everglades  or  any  other  lands 
given  to  construct  some  work  they  feel  interested 
in  outside  of  this  grant.  We  are  all  too  apt  to  be 
selfish  in  such  matters.  Florida  had  a  large  dona- 

tion given  lier  for  internal  improvements  when  ad- 
mitted as  a  State,  and  my  judgment  is,  that  it  will 

be  so  managed,  and  the  effect  of  the  selfish  struggles 
to  get  hold  of  the  proceeds  of  these  lands  will  be, 
that  it  will  never  do  the  State  much  good.  Hence,  in 
this  bill  I  have  carefully  stipulated  that  every  cent 
raised  from  these  lands  shall  be  expended  for  the 

citizens  who  purchase  and  reside  on  them.  '  1  re- peat, sir,  I  would  vote  against  an  unconditional 

grant  of  these"or  any  other  lands  to  any  State,  even 
my  own;  but  all  know  such  bill  would  stand  no 
chance  of  favorable  success  here.  No  such  bill 

can  pass  Congress.  A  grant  without  conditions, 
or  not  stating  its  object,  or  for  internal  improve- 

ments generally,  would  be  the  creation,  as  1  said 
on  a  former  occasion,  of  a  corruption  fund  in  the 
State.  Surely  my  colleague  must  be  aw-are  of  the 
fate  of  all  pastapplications  to  Congress  with  respect 
to  lands  situated  in  some  respects  as  these  ever- 

glades are.  The  Senator  from  Missouri,  [Mr. 

Benton,]  not  in  his  seat  to-day,  for  twenty-five 
years  has  sought  to  get  such  a  law  passed  with 
respect  to  worthless  sunken  lands  in  Missouri;  the 
Senator  from  Arkansas  [Mr.  Borland]  tried  a 
bill  of*the  same  kind  last  session;  the  Senator  from 
South  Carolina  [Mr.  Calhoun]  advocated  such 
measure  in  his  celebrated  Memphis  report;  the 
present  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  [Mr.  Walker,] 
while  in  the  Senate,  sought  for  successive  years  to 
get  such  a  law;  the  delegation  from  Louisiana,  for 
several  sessions,  have  been  asking  for  such  law; 
and  it  cannot  be  got  through  both  Houses.  The 
difficulty  of  details  being  made,  in  a  general  law, 
to  suit  all  the  cases  is  insuperable.  Unless  such 
law  secures  the  action  of  the  State  to  effect  the  re- 

claiming of  the  lands,  it  is  useless,  perfectly  useless, 
1  had  as  lief  the  United  States  owned  these  worth- 

less lands  as  anybody  else,  if  they  are  to  remain 
worthless.  The  object  of  every  cession  should  be 
to  secure  the  reclaiming  of  the  lands.  It  is  not 
alone  for  the  benefit  of  Florida  that  they  should  be 
reclaimed.  The  Union  are  deeply  interested  in 

the  navigation  through  the  canal  across  the  penin- 
sula the  bill  secures;  in  the  productions  the  re- 

claimed region,  and  none  other  in  the  United  States, 
can  rear;  and  in  the  increase  of  strength  to  a  frontier 
position  important  in  a  naval  and  military  point  of 

view.  This  is  what  I  seek  to  accomplish.  If  I 
desired  a  stipend  for  my  State,  I  would  ask  it  at 
once  from  the  treasury  rather  than  try  to  attain  it 
indirectly  though  these  lands.  I  hope  my  colleague 
will  state  his  objections  hereafter  more  fully  and 
particularly,  wlren  I  will  endeavor  to  answer  them. 
Unless  some  Senator  desires  to  say  something,  I 
will  now  ask  that  this  bill  may  be  passed  over  in- 

formally till  to-morrow,  that  Senators  may  read 
the  documents. 

Mr.  FITZPATRICK.  Being  anew  member,  my 
attention  has  not  been  directed  to  the  bill  reported 
at  the  "last  session,  and  I  have  only  seen  the  report 
and  documents  this  morning.  I  should  prefer  to 

have  time  to  examine  the  "documents,  and  hope that  the  bill  will  be  passed  over  for  a  day  or  two 
to  enable  me  to  do  so,  as  I  understand  the  Senator 
from  Florida  [Mr.  Westcott]  advocating  it  is 
willing  that  such  a  course  shouTd  be  taken. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  desire  to  say  that  it  was  not 

my  purpose  to  throw  any  impediment  in  the  way 
of  this  bill;  on  the  contrary,  I  shall  be  rather  dis- 

posed to  facilitate  its  progress.  My  purpose  is 

simply  to  state  the  views  which  I  entertain  in  rela- 
tion to  the  subject,  and  the  policy  that  will  govern 

my  course  in  regard  to  all  applications  of  this  kind. 
I  do  not  feel  disposed  to  act  in  regard  to  my  own 
State  in  a  manner  in  which  I  would  not  act  in  re- 

gard to  all  others.  I  shall  be  governed  by  general 
rules  which  1  have  prescribed  for  myself,  and  from 
them  I  shall  not  depart. 

The  bill  was  then  passed  by  informally. 

COLLECTION  DISTRICT  IN  NEW  YORK. 

'Mr.  DIX  asked  the  Senate  to  take  up  the  bill  to establish  a  collection  district  in  the  State  of  New 
York,  which  came  from  the  House  last  session. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  was 
taken  up  for  consideration  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  reported  as  amended  in  committee. 

Mr.  UPHAM  said  his  colleague  had  some  ob- 
jection to  make;  but  as  he  was  absent,  he  moved 

to  postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  bill 
until  to-morrow. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  E.  J.  Fontaine;  which  was  taken  up 
as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

[This  was  a  claim  for  services  rendered  in  the 

building  of  a  light-house  at  Key  West.  The  pe- 
titioner executed  more  work  than  was  required  by 

the  contract;  and  the  collector  being  removed,  the 
extra  work  was  not  allowed.  Subsequently,  the 
executive  officers  became  satisfied  of  the  justice  of 
the  claim,  and  recommended  its  payment.  The 
committee,  however,  only  reported  a  compensation 
of  §1,000,  the  sum  named  in  the  bill.] 

The  bill  was  reported  without  amendment;  and 
was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CAMERON,  the  Senate  took 
up  for  consideration  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  E.  K. 
Mellan,  which  was  considered  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  and  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading. 
The  bill  was  then  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BUTLER,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  Executive  business; 

and,  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  doors  were 

reopened,  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wednesday,  December  20,  1848. 

Another  member  appeared  and   took  his  seat, 

viz:  from  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Rich- 
ard F.  Simpson. 

PETITIONS. 

Petitions  and  memorials  (the  States  being  called 

for  the  purpose)  were  presented  by  Messrs.  John- 
son of  Arkansas,  Smith  of  Illinois,  Evans  of  Ohio, 

and  Gregory. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  IVERSON,  the  petition  of 

Isaac  Beall,  for  the  cTaim  for  the  revolutionary  ser- 
vices of  his  'father,  Thomas  Beall,  and  accompa- 

nying papers,  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Revolutionary  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  GREEN,  the  petition  and 

papers  relating  to  the  claim  of  Reuben  Gentry  and 
others,  now  on  the  files  of  the  House,  were  referred  - 
to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McCLERNAND,  the  memo- 
rial of  Hannah  Munday  and  Jane  Hammer,  heirs, 
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-&c,  of  Leah  Munday,  deceased,  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois,  the  pa- 

pers in  the  case  of  Captain  William  P.  Lamothe, 

praying  compensation  for  carrying-  the  mail  be- tween the  cities  of  St.  Louis  and  Alton,  and  also 

the  papers  in  the  case  of  Mark  Dickson,  for  arrears 

of  pay  for  carrying  the  United  States  mail,  were 
taken  from  the  files  of  the  House  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois,  the  pa- 
pers in  the  case  of  Thomas  Allen,  of  St.  Louis, 

Missouri,  were  taken  from  the  files  of  the  House, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims.  Also, 

the  papers  in  the  case  of  Charles  F.  Jackson,  late 
deputy  inspector  of  the  city  of  Philadelphia,  be 
taken  from  the  files  of  the  House,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

*  BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

By  Mr.  WENTWORTH,  in  pursuance  of  pre- 
vious notice:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Martin  0. 

Walker;  which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

By  Mr.  FRENCH:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Decret.  Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  bill,  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to 

be  printed,  and  made  the  special  order  for  Wed- 
nesday next: 

A  BILL  to  provide  for  carrying  into  execution,  in  part,  the 
twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  with  Mexico,  concluded  at 
Gaudalupe  Hidalgo. 
Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives  of 

(he  United  States  of  Jlmerica  in  Congress  assembled,  That  the 
following  sums  of  money  be,  and  the  same  are  hereby,  ap- 

propriated out  of  any  money  in  the  treasury  not  otherwise 
appropriated,  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  into  execution,  in 
part,  the  twelfth  article  of  the  treaty  between  the  United 
States  and  Mexico,  made  and  concluded  at  Guadalupe 
Hidalgo,  on  the  2d  of  February,  A.  D.  1848. 

For  payment  of  the  instalment  and  interest  which  will  fall 
due  under  said  article  on  the  30th  day  of  May,  A.  D.  1849, 
the  sum  of  three  millions  seven  hundred  and  twenty  thou- 

sand dollars,  ($3,720,001).) 
For  payment  of  the  instalment  and  interest  which  will 

fall  due  under  said  article  on  the  30th  day  of  May,  A.  D. 
1850,  the  sum  of  three  millions  five  hundred  and  forty 
thousand  dollars,  ($8,540,000.) 

Mr.  HUBBARD,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 

and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution, 
which  was  read  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  whether  any  alteration  is  necessary  in 

our  consular  system  in  the  Chinese  and  Turkish  empires; 
and  also,  whether  any  of  our  consuls,  or  the  houses  with 
which  they  are  connected,  have  been  or  are  engaged  in  any 
trade  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  either  of  said  empires; 
with  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

TERRITORIAL  GOVERNMENT. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  from  the  Committee 

on  the  Territories,  reported  a  bill  to  establish  the 

Territorial  Government  of  Upper  California,  which 
was  read  and  committed.  . 

[The  following  is  a  synopsis  of  the  bill: 
The  first  section  of  this  bill  provides  fot  the  organization 

of  "the  Territory  of  Upper  California."  That  nothing  In 
this  act  shall  impair  the  rights  of  the  Indians  of  the  country, 
or  of  the  General  Government,  to  make  any  regulalious 
respecting  such  Indians.  Also,  that  this  act  shall  not  be 
construed  to  prohibit  the  Government  from  dividing  said  ter- 

ritory in  such  manner  and  when  Congress  may  choose. 
The  second  section  provides  for  the  appointment  of  a 

Governor  in  the  usual  way,  and  for  four  years  ;  gives  him 
the  usual  duties  to  perform,  with  the  duties  and  emoluments 
as  Superintendent  of  Indian  Affairs.  . 

Section  three  provides  for  a  Territorial  Secretary,  to  hold 
his  office  for  five  years,  unless  sooner  removed,  and  devolves 
the  usual  duties  upon  him. 

Section  four  provides  for  a  Territorial  Legislature,  a  Coun- 
cil, and  House  of  Representatives.  The  former  to  consist 

of  nine  members,  to  serve  three  years,  &c;  the  latter  at  first 
of  eighteen  members,  but  not  to  be  increased,  beyond  forty. 
This  section  also  provides  the  manner  in  which  the  Legis- 

lature shall  be  elected,  and  how  long  it  shall  sit  at  a  session. 
Section  five  designates  who  shall  be  voters  in  the  Terri- 

tory. All  free  male  citizens  of  the  United  States  over  twenty- 
one  years  of  age,  except  Indians  and  Africans,  or  the  de- scendants of  the  latter,  who  shall  have  been  inhabitants  of 
the  Territory  when  organized,  and  eligible  to  election  ;  pre- vents soldiers,  sarlors,  and  marinesof  the  United  States 
from  voting,  &e. 

Section  six  defines  the  powers  of  the  Legislature  to  be those  usually  granted  in  such  cases. 
Section  seven  provides  how  county,  township,  and  other minor  officers  of  the  Territory  shall  be  elected. 
Section  eight  precludes  members  of  the  Legislature  (ex- 

cept the  first)  from  holding  offices  created,  Sue..,  during  the 
term  for  which  they  may  have  been  elected. 

Section  nine  provides  a  Judiciary  for  the  Territory,  defines 
its  duties,  and  limits  the  authority  of  its  several  branches. 

Section  ten  provides  a  District  Attorney  for  the  Territory. 
Section  eleven  provides  in  what  manner  certain  of  the 

territorial  officers  shall  qualify,  and  what  shall  be  their  com- 

pensation. Sec.  12.  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  the  inhabitants  of 
said  Territory  shall  be  entitled  to  enjoy  all  and  singular  the 
rights,  privileges,  and  advantages  granted  and  secured  to  the 
people  of  the  territory  of  the  United  States  northwest  of  the 
river  Ohio  by  the  articles  of  compact  contained  in  the  ordi- 

nance lor  the  government  of  said  territory  on  the  13th  day  of 
July,  1787,  and  shall  be  subject  to  ail  the  conditions,  restric- 

tions, and  prohibitions  in  said  articles  of  compact  imposed 
upon  the  people  of  said  territory. 

Section  thirteen  provides  for  the  selection  of  a  seat  of 
government,  and  the  erection  of  suitable  buildings  for  the 
government  purposes,  for  the  meeting  of  the  first  session  of 
the  Legislature. 

Sectio/i  fourteen  provides  for  the  election  of  a  territorial 
representative  in  Congress  ;  how  he  shall  be  chosen,  &c. 

Section  fifteen  provides  for  the  temporary  selection  of 
certain  judicial  officers,  before  the  judiciary  of  the  Territory, 
&c,  can  be  permanently  organized. 

Section  sixteen  provides  that  the  officers  of  the  Territory 

in  whose  hands 'the  public  money  may  come,  shall  give 
proper  security. 

Section  seventeen  establishes  the  Territory  in  one  collec- 
tion district,  the  district  of  Upper  California,  and  provides 

for  the  requisite  custom-house  officers. 
Section  eighteen  designates  the  salaries  or  compensation 

of  said  custom-house  officers,  &c,  and  extends  the  revenue 
laws  of  the  United  States  over  the  Territory.] 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims,  repotted  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  John  Poe;  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed 
to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  McLANE,  leave  was  granted 
to  withdraw  the  petition  and  accompanying  papers 
of  Richard  Patterson. 

CALLS  ON  THE  DEPARTMENTS. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  next  business 
in  order  to  be  the  consideration  of  the  resolutions 

heretofore  offered,  calling  on  the  Executive  depart- 
ments for  information,  then  lying  on  the  table  un- 

der the  rule — 
When  the  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr. 

White  on  the  Hth  instant,  was  read  and  agreed 

to  by  the  House: 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  cause  an  estimate 

of  the  value  of  the  public  property,  including  the  soil,  on 
Governor's  Island,  ill  the  harbor  of  New  York,  to  be  made, 
and  report  the  same  to  this  House  at  the  earliest  practicable 
period,  with  a  view  of  ceding  said  island,  and  so  much  of 
the  public  property  as  cannot  be  moved,  to  the  city  of  New York. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Smart 
on  the  11th  instant,  was  read  and  agreed  to  by  the 
House: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  requested  to 
communicate  to  this  House  the  number  and  places  of  birth 
of  all  persons  employed  in  the  naval  and  marine  service  on 
the  Gulf  and  Pacific  coasts  during  the  war  with  Mexico. 
And,  also,  that  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  com- 

municate to  this  House  the  whole  number  of  regular  troops 
engaged  in  the  late  war  with  Mexico,  and  the  States  in  which 
they  were  enlisted;  and  any  other  facts  in  possession  of  the 
War  Department  showing  the  number  of  regular  troops  en- 

gaged in  said  war  from  each  State  in  the  Union 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Bar- 
ringer  on  the  13th  instant,  was  read,  considered, 

and  agreed  to.  by  the  House: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  cause 

to  be  communicated  to  this  House  the  amount  of  moneys 
and  properly  received  during  the  late  war  with  the  Republic 
of  Mexico,  at  the  different  ports  of  entry,  or  in  any  other 
way,  within  her  limits,  and  in  what  manner  the  same  has 
been  expended  or  appropriated. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Tall- 
madge  on  the  18th  instant,  was  read,  considered, 

and  agreed  to  by  the  House: 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be  requested 

to  have  prepared,  for  the  use  of  this  House,  a  statement 
showing  the  manner  in  which  every  public  debt  of  the 
United  States,  from  the  time  of  the  Continental  Congress 
up  to  the  present  year,  has  been  contracted,  the  amount  of 
each,  from  whom  obtained,  under  what  law  authorized,  the 
manner  and  time  of  payment,  and  the  amount,  if  any,  now 
due  on  each,  together  with  the  amount  of  unclaimed  divi- 

dends, of  principal  and  interest. 

The  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Gree- 
ley, on  the  18th  instant, was  read,  considered,  and 

agreed  to  by  the  House: 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  requested  to 

inquire  into  and  report  upon  the  expediency  and  feasibility 
of  temporarily  employing  the  whole  or  a  portion  of  our 
national  vessels,  now  ofl  the  Pacific  station,  in  the  trans- 

portation, at  moderate  rates,  of  American  citizens,  and  their 
effects,  from  Panama  and  the  Mexican  ports  on  the  Pacific 
to  San  Francisco,  in  California. 

The  House  next  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  the  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Ashmun 
on  the  7th  instant: 

Resolved,  That  in  order  to  secure  a  more  full,  impartial, 
and  prompt  publication  of  the  proceedings  and  debates  of 
this  House,  the  Clerk  be  authorized  and  directed  to  ehter 
into  a  contract,  to  take  effect  from  the  beginning  of  the  pres- 

ent session,  and  to  continue  until  otherwise  ordered  by  this 
House,  with  the  proprietors  of  the  two  daily  papers  in  this 

city— the  National  Intelligencer  and  Union— for  the  daily 
publication  in  each  paper  of  the  proceedings  and  debates  of 
this  House;  for  which  the  Clerk  shall  make  weekly  payment 
out  of  the  contingent  fund,  at  the  rate  of  seven  Hollars  and  a 
half  for  a  column  of  brevier  type;  Provided,  That  the  pro- 

ceedings and  current  debate  shall  be  transferred  to  the  coun- 
try edition  of  each  of  said  papers,  and  one  copy  of  each  of 

said  daily  papers  shall  be  furnished  to  each  member  during 
the  session  of  Congress  without  additional  charge. 

Mr.  CONGER  moved  that  the  resolution  be  re- 

ferred-to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  inquired  of  the  Speaker 

where  the  resolution  had  come  from? 

The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say,  that  it 

had  been  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.  Ashmun.] 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  said,  he  had  under- 
stood the  Chair  to  decide,  when  he  (Mr.  J.)  had 

made  the  question — the  next  morning,  he  believed, 
after  the  resolution  had  been  offered — that  there 

being  no  rules  in  force,  it  had  expired  on  the  day 
on  which  it  was  offered,  and  that  to  have  any  force 
it  must  be  again  introduced. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  the  resolution  had  been 

found  on  the  regular  files  under  the  direction  of 
the  Clerk. 

Mr.  JONES  said,  if  he  was  correct  in  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  of  the  decision  of  the  Chair, 

he  hoped  the  Chair  would  adhere  to  it. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  that  if  the  resolution  was 

the  same  •as  that  oh  which  the  Chair  had  here- 
tofore given  its  decision,  the  resolution  would  not 

be  regularly  before  the  House. 
The  Clerk  having  stated  thaj  the  resolution  was 

the  same — The  SPEAKER  said  that  it  had  been  irregu- 
larly placed  on  the  files,  and  was  not  therefore 

before  the  House  for  consideration. 

COMPENSATION  TO  MR.  FRY. 

The  resolution  next  in  order  provided  for  the 

payment  to  John  B.  Fry,  who  acted  as  clerk  in  the 
office  of  the  Sergeant-at-arms  during  the  last  ses- 

sion of  Congress,  of  the  extra  compensation  voted 
by  resolution  to  clerks,  messengers,  &c. 

Mr.  ATKINSON  moved  that  the  resolution  be 

laid  on  the  table.  * Mr.  STUART  rose  to  a  question  of  order.  If 
he  was  correct  in  his  recollection,  the  House  had 

the  other  d£y  acted  on  the  same  resolution,  and  it 
was  defeated. 

The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say  that  the 
objection  came  too  late.  It  should  have  been  made 
when  the  resolution  was  offered. 

Mr.  COBB  inquired  whether  it  would  be  in  order 
now  to  move  that  the  rules  be  suspended,  and  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union  ? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 

And  the  question  was  then  taken, and  decided  in 
the  affirmative. 

REFERENCE  OF  PRESIDENT'S  MESSAGE. 
So  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 

the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  (Mr.  Thomp- 
son, of  Indiana,  in  the  chair,)  and  resumed  the 

consideration  of  the  resolution  heretofore  offered  by 

Mr.  Vinton,  referring  the  several  portions  of  the 
message  to  the  appropriate  committee,  and  of  the 

pending  amendments. Mr.  FISHER  (who  was  entitled  to  the  floor  from 

yesterday)  resumed  and  concluded  his  remarks. 
In  the  few  moments  during  which  he  had  spoken 

yesterday,  (he  said,)  he  had  indicated  his  intention 
to  vote  for  that  portion  of  the  resolutions  re- 

ported by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 

and  Means  which  referred  that  part  of  the  Presi- 

dent's message  relative  to  the  tariffs  of  1842  and 
1846  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  ar.d  Means,  and 

against  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  to  refer  it  to  the  Committee  on  Manu- 

factures. It  made  but  little  difference  to  him  to 
what  committee  it  should  be  referred.  He  was 

not  at  all  afraid,  if  a  report  was  made  at  all,  but  it 
would  be  a  report  which  would  do  full  justice  te 

the  subject  of  the  tariff,  and  to  the  President's  mes- 
sage on  that'  subject.  He  thought  it  proper  to 

state,  however,  that,  on  further  reflection  on  the 

subject,  he  adhered  to  the  conclusion  that  it  should 
be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

In  his  opinion,  it  was  necessary  that  a  report  should 

go  before  the  people  at  this  time,  and  with  as  little 
delay  as  possible.  He  knew  it  had  been  said  by 

some  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  House,  that  gen- 
tlemen on  this  side  were  afraid  of  the  influence  of 

the  President's  message  upon  the  country,  and  that 

they  wanted  to  prepare  an, answer  to  it  to  go  out 
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to  the  people.  Very  well;  they  certainly  had 
a  right  to  send  out  documents  to  disabuse  the 
minds  of  the  people  of  the  impressions  made  upon 

them  by  the  false  arguments  of  the  President's 
message;  for  certainly  that  part  of  it  which  referred 
to  the  tariffs  of  1842  and  1846  was  mainly  designed 
as  an  electioneering  document.  It  really  belonged 

not  to  the  message'of  the  President,  but  it  was  in- tended as  an  electioneering  document:  indeed,  about 
five  or  six  of  the-last  columns  of  that  voluminous 

message  were  entirely  devoted  to  that  purpose— to 
electioneering;  and  it  appeared  principally  to  have 
been  made  up  of  scraps,  perhaps  written  by  the 
President  himself—prior  to  the  election,  for  aught 
he  knew — and  designed  for  publication  in  the 

"Union."  But  "Father  Ritchie,"  having  too 
much  prudence,  would  not  allow  them  to  go  out  in 
the  columns  of  his  paper  until  after  the  result  of  the 
election  wa3  known.  Indeed,  the  venerable  editor 
of  the  Union  himself  told  us  that  that  part  of  the 

President's  message  which  related  to  this  subject 
was  written  prior  to  the  election;  and  he  (Mr.  F.) 
presumed  it  was  designed  for  publication  in  the 
columns  of  that  paper,  but  the  President  not  being 
willing  to  have  his  argument  lost  upon  that  subject, 
had  imbodied  it  in  this  message. 
The  message  was  a  medley  of  contradictions, 

sophistry,  and  downright  falsehood,  from  the  be- 
ginning to  the  end,  so  far  as  the  question  of  the 

protective  policy  was  concerned.  He  was  truly 
glad  that  the  President  had  thrown  off  the  cloak 
and  disguise  that  had  covered  the  party  for  years 
gone  by.  They  had  heretofore  denied  that  they 
were  opposed  to  the  old  Republican  party,  and  had 
declared  and  proclaimed  aloud  that  they  were  the 
true  Democracy,  the  old  Republican  party  of  1816; 
and  formerly  they  had  made  attacks  on  the  modern 

Whig  party,  and  endeavored  to  identify  them  with 
the  old  Federal  party  of  days  gone  by.  But  in 
this  document,  strange  to  say,  the  President  had 
thrown  off  this  disguise,  and  laid  hold  of  the  old  Re- 

publican party  of  1816, and  impugned  their  motives 
and  acts  in  every  respect,  though  it  had  never  been 
done  by  any  public  document  which  had  gone  out 
to  the  country  from  a  person  holding  so  elevated  a 
station.  He  (the  President)  attacked  and  impugned 
the  motives  of  the  old  Republican  party  with  a 
virulence  scarcely  equalled  even  by  the  old  Federal 
party.  The  disguise,  then,  was  thrown  off;  the 
Democratic  party  of  the  present  day  were  not  the 
old  Republican  party;  they  avowed  they  were  not; 
they  denounced  the  sentiments,  the  policy,  and  the 
verymotives  of  that  party  of  thatday,  and  (through 
the  President)  declared  that  that  party  were  in 

favor  of  trampling  under  foot  the  poor  for  the  ben- 
efit of  the  rich,  and  of  building  up  monopolies  and 

an  aristocracy  to  override  the  mass  of  the  people; 
that  this  was  the  design  and  the  motive  of  that 

party.  We  found  in  the  message  the  President 
had  said  but  little  about  the  modern  Whig  party — 
very  little.  His  whole  spleen  seemed  to  be  vented 
upon  the  old  Republican  party  of  1816,  whom  he 
denounced  in  unmeasured  terms,  and  whose  meas- 

ures he  said  were  new  measures,  when  it  was  well 
known  that  the  very  policy  which  was  revived  at 
that  day  originated  at  a  period  coeval  with  the 
•foundation  of  the  Government — originated  in 
the  administration  of  General  Washington,  and 
had  been  carried  on,  through  the  various  suc- 

cessive administrations,  down  to  1846.  The  Pres- 
ident told  us,  that  during  the  existence  of  this  policy, 

there  had  great  revulsions  taken  place  in  the  United 
States.  Let  him  (Mr.  F.)  say  that  the  general  re- 

vulsions which  had  taken  place,  from  the  organi- 
zation of  the  Government  clown  to  the  present 

time,  had  taken  place  only  in  the  absence  of  these 
measures  of  the  protective  policy,  and  had  been 
the  very  things  that  had  induced  the  reestablish- 
ment  of  these  measures.  Three  great  general 

comme'rcial  revulsions  had  taken  place  in  this Government  since  its  organization.  The  first  was 
induced  by  the  revolutionary  war,  and  continued 
from  1783  to  1789.  This  revulsion  induced  the 

fathers  of  the  Republic  to  adopt  the  policy  which 
was  adopted  by  them — a  protective  system  and  a 
national  bank.  Again,  after  the  war  of  1812,  the 
nation  was  found  in  debt,  the  President  told  us,  to 
the  amount  of  more  than  $120,000,000.  Very 
well;  it  was  found  necessary  at  this  time  to  re- 

establish the  protective  policy,  which  the  Presi- 

*  dent  said  was  then  a  new  policy,  although  it 
was  the  reviving  of  an  old  policy.  It  was  ren- 

dered necessary  to  pay  off  the  national  debt,  and 
to  relieve  the  country  from  the  effects  of  the  re- 

"  vulsion  under  which  it  was  then  suffering.  The 
Republican  party,  having  the  power  at  that  day, 
revived  the  old  policy,  and  it  paid  off  the  national 
debt,  notwithstanding  we  were  told  here  by  the 
President  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  that 

the  protective  policy  prohibited  foreign  importa- 
tions, reduced  the  revenue,  and  would  finally  bring 

us  to -direct  taxation.  He  asked,  how  did  that  pol- 
icy pay  off  the  debt  of  the  Revolution  and  the  debt 

ofthe  warof  1812?  Did  itdrive  out  foreign  imports? 
Was  the  Government  driven  to  direct  taxation? 

How  happened  it,  then,  that  these  successive  heavy 
debts  had  been  all  paid  off  under  a  protective 

policy,  and  that,  too,  of  a  very  high  character? 
This,  then,  proved  the  falsity  of  the  doctrine,  that 
the  protective  policy  would  prohibit  foreign  im- 

portations to  such  an  extent  as  to  bring  us  to  direct 
taxation;  for  it  was.- the  only  policy  that  had  ever 
paid  off  the  debt  of  the  Government,  and  the  only 
policy  that  ever  would.  Let  it  be  remarked,  that 
upon  all  occasions,  in  the  absence  of  this  policy, 
this  Government  and  the  nation  had  become  in- 

volved in  debt.  Look  back,  for  instance,  to  1840 
and  1841:  what  was  the  condition  of  the  country 
then  ?  We  had  a  tariff  of  ad  valorem  duties  of  20 

per  cent.,  and  a  universal  revulsion  took  place 

throughout  the  United  States,  and  the  Govern- 
ment, though  in  a  time  of  profound  peace,  became 

involved,  under  the  operation  of  these  ad  valorem 
duties,  in  a  debt  of  several  millions  of  dollars. 
How  was  this  debt  paid  off?  Why,  by  the  revival 

of  the  same  policy  that  paid  the  debt  of  the  Revolu- 
tion and  ofthe  war  of  1S12,  established  under  the 

administration  of  John  Tyler. 

Hence,  so  far  from  its  being  true  that  the  pro- 
tective policy  induced  commercial  and  business 

revulsions  throughout  the  country,  precisely  the 
reverse  was  the  fact.  No  general  revulsion  had 

taken  place  except  in  the  absence  of  these  meas- 
ures; but,  on  all  occasions  in  the  absence  of  them, 

commercial  revulsions  had  prevailed,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment had  been  obliged  again  to  adopt  them. 

We  were  now  involved  in  a  national  debt  again, 
and  a  universal  revulsion  would  as  certainly  come 
as  we  were  a  nation  at  this  time,  in  one  or  two 

years  at  most,  unless  the  policy  of  the  Government 
was  changed.  What  had  prevented  its  taking 
place  before  this  time  ?  Why,  the  only  reason  had 
been  the  famine  in  Europe.  Gentlemen  laughed 
at  the  famine  in  Europe  being  assigned  as  the 
cause;  did  they  not  recollect  that  thousands  had 
starved  to  death  there,  and  that  millions  of  dollars 

in  grain  and  breadstuffs  had  been  sent  from  this 

country  to  supply  the  foreign  demand?  It  was 
this  alone  that  had  prevented  a  general  revulsion 
from  taking  place  ere  this  time.  We  were  told 
that  the  only  cause  for  the  present  reduction  in  the 

prices  of  our  agricultural  products,  was  the  revul- 
sions, revolutions,  and  wars  that  had  taken  place 

in  Europe;  but  these  causes,  every  reasonable  man 
knew,  would  only  furnish  a  better  market  therefor 
our  breadstuffs. 

He  would  now  proceed  to  say  a  few  things  on 

the  subject  of  the  tariff,  and  he  wished  the  atten- 
tion of  the  committee,  especially  to  his  remarks 

upon  this  subject,  as  he  might  advance  some  ideas 
that  might  not  be  altogether  in  accordance  with  the 
views  entertained  by  his  own  political  party.  He 

did 'not  profess  to  be  thoroughly  conversant  with 
this  subject;  and  if  he  assumed  positions  that  were 
untenable,  he  hoped  to  be  corrected  by  his  oppo- 

nents or  by  his  friends. 

The  main  opposition  existing  against  the  pro- 
tective policy — in  fact  he  might  say  the  only  oppo- 
sition, because  all  the  objections,  in  whatever  form 

they  might  be  brought  forward,  resolved  them- 
selves into  these — was  based  upon  three  grounds: 

It  was  contended,  first,  that  the  protective  policy 

was  unconstitutional;  second,  that-under  the  pro- 
tective policy  the  duty  was  added  to  the  price  of 

the  article,  and  that  the  poor  consumer  had  it  to 
pay;  and  third,  it  was  said  the  protective  policy 
prohibited  importations,  and  would  thus  drive  us 
to  direct  taxation  for  the  support  of  Government. 
He  knew  of  no  objections  that  did  not  resolve 
themselves  into  one  of  these  three  positions. 

If  these  objections  were  correct,  he  admitted 
that  the  protective  policy  ought  not  to  be  estab- 

lished; but  he  wished  to  introduce  a  few  argu- 
ments, to  show  why  he  did  not  believe  these 

positions  Fie  admitted  the  premise  of  one,  but 
denied  the  conclusion,  viz:  That  the  protective 

policy  prohibited  importations,  he  admitted,  but 
he  denied  the  conclusion  that  it  would  drive  us  to 

direct  taxation.  It  prohibited  importations  to  a 
certain  extent;  if  it  was  to  prohibit  them  entirely, 
as  a  matter  of  course  it  would  drive  us  to  direct 
taxation.  But  this  it  never  had  done,  and  never 
would  do. 

With  regard  to  the  constitutionality  or  uncon- 
stitutionality of  the  protective  policy,  it  appeared 

that  the  question  should  be  settled  in  the  mind  of 
every  honest  man.  It  was  a  policy  coeval  with 
our  Government.  The  very  first  Congress  assem- 

bled under  our  Constitution  enacted  a  protective 
tariff  law,  the  preamble  of  which  expressly  de- 

clared, that  it  was  "for  the  collection  of  revenue, 
for  the  encouragement  and  protection  of  the  man- 

ufactures of  the  country."  That  was  the  design 
of  that  law;  that  was  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  under  every  administration  of  the  Gov- 

ernment, from  that  time  down  to  the  present 
administration. 

The  second,  and  the  most  formidable  position — 
that  by  which  the  opponents  of  the  protective 
system  managed  greatly  to  prejudice  the  minds  of 
the  poorer  classes,  of  the  community — was  the 
argument,  or  the  assertion,  (he  called  it  an  argu- 

ment, but  really  it  was-an  assertion,  a  mere  beg- 
ging of  the  question,  as  the  logicians  say;  an 

assuming  without  proof  the  very  point  in  contro- 
versy,) that  the  consumer  pays  the  duty.  Now, 

he  denied  that  the  consumer  had  the  duty  to  pay 
under  the  protective  system.  Pie  did  not  know 

that  he  should  be  sustained  by  all  his  Whig- 
friends,  but  he  took  the  ground  that  the  price  of 
imported  goods  to  the  consumer  was  not  increased 
by  the  amount  of  the  duty  levied  under  the  pro- 

tective system.  What  were  the  facts  on  this  sub- 
ject? On  referring  to  our  experience  under  the 

protective  policy,  if  it  was  found  that  the  duty 
was  added  to  the  original  cost  of  the  article,  and 
the  article  sold  so  much  higher, — if  this  had  ever 
taken  place  under  any  protective  tariff,  then  of 
course  he  would  yield  the  point.  If  it  had  taken 
place,  it  was  capable  of  demonstration. 

He  called  upon  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  to 
bring  forward  the  prices  current,  prior  and  subse- 

quent to  the  going  into  operation  of  any  of  our 
protective  tariffs;  and  if  it  was  true,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  that  imported  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
subsequent  to  the  taking  effect  of  any  tariff  law, 
sold  as  much  higher  than  they  did  prior  to  that 
time,  as  the  amount  of  duty  levied,  then  they  had 
gained  their  point;  but  if  they  could  not  do  so, 
then  they  had  failed.  ,  He  said  that  no  protective 
tariff,  from  the  beginning  of  the  Government,  had 
enhanced  the  prices  of  goods  generally;  it  might 
have  had  that  effect  with  reference  to  some  articles, 

but   upon   the  average   it    never   had,   from    the 
first  to  the  last.     Let  them  go  back  to  the  tariff  of 

1842.     What  was  its  result?"    Had  not  the  Whiga told  their  opponents  and  the  country  that  the  duty 
would  not  be  added  to  the  price  of  the  article,  and 
that  the  goods  would  not  sell  that  amount  higher? 
And  had  it  not  been  contended  by  the  other  party, 
from  the  President  and  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
down   to  the  smallest-  two-penny  newspaper  or 
stump  speaker,  that  the  duty  would  be  added,  and 
the  consumer  would  have  to  pay  it?    The  tariff  of 
1842  went  into  operation:  did  it  increase  the  price 
of  goods?     Could  gentlemen  show,  by  invoices  of 
merchandise  prior  and  subsequent  to  its  going  into 
operation,  that  the  duty  it  imposed  was  added  to 
the  previous  cost  of  goods?    The  truth  was,  and 
must   be   acknowledged   by  every  man  with   an 
honest  heart,  that,  according  to  the  predictions  of 
the  Whig  party,  the  prices  of  goods  generally, 
and  almost  universally,  did  fall,  after  the  tariff  of 
1842  went  into  operation.     It  was  true,  that  in 
about  a  year  after  its  taking  effect,  the  prices  of 
cotton   goods  rose  to  a  considerable  degree;  but 
the  cause  of  this  was,  that  the  price  of  the  raw 
material  ros^  (which  he  presumed,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  was  no  disadvantage  to  the  cotton-planter,) 
and  hence,  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  the  price  of 
the  component  parts  having  risen,  the  price  ofthe 
materia]  rose  also.     The  truth  of  the  case  was, 

that,  prior  to  the  tariff  of  1842,  our  manufactories, 
many  of  them,  had  been  obliged  to  stop,  and  the 
laborers  had  been  turned  out  of  employment;  but, 
after  the  tariff  of  1842,  they  had  again  gone  into 

operation,  and  again  employed  their  laborers  at 
good   prices,   and  yet   the   prices  of  goods  were 
lower.     But  their  opponents  asked,  How  was  this 
possible?  for,  unless  the  duty  is  added  to  the  price 
of  the  goods,  it  would  not  be  a  protection.     How 
was-  it  possible,  asked  they,  that  when  the  manu- 
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factories  again  went  into  operation,  the  prices  of 

their  goods  fell,  and  became  lower  than  they  were 

when  they  ceased  operation?  They  took  this  po- 
sition: If  the  duty  is  not  added  to  the  price  of  the 

article,  of  course  it  will  not  be  protection. 

Now,  he  took  directly  the  opposite  position.  He 

said  if  the  duty  wasadded  to  the  priceof  the  article, 

it  would  not  be  protection.  A?  a  matter  of  course, 

if  the  duty  was  added  to  the  price  of  the  article, 

the  goods  came  in  from  foreign  countries  precisely 

as  they  did  before,  so  far  as  the  interests  of  the 

foreign  manufacturer,  or  importer  were  concerned. 
Here  was  where  the  opponents  of  a  protective  tariff 
were  in  error.  They  could  see  protection  in  nothing 
but  in  increase  of  prices,  when,  in  truth,  it  did  not 
consist  in  that.  In  what,  then,  did  it  consist?  It 

was  in  the  furnishing  a  market — a  steady,  regular 
market.  "  Protection"  did  not  mean  the  enhancing 
of  prices.  If  you  were  to  order  your  son  to  go  and 

protect  your  farm  from  the  ravages  of  your  neigh- 
bor's cattle,  which  had  broken  in,  and  were  de- 

stroying your  crops,  it  would  not  be  protection  for 
him  to  go  out  to  cultivate  your  corn  and  other 

crops,  while  your  fence  was  down,  but  for  him  to 

put  up  the  fence  and  protect  you  hereafter  from  the 

ravages  of  your  neighbor's  beasts,  that  they  might 
no  longer  come  in  and  destroy  the  crops,  precisely 
as  foreigners  come  in  and  destroy  our  market, 
unless  it  was  protected  for  our  manufacturers. 

Mr.  LAHM  said,  he  understood  his  colleague, 

that  the  object  of  protection  was  to  drive  foreign- 
ers out  of  the  country,  and  keep  the  market  ex- 

clusively for  ourselves:  he  asked  the  gentleman, 
would  he  be  in  favor  of  making  his  protection  so 
high  as  to  bring  about  that  result? 

Mr.  FISHER  replied,  he  had  said  in  the  outset 
that  the  friends  of  protection  had  never  designed 
to  have  a  tariff  so  high  as  to  amount  to  an  entire 
exclusion  of  foreign  manufactures,  but  they  did 
desire  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  certain  goods. 

Mr.  LAHM  wished  to  know  where  the  gentle- 
man would  stop?  where  he  drew  the  line  of  de- 

marcation between  exclusion  and  prohibition? 
Mr.  FISHER  said,  the  party  with  whom  he 

acted  had  always  contended  for  a  revenue  tariff, 
with  discriminations  in  favor  of  protection;  and 
they  would  prohibit  the  importation  of  certain 
articles.  Under  the  tariff  of  1842,  we  had  received 

about  $100,000,000  worth  of  foreign  imports  annu- 
ally; from  the  duties  levied  by  that  tariff  upon  the 

dutiable  goods,  we  had  received  revenue  enough 
to  meet  the  current  expenses  of  the  Government, 
and  pay  off  the  public  debt  which  had  accrued 
under  the  previous  low  tariff.  And  that  tariff  had, 
in  addition,  brought  a  surplus  into  the  treasury. 
But  since  the  tariff  had  been  reduced  about  one- 
third,  it  now  took  $150,000,000  of  importations  to 
raise  the  same  amount  of  revenue  as  the  tariff  of 

1842  did,  or  $100,000,000  of  importations.  Yes; 
we  protected  the  manufacturers,  and  the  mechanics 
of  this  country,  by  prohibiting  $50,0Q0,U00  worth 
of  goods  from  coming  in. 

Mr.  LAHM  wished  to  ask  his  colleague  one 
other  question.  If  it  was  legitimate  to  exclude 

$50,000,000  of  the  importations,  when  they  amount- 
ed to  $150,000,000,  why  did  not  the  same  princi- 
ple hold  good  to  the  exclusion  of  fifty  additional 

millions,  or  of  the  whole? 
Mr.  FISHER  replied,  that  it  was  in  our  power 

to  do  so,  but  it  was  not  necessary  for  protection, 
nor  was  it  desirable,  because  we  did  not  expect  to 
manufacture  all  the  articles  which  were  consumed 

in  the  country. 
But  with  reference  to  the  other  point,  all  would 

admit  that  importations  could  be  and  were  prohib- 
ited by  protective  tariffs  to  a  certain  extent.  This 

was  admitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
and  by  the  President,  and  by  all;  and  yet  in  the 
same  report,  and  in  the  same  message,  we  were 
told  that  the  consumer  had  the  duty  to  pay.  Now, 
if  the  President  or  Secretary  or  any  gentleman  on 
this  floor  would  reconcile  these  two  positions,  then 
he  was  willing  to  become  a  free-trade  man.  The 
positions  that  a  protective  tariff  prohibited  foreign 
importations,  and  at  the  same  time  that  the  duty 
was  added  to  the  price  of  the  article  to  be  paid  by 
the  consumer,  were  entirely  inconsistent.  Now, 
the  truth  was,  that  a  protective  tariff  would  pro- 

hibit importations  to  a  certain  extent,  and  this  was 
proof  positive  that  the  consumer  did  not  pay  the 
duty.  Suppose,  by  way  of  illustration,  that  with- 

out a  duty  a  hat  could  be  procured  here  of  the  for- 
eign importer  for  $3,  arid  suppose  that  Congress 

laid  a  duty  upon  it  of  $1,  the  duty  added  to  the 

original  cost  would  be  $4.  Supposing  the  doctrine 
was  correct  that  the  consumer  paid  the  duty,  the 
hat  would  then  sell  for  $4  instead  of  $3.  He  asked, 

would  that  have  an  effect  to  prohibit  the  importa- 
tion of  hats?  Not  at  all,  because  the  importer 

would  sell  his  hat  for  $4  instead  of  $3,  and,  paying 
the  $1  duty  to  the  Government,  would  take  home 
his  $3  net  proceeds,  as  before. 

Mr.  LAHM  inquired  who,  in  that  case,  paid 
the  addiiionai  duty  of  a  dollar  upon  the  price  of  a 
hat.  Was  it  the  man  who  consumed  the  hat  or 
not? 

Mr.  FISHER  replied  that  the  gentleman  did  not 
understand  the  subject  at  all.  [Laughter.]  He 
had  denied  that  the  duty  was  added  to  the  price  of 
the  hat;  and  the  fact  that  it  was  not  was  the  reason 
(and  a  good  reason  it  was  too,)  why  it  prohibited 

the  importation,  to  some  extent,  because  the  im- 
porter, instead  of  taking  home  three  dollars,  took 

home  two.  So  also,  if  a  duty  of  ten  dollars  was  levied, 
and  the  hat,  after  that,  (according  to  the  doctrine 
of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side,)  sold  for  thirteen 
dollars,  the  importer,  after  paying  the  ten  dollars 
to  the  Government,  would  still  have  three  dollars 
net  proceeds,  as  before;  and  the  duty  would  be  no 
prohibition  at  all  upon  the  importation.  The  very 
reason  that  the  duty  did  prohibit  importations  was 
because  the  importer  paid  it,  and  it  was  not  added 
to  the  price  of  the  goods.  Hence  the*  two  positions, 
that  the  consumer  had  the  duty  to  pay,  and  that  it 
prohibited  importations,  could  not  be  reconciled. 
If  any  man  could  make  out  these  positions  to  be 
correct,  he  (Mr.  F.)  would  give  up  the  argument. 

Again:  what  was  the  re.ason  that  manufactories 
could  now  go  into  operation,  and  sell  at  lower  rates 
than  they  could  previous  to  the  tariff  of  1842?  This 
was  easily  accounted  for.  It  was  because  capitalists 
turned  their  capital  oftener.  Prior  to  the  enact- 

ment of  the  tariff  of  1842  the  market  was  glutted 
by  foreign  importations.  Manufacturers  invested 
all  their  capital  in  goods.  These  goods  all  lay 
dead  upon  their  hands.  They  could  not  sell  them 
at  any  price.  Hence,  many  of  the  manufacturing 
concerns  of  the  country  had  to  stop.  But  the  tariff 
of  1842,  by  prohibiting  to  a  certain  extent  foreign 
importations,  gave  a  market  to  our  own  manufac- 

tures. These  establishments  again  went  into  oper- 
ation. They  sold  as  fast  as  they  could  manufac- 

ture, and  of  course  they  sold  lower.  He  would 
briefly  illustrate  his  point:  Suppose  tharthere  were 
two  merchants  in  the  city  of  Washington,  each 

employing  a  capital  of  twenty  thoussnd  dollars. 
One  of  them  would  sell  tardily;  he  would  turn  his 
capital  once  a  year  at  a  profit  of  forty  per  cent. 
The  other  would  turn  it  four  times  a  year.  Of 
course  the  latter  could  undersell  the  former  thirty 
per  cent.,  and  make  as  much  rnoney. 

For  example:  if  he  sold  at  a  profit  of  ten  per 

cent,  and  turned  his  capital'  four  times,  it  would 
amount  to  as  much  profit  as  would  be  received  on 
the  same  amount  of  capital  turned  but  once  with  a 
profit  of  forty  percent.;  and  consequently,  twenty 
thousand  dollars  turned  four  times  would  be  as 

much  money  in  the  hands  of  the  capitalist  as  eighty 
thousand  dollars  turned  but  once.  And  this  was 

the  secret.  All  the  manufacturing  establishments 
could  sell  at  a  lower  rate  than  they  did  before. 
And  this  was  the  way  the  protective  policy  would 
operate.  Now,  if  Congress  were  to  lay  a  duty  of 
fifty  per  cent,  in  addition  to  the  duty  which  now 
existed  upon  foreign  importations,  and  the  goods 
would  rise  that  much,  it  would  not  prohibit  im- 

portations, but  would  step  over  manufactures  just 
as  the  tariff  did  now.  And  therefore  it  was  entirely 
incorrect  to  say  that  the  duty  was  added  to  the 
price,  and  that  the  consumer  had  to  pay  the  duty. 
This  stood  in  diametrical  opposition  to  the  position 
that  the  protective  duty  prohibited  foreign  import- 

ations. If  any  gentleman  could  reconcile  these 
positions,  he  (Mr.  F.)  would,  he  repeated,  abandon 

the  argument. 
If  gentlemen  would  read  that  portion  of  the 

message  of  the  President,  they  would  see  that  he 
assumed  this  position — that  the  consumer  had  to 
pay  the  duty  ;  that  it  was  oppressive  upon  the 
poor,  whilst  it  enriched  the  wealthy  capitalist  of 
the  country.  The  President  placed  himself  en- 

tirely on  that  position.  Now,  any  man  conversant 
with  the  subject  knew  that  this  was  not  the  com- 

mon operation  of  trade  in  this  country.  He  (Mr. 

F.)  had  been  brought  up  a  farmer — he  had  fol- 
lowed that  pursuit-  nearly  all  his  life.  Every 

farmer  knew  that  the  statement  was  not  correct. 

Suppose  that  a  farmer  lived  out  of  this  city  a  dis- 

tance of  some  fifty  miles,  and  that,  corning  to 
market  with  his  wagon-load  of  flour,  he  paid  a  toll 
at  several  gates:  by  the  time  he  arrived  here,  his 

flour  had  cost  him  a  toll  of  twenty-five  cents  per 
barrel.  He  offered  it  in  market,  and,  if  he  be- 

lieved this  doctrine,  asked  six  dollars  and  twenty- 
five  cents  per  barrel.  What  said  the  merchant? 

His  reply  would  be,  "  I  can  buy  itat  six  dollars/' 
"  No  matter,"  the  farmer  would  reply,  "  I  had  to 
pay  toll  to  the  amount  of  twenty-five  cents.  If 
the  doctrine  of  my  party  is  correct,  the  tollage  is 
added  to  the  price  of  the  article,  and  the  consumer 

has  to  pay  it."  The  merchant  would  laugh. 
He  would  say,  "  I  tell  you,  you  must  take  the 
market  price  for  your  flour,  or  you  cannot  sell  it 
at  all.  You  would  be  right  if  there  were  no  other 
flour  in  market;  but  mind,  you  come  in  competi- 

tion with  others,  and  hence  you  must  -be  content 

to  get  the  market  price,  whatever  that  may  be." 
Precisely  such  was  the  case  with  foreign  manufac- 

turers. They  might  add  the  duty  to  the  price  of 
the  article,  but  they  would  come  in  competition 
with  other  manufacturers,  and  must  therefore  sell 
at  the  market  price.  But  under  the  present  lav/, 
in  a  short  time,  they  would  not  meet  our  manu- 

facturers in  competition,  because  the  latter  would 
be  broken  down.  If  they  did  come  in  competition, 
under  the  protective  policy,  they  must  take  the 
market  price,  whatever  that  might  be,  and  ask 
whatever  price  they  pleased.  This  was  the  course 
of  our  trade.  Every  man  who  had  ever  been  con- 

cerned in  trade  knew  it  to  be  so. 

He  knew  it  had  been  said,  that  the  cotton  planter 
of  the  South  had  been  injured  by  the  operation  of 
the  protective  policy.  When  he  spoke  of  the  South 
in  this  connection,  he  meant  the  cotton  planters  and 
rice  growers  only,  because  they  only  had  reason 
to  complain.  The  agriculturists  of  the  South, 
he  presumed,  had  no  reason  to  complain.  If  he 
was  correct  in  this  position,  that  goods  did  not  sell 
higher,  but  lower,  under  the  protective  policy  than 
under  that  of  free  trade,  what  reason  had  the  cotton 
planter  to  complain?  Why  was  he  dissatisfied 
with  the  tariff  of  1842?  He  did  not  pay  higher 
for  his  goods  under  that  tariff  than  he  had  paid 
before  its  enactment.  Why,  then,  he  repeated, 

should  the  cotton  planter  be  dissatisfied  with  it? 
For  if  he  did  not  pay  the  tax  by  increased  prices, 
then  he  did  not  pay  it  at  all ;  for  that  was  the  only 
means  by  which  he  could  pay  it.  The  only  con- 

troversy was,  then,  in  relation  to  that  point.  The 
opponents  of  the  protective  policy  said  that  the 
poor  man  was  taxed;  that  he  paid  this  duty  to  the 
manufacturer;  whilst  the  truth  was,  that  although 
he  (Mr.  F.)  acknowledged  that  the  duty  was  a  tax, 
yet  it  was  a  tax  upon  the  foreign  importer,  which 
the  foreign  importer  paid  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  It  was  a  bounty  paid  by  foreigners 

— not  by  the  consumer — by  the  importer,  to  the 
Government  for  the  privilege  of  selling  his  goods 
in  our  market.  If  this  was  so,  and  if  the  dutj 
was  not  added  to  the  price  of  the  article,  wl 
should  the  cotton  and  rice  grower  object  to  it? 

At  the  present  time  we  had  in  operation  a  sys- 
tem of  free  trade,  as  it  was  called.  But  let  him 

ask  the  cotton  planter  whether  there  had  e^er  been 
a  time,  since  the  formation  of  the  Government, 
when  the  prices  of  cotton  were  lower  than  they 
were  at  present?  If  such  was  the  fact,  and  if  it 
were  true  that  our  goods,  wares,  and  merchan- 

dise, cost  no  more  under  the  protective  policy  than 
under  a  system  of  free  trade,  what  objection  was 
there  to  it?     He  could  see  no  reason  for  it. 

It  was  said  that  the  farmers  of  the  country  com- 

plained. He,  (Mr.  F.,)  as  a  farmer,  did  not  com- 
plain. The  farmers  did  not  need  much  direct 

protection.  What  they  wanted,  was  a  market  for 
their  products,  and  it  was  to  their  advantage  that 
the  market  should  be  as  convenient  to  them  as 

possible.  The  more  convenient,  the  better  for 
them.  The  opponents  of  protection  declared  that 
all  our  workshops  should  be  in  Europe,  and  the 
farmers  in  this  country.  Let  him  say,  that  no 

agricultural  country,  at  a  distance  from  a  manu- 
facturing country,  could  compete  with  that  manu- 
facturing country;  because  the  produce  of  the  for- 

mer never  could  be  taken  to  market,  on  account  of 
the  bulk  and  the  cost  of  transportation.  Could  we 
take  our  corn,  wheat,  pork,  &c,  to  China?  No; 
it  would  not  pay  cost  to  do  so.  But  we  could 
build  up  manufactures  in  our  own  country,  and 
make  the  world  our  market.  We  could  build  up 

manufactures;  we  could  take  some  from  the  pur- 
suits of  farming,  and  we  could  put  them  into  our 
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workshops;  and  thus  divide  the  labor  of  our  coun- 
try. The  produce  which  they  consumed  would 

become  a  constituent  part  of  the  goods;  and  thus 
our  produce  could  be  taken  to  China  and  sold, 
not  in  the  crude  state,  but  in  the  shape  of  cotton 

goods. 
Suppose  we  were  to  say  to  the  iron  manufac- 

turers of  Pennsylvania,  It  is  to  your  advantage  to 
take  your  coal  and  iron  ore,  without  manufactur- 

ing it,  to  Europe,  and  then  let  it  be  brought  back 
and  sold  here,  and  let  them  manufacture  it  there. 
Would  that  be  proper?  Surely  not.  Just  so  it 
would  be  in  relation  to  agricultural  products.  We 
could  not  take  them,  with  advantage,  to  foreign 
countries.  We  must  build  up  a  home  market. 
That  would  not  destroy  our  foreign  market.  We 
knew  that  to  be  so.  Precisely  so  with  the  cotton 

planters.  «If  they  went  against  the  protective  sys- 
tem, they  would  destroy  their  home  market  for 

cotton;  and  thus  be  in  the  same  condition  with 

the  farmer,  that  is,  they  would  only  have  the  for- 
eign market.  Hence,  we  should  be  placed  at  the 

mercy  of  the  foreign  market  alone.  There  would 
be  no  competition.  Therefore,  it  could  not  be  to 
the  advantage  of  the  agriculturists  to  destroy  our 
own  manufactures. 

He  was  aware  that  the  West  labored  under  the 

disadvantage  of  having  its  markets  in  the  East. 
Much  more  disadvantageous  would  it  be  if  that 
market  had  to  be  sought  in  Europe.  It  would  be 
to  the  advantage  of  Ohio  to  build  up  manufactures 
in  that  State,  and  a  regular  system  of  protection 
would  accomplish  that  object;  and  whatever  would 

give  a  market  for  the  farmer's  produce,  would  be 
an  advantage  to  the  farmer.  This  could  be  accom- 

plished only  by  building  up  manufactures. 
He  had  now  said  about  all  that  he  cared  to  say 

at  this  time.  He  would  not  have  said  even  so 

much,  but  that  he  did  not  suppose  that  there  was 
any  probability  that  he  might,  for  some  time  to 
come,  obtain  the  floor  again.  He  had  just  thrown 
out  these  few  arguments  and  ideas,  in  order  that, 
if  gentlemen  could  refute  them,  they  should  do  so. 
He  would  like  to  hear  them.  He  would  like,  gen- 

tlemen on  the  opposite  side  of  the  question  to 
substantiate,  if  they  could,  the  proposition  which 
had  been  put  forth  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  The 
President,  in  the  course  of  his  argument,  main- 

tained that  the  duty  was  added  to  the  price  of  the 
goods,  and  that  the  consumer  had  to  pay  it.  In 
addition  to  this,  it  was  seen  that  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  contended  that  the  protective  policy 
prohibited  foreign  importations,  and  that  hence  it 
would  drive  us  to  direct  taxation.  If  these  two 

positions  could  be  brought  together  and  reconciled, 
he  (Mr.  F.)  would  like  to  see  it  done. 

But  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  was  arguing  strangely,  for  if  he  (Mr.  P.) 
understood  his  report,  it  certainly  went  entirely  in 
favor  of  the  doctrine  of  free  trade.  It  was  for  no 

trfriff  whatsoever;  if  he  did  not  mean  that,  his  ar- 
guments were  as  much  in  opposition  tu  a  revenue 

tariff  as  to  the  protective  policy.  The  Secretary, 
as  Mr.  F.  understood,  went  in  for  entire  free  trade 

and  direct  taxation.  If  the  opponents  of  the  pro- 
tective policy  were  consistent  upon  this  subject, 

and  believed  that  the  consumer  in  our  country  had 
the  duty  to  pay,  why  had  they  not  changed  the 
whole  policy  of  the  Government,  so  as  not  to 
compel  him  to  pay  it?  Why  had  they  not  taken 

off'  all  duties  on  foreign  imports  and  laid  them 
upon  exports  to  foreign  countries,  because,  accord- 

ing to  their  doctrine,  the  foreign  consumer  would 
have  to  pay  them?  Why  would  gentlemen  com- 

pel the  home  consumer  to  pay  the  expenses  of  our 
Government  instead  of  the  foreign  consumer? 

Mr.  F.  having  concluded,  the  Chairman  gave 
the  floor  to 

Mr.  LAHM,  who  proceeded  to  remark,  that  he 
had  not  obtained  the  floor  for  the  purpose  of 
making  a  speech  on  the  tariff,  and  that  if  it  had 
not  been  for  a  few  positions  which  had  been  ad- 

vanced by  his  colleague,  [Mr.  Fisher,]  he  (Mr. 
L.)  should  not  have  sought  the  floor  at  all,  for  he 
admitted  that  he  was  as  little  acquainted  with  the 
tariff  as  with  any  other  political  subject.  But  it 
seemed  to  him  that  there  were  some  self-evident 
truths  and  positions  that  must  be  apparent  to  any 
individual  who  had  given  the  subject  any  consid- 

eration whatever. 

In  the  first  place,  he  would  come  for  a  moment  or 

two  to  the  question  immediately  before'the  House; 
thai  was  to  say,  as  to  the  reference  of  that  part  of 

the  President's  message  which  related  to  the  tariffs 
of  1842  and  1846.  It  was  proposed  to  strike  out 

of  the  original  resolution  the  words  "  tariff's  of 
1842  and  1846,''  and  substitute  in  their  place  a 
reference  of  the  whole  subject  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures. 
Now,  he  would  ask  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 

of  the  House,  what  was  the  object  of  the  institu- 
tion of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means?  It 

seemed  to  him  that  the  province  of  that  committee 
was  to  provide  nfeans  to  carry  on  the  affairs  of  the 
Government.  Such,  in  his  judgment,  was  the 
legitimate  object  for  which  that  committee  had 
been  created.  It  was  a  committee  which  had  been 

in  existence  ever  since  the  organization  of  the 
Government,  because  the  necessity  of  its  existence 
had  been  apparent  ever  since  that  time. 

But  according  to  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Marvin,]  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures  had  been  raised  at  a  subsequent 

period.  It  seemed  that  it  had  been  raised  to  grat- 
ify the  objects  .of  certain  politicians  who  could  not 

carry  out  the  measure  of  protection  by  referring 
the  subject  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means; 
and  that  with  a  view  to  accomplish  their  ends,  an 

additional  committee  was  to  be  appointed — a  Com- 
mittee on  Manufactures. 

What  was  the  object  of  a  tariff?  Why  did  we 
pass  revenue  laws  at  all  ?  To  raise  means  to  pay 
the  expenses  of  the  Government,  and  to  defray  its 
debts,  if  any  debts  it  had.  And  if  laws  for  these 

purposes  were  to  -be  passed,  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  was  the  proper  committee  tto 
have  charge  of  the  subject.  Why,  then,  he  would 
ask,  should  not  the  whole  subject  be  referred  to 
that  committee? 

But  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Gree- 
ley] had  told  them,  very  plainly,  what  the  object 

of  the  contemplated  reference  was.  Pie  had  said, 
that  art  indictment  had  gone  forth  to  the  country 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  and  the 

Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  against  that  party 
which  had  recently  succeeded  in  the  Presidential 
election.  He  (Mr.  L.)  knew  before  it  was  thus 
openly  avowed,  what  the  object  of  gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  was.  He  knew  that  they 
felt  the  force  of  the  message  of  the  President,  and 
of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  He 

knew  that  Ujey  felt  the  truth  of  the  position,  that 
the  declarations  of  gentlemen,  made  when  the 
Democratic  party  was  about  to  repeal  the  tariff 
act  of  1842,  had  not  been  made  good;  that  the 
predictions  made  by  Mr.  Webster  and  other 

gentlemen  on  that  side  of  the  question,  that  a  re- 
vulsion would  overtake  the  business  and  ruin  the 

affairs  of  the  country,  had  not  been  realized.  Gen- 
tlemen knew  that  something  must  go  to  the  coun- 

try from  them,  to  counteract  with  their  political 
friends  the  arguments  of  the  message  of  the  Pres- 

ident, and  of  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.  They  had  therefore  avowed  that  to  be 
their  object.  The  business  of  the  House,  and  the 
interests  of  the  country,  it  seemed,  must  all  yield 
to  their  political  wishes  and  considerations.  The 
gentlemen  who  desired  a  select  committee  should 
have  asked  at  once  for  a  select  committee,  to  be 

chosen  from  their  own  friends,  and  that  the  sub- 

ject might  be  referred  to  that  committee  with  ex- 
press instructions  to  report  to  the  country  an 

argument  in  opposition  to  that  of  the  President 
and  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  This  would 

have  been  laying  the  matter  open  at  once — this 
would  have  been  walking  boldly  up  to  it — this 
would  have  been  giving  a  full  sweep  and  fair  play. 
For  his  own  part,  if  gentlemen  desired  to  have  a 
committee  composed  of  their  own  friends,  he  was 
willing  to  give  it  them.  Let  them  have  it,  and  let 
them  make  their  report  to  the  country.  Any  re- 

port they  could  make  in  reply  to  the  message, 

would  only  prove  its  truth — would  only  demon- 
strate the  force  of  its  reasoning,  the  correctness  of 

its  conclusions,  and  the  wisdom  of  the  policy 

which  had  been  adopted  by  the  Administration  in 
relation  to  this  great  and  important  subject.  He 
feared  no  report  that  could  be  sent  abroad.  He 
wished  the  country  to  see  all  that  could  be  said  on 
both  sides,  for  and  against  the  policy — to  compare 
them,  and  to  draw  conclusions  accordingly.  But 
he  submitted  to  the  House,  whether  the  whole 

object  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  had  not 
been  satisfied?  whether  his  colleague  from  Ohio, 

[Mr.  Fisher,]  had  not  stepped  in  this  morning, 
and  accomplished  all  that  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  proposed  to  accomplish  by  a  committee? 

The  gentleman  had  made  a  full  and  elabdTate  reply 
to  the  President  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
That  speech  would  go  abroad  to  the  country;  it 
would  go  abroad  as  an  argument  emanating  from 
one  of  the  champions  of  a  protective  tariff  in  this 
House;  as  an  argument  in  reply  to  the  President, 
as  the  sentinels  of  that  side  of  the  House,  on  the 

great  questit  n  of  the  tariff.  He  suggested,  there- 
fore, to  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  whether  his 

whole  purpose  had  not  now  been  accomplished, 
and  whether  he  was  not  willing  to  abandon  his 

proposition. 
He  would  here  remark,  that  he  had  never, 

either  publicly  or  privately,  committed  himself  to 

the  tariff  of  1842  or  to  the  tariff-  of  1846.  When 
he  was  a  candidate  for  a  seat  in  this  Hall,  he  had 
refused  to  commit  himself  to  either  of  these  laws, 
because  he  had  believed  then,  as  he  believed  now, 

that  some  modifications  might  perhaps  be  re- 
quired in  the  tariff  of  1846.  But  he  had  no  hesi- 

tation in  saying  that  he  had  always  been  of  the 
opinion,  that  the  tariff  of  1846  was  infinitely  su- 

perior to  the  tariff  of  1842. 
Something  had  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from 

Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Thompson]  yesterday,  in  re- 
gard to  the  ad  valorem  system;  and  here  let  him 

remark,  that  he  (Mr,  L.)  was  in  favor  of  the  ad 
valorem  system,  and  of  discriminations  under  that 
system.  He  was  in  favor  of  raising  revenue  by 

djuties  on  imports,  just  sufficient  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Government,  economically  adminis- 

tered; and  in  raising  that  amount  of  revenue,  he 
would  discriminate,  not  as  the  tariff  of  1842  did, 

in  favor  of  the  luxuries  and  against  the  necessa- 
ries of  life;  but  he  would  discriminate  in  favor  of 

the  necessaries  of  life — those  articles  which  were 
consumed  alike  by  the  rich  and  by  the  poor,  by  the 

whole  community;  and  against  the  luxuries  of  life — 
those  articles  which  were  consumed  only  by  the 

aristocracy  of  the  country.  That  was  the  dis- 
crimination which  he  favored.  Again:  he  would 

levy  low  duties  upon  such  foreign  articles  as  we 
needed,  and  such  as  we  could  not  produce;  while  he 
would  levy  high  duties  upon  such  as  we  did  not 
need,  and  such  as  we  might  produce. 

His  colleague  had  this  morning  taken  a  position 
that  the  imposition  of  duties  upon  foreign  import- 

ations did  not  increase  the  price  to  the  consumer. 
He  had  illustrated  his  position  by  supposing  that 
a  hat  was  imported  and  sold  for  $3,  when  no  duty 

was  imposed;  and  had  said,  if  a  duty  of  $  1  was- 
levied,  the  price  of  the  article  would  be  increased. 
Now,  it  seemed  to  him  this  was  surrendering  the 

position  that  the  gentleman  had  taken' — that  the 
imposition  of  the  duty  did  not  increase,  the  price 
of  the  article.  He  had  asked  his  colleague  who 
paid  the  additional  dollar?  and  he  had  received 
the  reply  that  he  did  not  understand  the  question. 
He  presumed  he  did  not  as  well  as  thegentleman; 
but  he  thought  it  was  at  least  evident,  that  if  a  hat 
was  imported  and  sold  for  $3,  without  a  duty,  and 
when  a  duty  of  $1  was  imposed  the  price  was 
raised  to  §4,  that  the  additional  dollar  would  be 

paid  by  the  consumer. 
But  the  gentleman  seeing  the  difficulties  in  which 

he  had  involved  himself,  assumed  another  position, 
and  said,  the  imposition  of  the  duty  would  not 
increase  the  price,  because  it  would  prohibit  the 
importation.  Well,  this  would  result  in  direct 
taxation.  If  the  duty  was  laid  so  high  as  that 
there  were  no  importations  of  the  article,  of  course 
we  should  get  no  revenue,  and  should  be  obliged 
to  resort  to  direct  taxation  for  the  support  of  the 
Government.  Well,  to  get  rid  of  this  difficulty, 

the  gentleman  had  said  that  it  would  still  be  im- 
ported, but  the  foreign  manufacturer  would  have 

to  pay  the  duty,  and  (in  the  case  of  the  hat)  would 
go  home  with  $2  in  his  pocket  instead  of  $3.  What 
did  that  position  amount  to?  Simply  to  this:  that 
the  object  and  end  of  tariff  protection  was  no  more 
nor  less  than  to  decrease  the  profits  of  the  foreign 
manufacturer,  and,  at  the  same  time,  not  affect  the 
American  manufacturer. 

The  gentleman  had  argued,  that  although  we 
levied  a  protective  tariff,  and  (as  he  contended) 
took  the  duty  out  of  the  pockets  of  the  foreign 
manufacturer,  it  would  not  affect  the  sale  of  our 
products  in  the  foreign  markets.  But  suppose 
other  countries  took  the  same  view,  and  levied  a 

protective  tariff  upon  our  exportations  to  them: 

according  to  the  gentleman's  argument,  the  duties thus  levied  would  come  out  of  our  pockets,  and, 

of  course,  would  tend  to  prohibit  our  exportations. 
But  take  the  article  of  coffee.     Under  the  tariff 
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of  1846,  if  imported  in  American  vessels,  it  was 

exempt  from  duty — as  it  should  be;  for  it  was  one 
of  the  necessaries  of  lrfe,  and  consumed  by  every- 

body. Suppose  that  a  duty  of  20  per  cent,  was 

levied  upon  it:  did  it  not  increase  the  price  of  the 

article  to  the  consumer  here?  Could  the  import- 

ing merchant  pay  the  20  per  cent,  duty  and  sell  it 
at  the  same  price?  Clearly  not.  The  duty,  then, 

would  finally  be  paid  by  the  consumer.  He  com- 
pared this  to  the  increased  price  charged  for  goods 

by  merchants  at  the  West,  to  reimburse  them  for 

the  expense  of  transportation:  the  cost  of  trans- 
portation entered  into  the  price  of  the  article,  and 

fell  upon  the  consumer,  as  he  argued  the  duty  im- 
posed also  did. 

But  the  gentleman  had  argued  that  it  was  a  great 
object  for  the  farmers  of  Ohio  and  of  the  West  to 
have  a  home  market  for  their  products.  He  (Mr. 
L.)  lived  in  a  strictly  agricultural  community,  and 
the  farmers  there  found  that  when  they  had  pro- 

duce to  sell,  the  merchant  was  governed,  as  to  the 
price  he  would  give,  by  the  state  of  the  foreign 
markets.  It  was  the  foreign  prices  which  regulated 
the  prices  of  agricultural  products  in  New  York,  at 
Cleveland,  and  in  all  parts  of  the  country. 

But  the  gentleman  had  said  that  the  object  of  the 
protective  tariff  was  to  enable  our  manufacturers 
to  compete  with  foreign  manufacturers.  He  (Mr. 

L.)  asked,  did  notour  cotton  manufacturers  com- 
pete with  the  whole  world  ?  Our  cottons  now 

went  to  South  America,  to  India,  to  China,  and 

throughout  the  world;  where,  then,  was  the  ne- 
cessity of  this  protection  to  enable  our  manufac- 

turers to  compete  with  foreigners  at  home?  Why, 

the  gentleman  would  have  us  protect  our  man- 
ufacturers at  home,  while  they  were  able  to  com- 

pete with  foreigners  throughout  the  world. 
The  gentleman  had  made  one  remark  which, 

as  far  as  it  related  to  him,  he  disclaimed.  The 
gentleman  had  said  that  the  Democratic  party 
were  in  favor  of  free  trade  and  direct  taxation. 

For  himself,  he  disclaimed  that  doctrine;  he  be- 
lieved the  party  with  which  he  was  connected 

disclaimed  it.  The  tariff  of  1846  disclaimed  it  from 

beginning  to  end:  They  were  in  favor  of  levying 
duties  to  raise  revenue,  sufficient  to  meet  the  ex- 

penses of  the  Government,  economically  adminis- 
tered; and  in  imposing  those  duties  they  would 

discriminate  in  favor  of  such  articles  as  required 
more  protection,  and  against  those  which  required 
less.  Free  trade  and  direct  taxation  were  not  the 

doctrines  of  the  Democratic  party,  at  least  in  that 
section  of  the  country  from  which  he  came. 

They  had  passed  the  tariff  of  1846  in  order  to 
raise  revenue  sufficient  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the 
Government,  and  it  afforded  protection  also — a 
protection  of  20  percent,  upon  iron,  of  100  per  cent, 
on  spirits,  of  10  to  100  per  cent,  on  almost  every 
article  except  a  few  on  the  free  list.  He  asked, 

what  more  protection  was  needed?  Did  gentle- 
men want  protection  to  the  exclusion  of  foreigners  ? 

If  they  did  not,  where  would  they  draw  the  line  of 
demarcation — the  line  at  which  protection  should 
cease  ?  How  much  would  they  keep  out,  and 
how  much  would  they  allow  to  come  in  ?  Let 
them  propose  their  system,  and  if  it  was  any  better 
than  the  present  law,  he  would  vote  for  it. 
Mr.  L. ,  apologizing  for  having  troubled  th  e  House 

with  remarks  for  which  he  had  made  no  previous 
preparation,  concluded  by  expressing  the  opinion 
as  to  the  proposition  directly  before  the  committee, 
that  the  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Manufac- 

tures, proposed  by  the  amendment  of  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York,  would  be  improper.  That 

committee  had  nothing  to  do  with  it.  It  was  the 
legitimate  business  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means;  and,  unless  they  intended  that  the 
promotion  of  partisan  objects  should  be  para- 

mount ^o  the  prosecution  of  the  business  of"  the 
country,  they  could  not  refer  it  to  the  Committee 
on  Manufactures. 

.  Mr.  BRIDGES  obtained  the  floor,  and  moved 
that  the  committee  rise. 

The  motion  was  rejected. 
Mr.  HUNT  said  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 

[Mr.  Bayly,]  who  had  spoken  yesterday,  had 
expressed  a  strong  opposition  to  the  reference  of 
this  subject  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures, 
from  the  apprehension  that  that  committee  would 
report  an  electioneering  document.  The  bare  idea 
that  an  argument  might  be  made  by  a  committee 

in  reply  to  the  President's  message,  seemed  to  ex- 
cite that  gentleman  to  unusual  vehemence,  and 

almost  to  move  him  from  his  propriety.     It  would 

seem  that  that  gentleman,  and  others  who  acted 

with  him,  had  strong  opposition  to  the  manufac- 
turing of  electioneering  documents,  unless  they  came 

from  the  Executive.  With  their  habitual  clamors 

of  opposition  to  monopolies,  it  seemed  that  they 
claimed  it  to  be  the  exclusive  prerogative  of  the 
Executive  to  send  forth  electioneering  documents 
upon  all  questions  touching  our  national  interests. 
At  every  session  of  Congress,  year  after  year,  the 
President  had  sent  in  his  annual  message, in  which 
he  placed  before  Congress  the  state  of  the  country 
generally;  but,  in  addition  to  the  exercise  of  this 
constitutional  function,  he  had  traveled  far  beyond, 

engaging  in  discussion  upon  political  subjects,  vin- 
dicating the  measures  which  he  had  thought  proper 

to  propose,  not  only,  but  frequently  going  further, 
and  reflecting,  in  the  most  unkind  and  offensive 

manner,  upon  the  motives  as  well  as  upon  the  meas- 
ures of  his  opponents.  Did  any  of  the  intelligent 

and  reflecting  people  of  this  country  object  to  the 
manner  in  which  the  Executive  hud  upon  one  occa- 

sion usurped  the  extraordinary  power  of  war,  and 
while  Congress  was  in  session,  involved  the  coun- 

try in  war  without  their  authority  and  even  without 
their  knowledge:  the  President  did  not  hesitate  to 
impute  to  that  portion  of  his  countrymen,  not  only 
a  want  of  patriotism,  but  he  used  terms  in  refer- 

ence to  them  which  in  their  very  nature  implied 
moral  treason — a  want  of  patriotism  and  loyality 
to  the  Government.  He  had  hoped,  that  after  the 
recent  expression  of  the  will  of  the  people  of  this 
country  upon  the  great  measures  which  divided 
parties — after  its  expression  in  relation  not  only  to 
the  general  merits  of  this  Administration,  but  in 
reference  to  its  specific  policy,  that  the  President 
would  have  thought  proper,  on  this  occasion  at  all 
events,  to  waive  the  practice  which  he  had  pursued 
from  the  very  commencement  of  his  administration, 
in  reflecting  in  gross  and  offensive  terms  upon  the 
motives  of  his  opponents. 

Mr.  TURNER  here  interposed,  and  was  under- 
stood to  inquire  what  question  the  gentleman  con- 

sidered to  have  been  decided  by  the  people  at  the 
late  election  ?  and  how  ? 

Mr.  HUNT  said  he  would  come  to  that  subject 
directly.  If  the  gentleman  was  desirous  of  an 
answer,  however,  he  would  inform  him  that  one 
point,  among  others,  had  been  put  at  rest  by  the 
people  at  the  last  presidential  election;  if  was  the 
signal  condemnation  of  the  present  Executive  and 
measures  of  his  administration.  The  people  had 
decided,  by  the  vote  they  had  recently  given,  that 
the  policy  of  the  Administration  should  be  changed 
in  regard  to  the  management  of  our  foreign  affairs, 
as  well  as  in  reference  to  those  domestic  measures 

which  deeply  affected,  the  industry  and  the  pros- 
perity of  this  country. 

Before  he  was  interrupted,  he  had  been  about  to 
say  that,  he  had  hoped  the  President  would  have 
waived  all  political  discussions  on  this  occasion; 
that  he  would  have  received  the  rebuke  which  had 

been  administered  to  his  administration  by  the  peo- 
ple with  a  graceful  deference;  that  he  would  have 

yielded  to  the  popular  will,  if  not  with  a  real,  at 
least  with  a  seeming  respect.  But  on  the  present 
occasion  he  seemed  to  have  gone  far  beyond  his 
former  practice,  and  to  have  outdone  himself.  He 
(Mr.  H.)  doubted  if  an  Executive  message  had  ever 
been  submitted  to  an  American  Congress  which 

contained  such  an  unusual  and  extraordinary  dis- 
play of  party  spirit,  such  a  determination  to  stand 

on  mere  party  questions  before  Congress  and  the 
country,  as  the  President  had  evinced  in  this 
message. 

It  was  fortunate  for  the  liberties  of  mankind,  and 
for  the  cause  of  truth,  that  rejected  governors  were 
not  received  as  the  most  reliable  historians  of  their 

own  times  and  conduct.  If  the  protestations  of 
discarded  ministers  were  to  be  received  as  evi- 

dence of  their  patriotism,  disinterestedness,  and 
public  virtue,  it  would  often  be  found  that  those 
who,  by  their  acts,  had  rendered  themselves  the 
most  odious,  had  the  strongest  claims  upon  the 
gratitude  and  affectiornff  mankind.  If  State  papers 
and  official  mandates  promulgated  by  those  who, 
either  in  ancient  or  modern  times,  had  been  rejected 

by  the  popular  will,  were  to  be  received  as  au- 
thentic evidence,  it  would  follow  that  the  people 

had  been  always  wrong,  and  rulers  always  right. 
The  greatest  tyrants  would  appear  to  be  the  greatest 
benefactors,  and  those  whose  government  had 
been  most  intolerable  and  oppressive,  would  seem 
to  have  been  animated  by  the  highest  motives  and 
the  purest  patriotism.     It  would  seem  that  the 

people  in  all  time  had  been  well  and  wisely  gov- 
erned, but  that,  failing  to  appreciate  their  rulers, 

they  had  ejected  them  from  power. 
In  reading  that  portion  of  the  message  which  was 

historical,,  since  it  portrayed  the  measures  of  the 
Administration,  and  the  beneficent  effects  which 

had  flowed  from  them,  one  was  almost  persuaded 
that  the  President  had  done  more  for  the  welfare 

and  prosperity  of  the  country  than  all  his  prede- 
cessors. It  would  seem  from  the  tone  of  triumph 

which  he  had  assumed,  that  the  people  of  the  United 
States  had  the  highest  cause  for  gratitude,  and  that 
they  never  could  sufficiently  appreciate  their  obli- 

gations to  his  administration. 
He  (Mr.  H.)  believed  his  Democratic  friends 

would  concede  that  the  American  people  were  an 

intelligent,  thrifty,  sober-minded  people,  as  well 
as  a  people  competent  to  judge  of  the  merits  of 
their  public  agents;  and  that,  after  a  full  discussion 
of  public  questions,  as  these  questions  had  been 
discussed  for  the  last  year,  it  was  not  their  habit 
to  set  their  public  agents  aside,  unless  they  were 
convinced  that  they  had  failed  to  fulfill  their  obli- 

gations to  the  country. 

It  was  strange  that  an  Administration  which 
claimed  so  much — which  claimed  so  large  a  share 
of  glory  for  conquests  abroad  and  beneficent  meas- 

ures at  home — which  claimed  to  have  extended  the 
srea  of  freedom  to  an  almost  unlimited  extent — 
which  claimed  to  have  projected  measures  looking 

only  to  the  prosperity  and  interests  of  the  country — 
an  Administration  intent  purely  on  the  promotion 
of  the  public  good,  turning  neither  to  the  right 
hand  nor  to  the  left — professing  to  be  governed 
only  by  the  Constitution  of  the  country; — it  was 
(he  said)  passing  strange  that  the  people  should 
have  shown  themselves  incapable  of  appreciating 
the  merits  of  such  an  Administration.  Yet  the 
President  had  assumed  the  same  triumphant  tone, 
as  though  he  and  his  measures  had  been  sustained. 
The  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  had 
inquired  what  it  was  that  the  people  had  condemned 
in  the  late  election.  He  (Mr.  H.)  would  tell  the  gen- 

tlemen: they  had  condemned  those  very  measures 
of  policy  upon  which  the  President  had  taken  his 
appeal  to  posterity;  they  lrad  condemned  those 
very  measures  of  policy  upon  which  he  claimed, 
for  himself  and  his  administration,  the  gratitude 
not  only  of  the  people  now  but  in  all  future  time; 
they  had  determined  that  the  policy  of  the  Gov- 

ernment should  be  changed,  first,  as  it  concerned 
our  foreign  relations  and  intercourse;  they  had 
determined  that  a  new  and  peaceful  policy  should 
animate  our  councils  in  the  future  management  of 
our  foreign  affairs. 

In  passing  judgment  upon  the  great  measure  of 
his  administration — that  upon  which  the  President 
laid  so  much  emphasis — he  (Mr.  H.)  alluded  to 
the  late  war  with  Mexico;  he  understood  the 

people  to  have  determined,  now  and  forever,  that 
the  question  which  had  hitherto  occupied  so  much 
of  the  time  and  attention  of  both  Houses  of  Con- 

gress— that  the  war  was  not  begun  in  accordance 
with  the  principles  of  the  Constitution.  He  (Mr. 
H.)  did  not  propose  to  go  into  the  merits  of  that 
war,  or  into  the  consequences  likely  to  result  from 
it;  but  upon  what  point  the  parties  of  the  country 
had  made  up  an  issue,  upon  which  they  had  ap- 

pealed to  the  people — that  was  to  say,  whether  the 
President  of  the  United  States  had,  in  violation  of 
the  Constitution,  and  without  consultation  with 

the  people's  representatives,  usurped  the  power 
of  making  war.  The  party  to  which  he  (Mr.  H.) 
belonged  had  contended  from  the  first,  as  they 

contended  now,  that  in  requiring  our  forces  to  in- 
vade territory  which  had,  up  to  that  time,  always 

been  in  possession  of  Mexico,  the  President  com- 
mitted a  gross  and  palpable  violation  of  that  clause 

of  the  Constitution  which  gave  the  war-making 
power  to  Congress  alone.  In  other  words,  they 
insisted  that  that  act  was  a  usurpation  on  the  part 
of  the  President,  to  issue  an  order  to  the  army, 

which,  of  itself,  was  an  act  of  war, "and  which was  followed,  as  all  reasonable  persons  ought  to 
have  foreseen  it  would  be  followed,  by  hostilities 
upon  that  territory.  In  this  view,  more  perhaps 
than  in  any  other,  the  result  of  the  election  which 
had  lately  been  decided  was  a  vindication  of  the 
rights  of  the  people,  and  of  the  representatives  of 
the  people,  in  relation  not  only  to  the  war-making 
power,  but  of  those  other  powers  which  of  late 
years  had  so  often  been  arrogated  and  exercised 

by  the  President.  But  it  was  not  only  the  ori- 
ginal act  of  war  in  respect  to  which  the  President 



76 THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 
Dec.  20, 

had  usurped  powers  not  conferred  upon  him  by 
the  Constitution.  It  was  by  establishing,  in  the 
course  of  the  prosecution  of  that  war,  military 
governments  in  territories  which  had  been  declared 
to  be  part  of  the  United  States;  in  laying  duties 
upon,  goods  imported  into  a  foreign  country,  and 
expending  the  moneys  received  from  these  duties 

without  the  authority  of  Congress.  Without  enu- 
merating particular  instances,  he  might  point  out 

occasions  on  which  the  President  had  exercised 

powers  which,  under  every  free  government,  re- 
sided nowhere  save  in  the  legislative  department, 

and  which  could  not  be  legitimately  and  constitu- 
tionally exercised  without  its  authority. 

But  the  subject  to  which  he  had  specially  in- 
tended to  refer  (and  he  had  taken  the  floor  with 

much  reluctance)  was  the  immediate  topic  which 
had  been  under  discussion  in  the  course  of  this 
debate.  The  people,  in  his  opinion,  by  their  late 
vote,  had  intended  to  condemn  the  course  of  the 
Administration  in  respect  to  the  protective  policy. 
That  was  a  measure  which  had  been  repeatedly 
and  distinctly  presented  as  a  great  doctrine  upon 
which  the  Democratic  party  had  taken  its  position 
before  the  people,  and  upon  which  the  Whigs  had 
uniformly  taken  theirs  in  favor  of  the  protective 

principle,  as  one  requisite  to  sustain  our  own  peo- 
ple in  their  pursuits,  and  in  the  various  branches 

of  their  industry. 

*  The  gentleman  from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Bayly,] 
who  had  spoken  yesterday,  had,  in  a  tone  of  defi- 

ance, as  he  (Mr.  H.)  thought,  declared  himself 
ready  to  prove  that  the  tariff  of  1846  had  not  only 
fulfilled  all  the  hopesand  expectations  of  its  friends, 
but  that  it  had  falsified  all  the  predictions  of  its 
opponents.  He  proposed  to  join  issue  with  that 
gentleman  in  the  whole  length  and  breadth  of  the 
question;  and  on  some  suitable  occasion,  if  oppor- 

tunity should  present  itself  at  the  present  session, 
and,  if  no  other  gentleman  more  competent  than 
himself  should  take  up  the  issue,  he  proposed  to 
meet  it.  He  thought  it  would  be  an  easy  matter  to 
establish  the  converse  of  the  proposition  presented 
by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  He  thought 
it  would  bean  easy  matter  to  show,  that  in  every- 

thing which  was  essential,  the  predictions  of  those 

who  had  opposed  the  tariff"  of  1846  had  been  liter- ally and  truly  fulfilled,  whilst  the  arguments  and 
reasons  urged  in  its  favor  by  its  friends  had,  to  a 
great  extent,  failed  of  their  object.  He  would  not 
on  the  present  occasion  go  into  details,  but  he 
would  refer  to  one  or  two  facts  in  support  of  his 

position. 
What  was  the  condition  of  the  country  at  the 

time  of*  the  passage  of  the  tariff*  act  of  1846?  The 
protective  policy  had  been  in  existence  for  the 
period  of  four  years  under  the  tariff  of  1842,  and 
had  produced  all  the  revenue  the  country  required. 
It  had  given  an  unprecedented  prosperity  to  all 
branches,  manufacturing  and  agricultural.  Money 
was  abundant.  Labor  was  well  rewarded.  Wages 

were  sufficiently  high  to  satisfy  the  laboring  peo- 
ple in  manufacturing  and  agricultural  employ- 

ments. What  were  the  reasons  urged  for  its 
abandonment?  He  would  not  now  enter  upon 
them;  but  he  would  ask  the  attention  of  gentlemen 
to  one  fact  which  was  in  conflict  with  the  position 
of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia.  The  effect  of  the 
changes  which  had  been  made  had  been  to  depress 
the  manufacturing  interests  in  almost  every  branch. 
He  might  refer  to  the  testimony  which  had  yes- 

terday been  given  by  a  distinguished  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Thompson,]  who  had 
supported  trie  general  policy  of  this  Administra- 

tion. That  gentleman  declared  that  the  iron  inter- 
est of  Pennsylvania — that  great  leading  interest 

which  now  employed  so  much  of  the  industry  of 
the  country,  and  which,  if  developed  and  sus- 

tained,constituted  in  itself  a  sourceof  inexhaustible 

wealth — had  been  prostrated  by  the  act  of  1846. 
The  gentleman  said  that  that  question  had  a  con- 

trolling influence  on  the  result  of  the  election  in 
Pennsylvania.  Look  at  the  cotton  and  woollen 
manufacturing  interests.  Would  any  man  deny 
that  in  all  these  branches  therejiad  been  the  great- 

est embarrassment  for  a  year;  that  prices  had  been 
so  low  that  it  had  been  impossible  for  the  manu- 

facturers to  sustain  themselves  against  foreign 
competition,  and  that  many  of  them  had  been 
under  the  necessity  of  suspending  business?  The 
practical  knowledge  of  many  gentlemen  on  this 
floor  would  bear  out  these  assertions;  and  he  was 
surprised  that  any  gentleman  should  venture  to 
assert  that  the  predictions  which  had  been  made 

in  regard  to  the  effect  of  the  law  by  its  opponents 
had  been  falsified.  They  had  declared  that  it 
would  break  up  the  manufacturing  establishments 

of  the  country;  and  although,  by  the  force-of  cir- 
cumstances, a  most  unexampled  demand  (which 

could  not  be  expected  to  occur  again)  for  our 

breadstuff's  and  other  agricultural  products,  had 
sprung  up  abroad,  which  had  turned  the  balance 
of  trade  in  our  favor,  yet,  for  the  last  year,  the 
effect  had  been  felt  in  all  parts  of  the  country 
where  the  people  depended  upon  the  success  of 
manufacturing  and  mechanical  operations;  and 

wherever  the  manufacturing  interest  was  embar- 
rassed, it  followed  that  the  agricultural  interest  must 

to  some  extent  be  involved  in  the  same  difficulty. 
But  it  was  said  that  the  tariff  of  1846  had  pro- 

duced an  abundant  and  overwhelming  amount  of 
revenue,  sufficient  not  only  to  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Government,  but  furnish  a  surplus  to  be  applied  to 
the  payment  of  the  public  debt.  He  was  willing 
to  admit  that  a  larger  amount  had  been  realized 
than  any  of  them  expected.  But  the  fact  might  be 
attributed  to  the  extraordinary  causes  to  which  he 
had  referred.  The  President  himself  admitted  that 

our  manufacturing  interests  had  in  some  measure 
been  embarrassed,  but  he  attributed  the  fact  to  the 
extraordinary  fluctuations  which  had  taken  place 
during  the  past  year  in  foreign  countries.  Mr.  H. 
admitting  that  these  fluctuations  had  been  the 
cause  of  some  embarrassment,  proceeded  briefly  to 

point  out  the  effect  of  the  protective  policy  in  guard- 
ing our  people  against  them,  and  contended  that, 

in  the  absence  of  that  policy,  we  must,  as  an  inevit- 
able consequence,  experience  in  an  aggravated  de- 
gree the  evil  consequences  of  these  fluctuations 

year  after  year.  He  then  referred  to  the  price  of 
cotton,  urging  that,  instead  of  advancing  tne  price 
of  that  or  other  agricultural  productions,  the  effect 

of  the  tariff"  of  1846  had  been  (especially  as  to  cot- 
ton) to  bring  them  to  a  lower  point  than  ever.  Under 

the  tariff*  of  1842,  cotton  had  borne  a  much  higher 
price  than  it  had  since  attained,  and  the  change 

had  been  decidedly  unfavorable  to  that  great  inter- 
est of  the  South. 

He  had  said  that  he  did  not  propose  to  enter 
upon  a  general  discussion  of  the  tariff  bill  at  this 
time.  He  had  no  such  design.  But  he  wished  to 
direct  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  these  great, 
undeniable  facts  to  which  he  had  referred,  in  order 
to  show  the  error  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 

who  assumed  that  the  tariff*  policy  of  1846  had 
produced  all  the  beneficial  results  claimed  for  it. 

And  at  any  future,  time,  when  the-subject  could  be 
appropriately  taken  up,  it  would  not  be  difficult  to 
establish  the  fact  beyond  all  controversy,  that  the 
law  had  produced,  and  was  still  producing,  the 
very  evils  which  had  been  anticipated;  that  all  the 
benefits  which  the  country  was  said  to  have  derived 
from  its  operation  were  imaginary,  and  that  they 

existed  only  in  the  theories  of  gentlemen  who  attrib- 
uted effects  to  causes  most  consistent  with  their 

preconceived  opinions. 
There  was  another  subject  which  had  been  re- 

ferred to  in  the  message  of  the  President,  to  which 
he  (Mr.  H.)  would  advert  for  a  moment,  since  a 

gentleman  on  the  other  side  had  asked  what  pre- 
cise measures  the  people  had  intended  to  pass  upon 

at  the  late  election.  He  (Mr.  H.)  asserted  that, 

at  that  election,  as  in  the  election  of  1840,  the  peo- 
ple had  again  repudiated  and  rejected  the  scheme 

of  finance  for  the  collection,  safe-keeping,  and  dis- 
bursement of  the  public  money,  commonly  called 

the  sub-treasury.  The  sub-treasury  stood  con- 
demned. .  It  was  rejected  by  the  people.  They 

would  have  none  of  it. 
Mr.  H.  here  alluded  to  the  marvelous  results 

which,  it  was  said,  this  scheme  had  accomplished 

for  the  people — a  scheme  which,  from  the  glowing 
and  rapturous  language  in  which  the  President  had 
spoken  of  it,  would  seem  to  be  the  very  essence 
of  political  wisdom.  Mr.  H.  proceeded  to  argue 
that  its  operation  had  been  to  produce  those  very 
effects  which  it  professed  t^avoid.  He  instanced 
the  state  of  the  money  market  for  the  past  year. 
Had  our  financial  condition  been  prosperous  for 
the  pursuits  of  legitimate  and  regular  business? 
The  rate  of  interest  had  been  extravagantly  high 
in  our  commercial  cities  and  manufacturing  places, 
and  business  men  had  been  compelled  to  pay  two 
or  thi«ee  times  the  legal  rate  of  interest,  to  carry 
on  their  regular  business  operations.  He  alluded, 
also,  in  this  connection,  to  the  state  of  uncertainty 
and  alarm  in  which  the  banks  had  been  kept  by 
the  operation  of  the  system. 

He  believed  it  to  be  the  deliberate  intention  of 

the  people  of  the  United  States  that  these  meas- 
ures should  be  changed.  These  different  propo* 

sitions  had  been  deliberately  submitted  to  them 
by  the  Baltimore  Convention.  That  convention 
had  laid  down  a  platform  on  which  all  these 
measures  were  glued  together.  The  candidate 
whom  they  selected,  sustained  that  platform,  and 
it  was  understood  that  if  he  was  elected,  he  would 

carry  out  the  same  glorious  policy — free  trade — 
the  subtreasury — annexation  of  foreign  territories 
— wars  and  conquests — opposition  to  internal  im- 

provements. And  to  this  career  of  glory  there  never 
was  to  bean  end.  All  these  things  were  put  before 
the  country.  It  was  to  be  the  same  thing  over 

again,  and  perpetually.  But  the  people  had  de- 
cided that  they  would  not  have  it.  For  the  last 

two  or  three  years  they  had  been  tired  and  wearied 
of  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Administration.  It 
Jiad  not,  since  the  first  year  of  its  existence,  en- 

joyed the  confidence  of  the  people.  In  proof  of 
this  assertion,  he  might  cite  the  returns  of  election 
for  members  of  the  existing  Congress.  The  Presi- 

dent came  herewith  a  ̂ majority  in  this  House, 
numbering  nearly  two  to  one.  Yet  at  the  first 
opportunity  which  was  presented  to  the  people  to 
speak  upon  his  measures,  they  returned  to  this 
House  a  majority  against  him.  From  that  day 
to  this,  the  Administration  never  had  enjoyed  the 
confidence  of  the  people,  notwithstanding  the  tri- 

umphant tone  assumed  by  the  President  in  the 
vindication  of  his  measures.     • 

Mr.  EL  believed  that  the  opinion  of  the  people, 

as  it  had  been  expressed  at  this  time,  would  be  the 
deliberate  judgment  of  posterity.  He  believed 
that  when  the  course  and  policy  of  this  Adminis- 

tration should  be  written  down  in  history;  when 
it  should  be  held  up  to  the  examination  of  our 
people  in  future  time,  it  would  be  pronounced  one 
of  the  most  mischievous  and  corrupt  administra- 

tions that  had  ever  wielded  power.  The  encroach- 
ments of  the  Executive  upon  the  rights  of  the 

people,  more  than  anything  else,  had  alienated  the 
confidence  and  regard  of  the  people  from  him. 

The  President  had  claimed  great  merit,  and  had 
entered  into  an  argument  to  vindicate  the  exercise 
of  the  veto  power,  in  which  he  had  suffered  him- 

self so  freely  to  indulge;  and  he  had  gone  on,  by 
a  formidable  display  of  his  logical  powers,  to  prove 
(what  had  never  yet  been  disputed)  that,  Under 
certain  circumstances,  since  the  power  had  been 
vested  in  the  Executive,  it  might  be  propertouseit. 
But  he  had  gone  far  beyond  the  intentions  of  the 
original  framers  of  the  Constitution,  and  claimed 
it  to  be  his  duty,  on  all  occasions  when  the  senti- 

ments of  Congress  differed  from  his,  to  place  his 
opinions  against  the  deliberate  judgment  of  the 

people's  representatives.  He  assumed  that  he 
was  to  judge  what  laws  should  be- enacted — 
considering  himself  the  representative  of  the  whole 

people,  to  the  exclusion  of  their  immediate  rep- 
resentatives, elected  by  themselves  in  their  own 

districts,  and  sent  here,  under  the  Constitution,  to 
exercise  the  legislative  power  of  the  nation;  and 
he  assumed  to  be  a  constituent  branch  of  the  Legis- 

lature. He  (Mr.  H.)  denied  this  doctrine.  Such 
never  was  the  design  of  the  great  and  wise  men 
who  framed  our  Constitution;  and  neither  they  nor 

the  people  of  the  country  contemplated  that  an 
Executive  could  receive  the  support  of  the  people 
who  would  afterwards  arrogate  to  himself  powers 
directly  in  conflict  with  all  correct  ideas  of  popular 

government.  , 
He  thought  that  the  President  had  been  unfor- 

tunate in  the  instances  he  had  brought  to  sustain 
his  course  in  the  exercise  of  this  prerogative. 
What  were  the  instances  which,  in  his  judgment, 

had  made  it  proper  in  him  to  place  himself  in  con- 
flict with  the  representatives  of  the  people?  The 

first  bill  he  had  arrested  by  the  exercise  of  this 
arbitrary  prerogative,  was  an  act  to  provide  for  the 
payment  of  claims  of  our  own  citizens — claims 
which  had  been  long  before  Congress — which  had 
been  deliberately  considered,  and  which,  finally, 
after  careful  investigation,  had  passed  both  Houses 
of  Congress.  The  bill  was  but  an  act  of  justice  to 
those  who  had  long  been  kept  out  of  their  rights. 
Congress  decided  that  these  claims  for  French 
spoliations  should  be  paid,  as  they  ought  to  have 

been  paid  forty  years  ago.  -The  question  was  one 
purely  of  justice  and  expediency,  belonging  to  the 
representatives  of  the  people.  Yet,  upon  an  im- 

pression of  the  President,  that  it  would  be  incon- 
venient to  pay  the  money,  or  because  the  claims 

^ 
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were  old  and  might  be  suspicious,  he  decided  that 
the  bill  should  not  become  a  law. 

But  there  was  another  subject  far  more  import- 
ant, transcending,  in  its  effects  upon  the  interests 

of  the  country,  almost  every  other,  on  which  the 
Executive  had  thought  proper  to  interpose  his  ar- 

bitrary will  against  the  action  of  Congress.  He 

alluded  to  the  appropriations  made  from  time'to time  for  the  improvement  of  the  great  channels  of 

commerce  in  this  country,  both  internal  and  exter- 
nal. Congress,  at  almost  every  session,  had  passed 

bills  appropriating  a  portion  of  the  public  revenue 
to  improve  the  navigation  of  the  great  lakes,  rivers, 
and  harbors  on  the  seaboard.  The  appropriations 

which  had  passed  this  Congress  and  the  last  Con- 
gress for  this  purpose  were  precisely  of  the  same 

character  as  those,  which  had  been  passed  by  every 

preceding  Congress  for  more  than  twenty-five 
years.  Bills  of  the  same  character  as  those  which 
had  been  defeated  by  the  present  Executive  had 

received  the  sanction  of  all  his  predecessors,  in- 
cluding General  Jackson  and  Mr.  Van  Buren;  but 

he  had  assumed  to  go  a  long  way  beyond  all  the 
political  abstractionists  of  his  school,  and  reject 

appropriations  of  every  description  for  the  im- 
provement of  our  internal  commerce.  The  bill 

which  he  had  vetoed  two  years  ago,  at  the  session 
of  1846,  was  confined  to  unfinished  works,  which 
had  been  commenced  under  the  sanction  of  his 

predecessors.  He  would  remind  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  [Mr.  Wentworth]  that  the  candi- 

date of  the  Baltimore  Convention  was  pledged  to 
this  same  system,  to  carry  out  the  same  hostility 
to  internal  improvements,  and  he  thought  the 
people  had  decided  also  that  they  would  not  have 
a  President  who  would  thwart  and  defeat  their 

wishes,  and  prevent  the  free  action  of  Congress  on 
this  subject, as  our  present  Executive  had  done.  It 
would  really  seem  as  if  the  Executive  could  find  no 
constitutional  power  to  expend  money  upon  any 
beneficial  work  of  improvement  within  the  limits  of 

the  United  States.  After  going  beyond  our  bound- 
aries, after  passing  over  to  Mexico,  and  going, 

down  to  the  Isthmus  of  Panama,  his  constitutional 
objections  were  immediately  dissipated.  We  had 
a  Constitution  under  his  construction  of  it  whose 

power  seemed  to  increase  the' very  moment  it  was 
made  to  operate  beyond  the  sphere  for  which  it 
was  originally  created.  The  President  saw  no  dif- 

ficulty in  securing  the  right  of  making  railroads, 
canals,  and  internal  improvements  of  all  kinds, 
but  he  insisted  that  they  must  be  somewhere  with- 

out the  country.  Where  it  was  proposed  to  im- 
prove our  great  rivers,  the  harbors  on  the  lakes 

and  seaboard,  and  the  navigation  of  the  maritime 
waters,  altogether  within  our  Federal  jurisdiction, 
he  stopped  Congress  short,  year  after  year,  and 
defeated  the  action  of  the  people  through  their 
representatives. 

But  he  had  not  intended  to  go  into  a  full  discus- 
sion of  any  of  these  matters.  He  had  thought  it 

proper  to  allude  to  them,  on  account  of  the  efforts 
which  had  been  made,  not  only  now,  but  upon 
former  occasions,  to  convey  the  idea  that  the  peo- 

ple of  this  country,  in  the  exercise  of  their  own 
high  power  and  privilege  of  electing  their  Chief 

Magistrate,  and  deciding  what  policy  should  pre- 
vail in  the  administration  of  the  Government,  had 

been  carried  away  by  mere  blind  freak  and  pas- 
sion ,  without  having  any  settled  purpose.  If  gen- 

tlemen on  the  other  side  had  any  such  idea,  he 
could  assure  them,  as  much  as  they  admired  the 
people  of  this  country — and  they  professed  to  be 
the  especial  admirers  of  the  people — that  they  had 
entirely  mistaken  the  popular  character. 

The  American  people  knew  full  well  what  it  was 
they  desired,  and  what  it  was  they  were  doing, 
when  they  had  accomplished  that  great  change  of 
rulers  which  was  about  to  restore  this  Government 

to  its  original  purity,  and  to  Garry  us  back  to  the 
better  days  of  the  Republic.  They  had  decided 
to  put  an  end  to  Executive  encroachments  and  Ex- 

ecutive corruption.  They  had  decided  to  put  an 
end  to  all  those  theories  which  had  operated  so 
oppressively  upon  the  industry  of  the  country — 
to  the  free-trade  policy,  and  the  sub-treasury,  by 
which  the  circulating  medium  of  the  country  was 
actually  excluded  from  all  the  operations  of  the 
treasury.  They  had  determined  that  this  great 
indispensable  power,  so  important  to  all  the  pro- 

ducing sections  of  our  country — the  appropriation 
of  the  public  moneys  for  the  facilitating  and  pro- 

motion of  commerce,  for  removing  the  obstruc- 
tions which  impeded  our  navigation — should-  no 

longer  be  restrained  in  its  exercise.  They  had 
determined,  at  the  same  time,  to  put  an  end  to  the 
Executive  usurpation  of  the  war  power;  to  put  an 
end  to  conquest — to  the  false,  dazzling,  delusive 
career  of  glory  which  had  been  opened  before  our 
people,  by  those  who  were  ready  and  eager  upon 

all  occasions  to  engage  in  "  inevitable"  war,  as  if 
that  was  the  only  way  by  which  we  were  to  work 

out  our  "  manifest  destroy. "  All  these  things  had 
entered  as  elements  into  the  canvass.  He  believed, 
that  with  reference  to  them  all,  we  should  see  a 
new  order  of  things.  He  anticipated,  from  that 
honest,  incorruptible  patriot  who  had  been  elected 
by  the  free  suffrages  of  the  people,  a  hearty  co- 

operation, a  ready  conformity,  to  the  will  and 
wishes  of  the  people  upon  all  these  great  ques- 

tions; that  he  would  carry  out  the  true  intent  and 
design  of  the  Constitution  under  which  we  live — 
that  the  laws  shall  be  made  by  the  people,  through 

their  representatives  in  Congress,  and  shall  be  ad- 
ministered in  good  faith  by  the  Executive  depart- 

ment of  the  Government. 

He  wished  to  refer,  for  a  single  moment,  to  the 
instance  which  was  alluded  to  in  this  very  message^ 
from  which  the  President  attempted  to  show  the 
propriety  of  the  exercise  of  the  veto  power.  He 
(the  President)  was  not  satisfied  with  touching 
upon  questions  which  had  been  before  the  country 
during  his  Administration;  but  he  had  gone  out  of 
the  way  to  consider  a  question  which,  for  some 

years  past,  if  not  "obsolete,"  had  been  entirely 
removed  from  public  discussions,  and  had  occupied 
no  considerable  share  of  public  attention — he  al- 

luded to  the  question  of  a  United  States  bank.  He 
believed  it  had  not  been  proposed  by  any  party 

to  establish  a  national  bank  since  the  present  Ex- 
ecutive came  into  power,  and  he  supposed  it  was 

not  at  all  probable  he  would  be  called,  before  the 
expiration  of  his  term  of  office,  to  give  his  assent 

to  any  such  measure.  Yet'  he  (the  President) 
could  not  satisfy  himself  in  this  farewell  legacy  to 
the  country  without  going  out  of  his  way  to  amuse 
Congress  and  the  people  with  a  labored  argument 
against  the  constitutionality  of  a  bank  of  the  Uni- 

ted States,  taking  care,  at  the  same  time,  to  impute 
to  all  those  who  differed  with  him  the  most  un- 

worthy motives.  He  entered  into  an  argument 

which,  a  few  years  ago,  would  have  "been  very 
fitting  in  Tammany  Hall;  but  even  in  the  "discus- sions of  party  clubs  in  this  country  the  subject 
had  passed  out  of  view;  yet  it  was  revived  with 
all  the  freshness  of  novelty  by  this  retiring  Presi- 

dent, who  referred  to  Washington,  who  signed  the 
first  bill  to  charter  a  national  bank,  and  to  Madi- 

son, who  signed  the  bank  bill  of  1816.  These 
Presidents,  he  told  us,  had  serious  doubts  in  their 
own  minds  as  to  the  constitutionality  6f  a  bank; 
indeed,  he  said  that  Washington,  in  his  individual 
opinions, doubted  the  existence  of  this  powerin  the 
Government;,  that  his  original  opinion  was  against 

it;  and  that  he  went  so  far  as  to  engage  Mr.  Madi- 
son to  frame  a  message  respecting  the  bill,  which 

was  originally  sent  to  him.  Well,  he  (Mr.  H.) 

thought,  if  the  President  had  studied  the  philoso- 
phy of  his  own  precedent,  he  would  have  seen 

that  it  furnished  the  strongest  argument  which 
could  be  adduced  in  favor  of  a  spirit  of  deference 
on  the  part  of  the  Executive  to  the  Legislative 
branch  of  the  Government.  General  Washington 
had  doubts;  his  individual  opinions  might  be,  as 

they  probably  were,  rather  against  the  existence  of 
this  power;  yet  he  decided,  as  every  wise  and  patri- 

otic man  would  do,  that  while  there  were  doubts 
in  his  mind,  the  will  of  the  people,  through  their 

legislative  organs,  should  prevail;  and  he  sanc- 
tioned the  bill.  That  was  the  wise  decision  to 

which  General  Washington  and  Mr.  Madison 
arrived:  they  yielded  their  own  constitutional 
scruples  in  deference  to  the  will  of  the  people,, de- 

clared through  their  representatives.  He  (Mr. 
H.)  believed  that  we  had  elected  another  President 
now,  (and  he  hoped  we  should  elect  such  during 
all  time,)  who  would  be  animated  by  the  same 
elevated,  patriotic  spirit.  He  trusted  we  should 
see  no  more  of  this  race  of  self-sufficient,  all- 
sufficient  Presidents,  who  considered  themselves 
wiser  and  better  qualified  to  judge  what  was  for 
the  benefit  of  the  people. than  their  own  repre- 
sentatives. 

Before  taking  his  seat,  he  had  a  single  word  to 
say  upon  the  immediate  subject  under  discission. 
He  did  not  consider  it  very  material  to  which  of 
the  two  committees  this  portion  of  the  message 
should  be  referred.     It  was  hardly  probable  that  a 

revision  of  our  present  tariff  system  would  be  car- 
ried into  effect  at  the  present  session  of  Congress; 

but  he  believed  it  would  be  one  of  the  first,  if  not 
the  very  first  act  which  would  be  passed  by  the- 
new  Congress.  The  most  that  could  be  done,  per- 

haps, at  this  session,  was  to  refer  the  subject  to  a 
committee  where  it  would  be  thoroughly  investi- 

gated, and  from  whom  a  proper  report  would  be 
presented,  showing  the  operation  and  effect  of  the 
tariff  policy  now  in  force.  The  tariffof  1846  should 
be  thoroughly  discussed  and  examined  at  this  ses- 

sion of  Congress.  The  sophistries  and  fallacies 
which  were  contained  in  this  message  of  the  Pres- 

ident, and  which  were  so  well  calculated  to  delude 

the  people  who  had  not  the  opportunity  to  investi- 
gate it  thoroughly  for  themselves,  should  be  ex- 

posed by  a  committee  of  this  House;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  eminently  proper  to  place  this 
subject  before  a  committee  who,  at  the  proper 
time,  should  make  a  full,  candid,  fair  report,  pre- 

senting the  entire  merits  of  this  subject,  meeting 
the  views  of  the  President  in  a  proper  spirit,  and 

placing  the  question  on  those  grounds  where,  soon- 
er or  later,  it  must  stand.  He  doubted  very  much 

whether  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  in 

the  great  multitude  of  their  engagements,  and  un- 
der the  heavy  labors  which  had  already  been  de- 

volved upon  them,  would  have  the  time  to  insti- 
tute the  necessary  investigation,  and  make  the 

elaborate  report  which  the  subject  required. 
He  was  therefore  in  favor  of  sending  that  portion 

of  the  message  to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures. 
He  did  not  know  for  what  other  purpose  the  Com- 

mittee on  Manufactures  was  organized:  unless  this 

subject,  so  far  as  its  bearing  on  industry  was  con- 
cerned, should  be  referred  to  them,  it  struck  him 

that  the  House  might  as  well  dispense  altogether 
with  this  committee.  By  a  rule  of  the  House,  the 
Committee  on  Manufactures  was  one  of  the  stand- 

ing committees  of  this  House,  but  it  had  no  duty 
to  perform  except  this  or  some  similar  subject  were 
specifically  referred  to  them.  He  thought  the 
present  a  suitable  occasion  to  send  the  question  to 
a  committee  who  would  investigate  it,  and  present 
a  full  and  satisfactory  report,  which  should  be  laid 
before  the  country,  and  should  counteract  the  ex- 

isting erroneous  influences  upon  public  opinion, 
giving  to  all  men  the  necessary  means  of  forming 
a  correct  and  deliberate  opinion  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Mississippi,  obtained  the  floor, 
and  yielded, 

And,  on  motion  of  Mr.  McCLERNAND,  the 
committee  rose. 

And  the  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,   ETC. 

The  following  petitions  anil  memorials  were  presented 
under  the  rule,  and  referred : 

By  Mr.  STROHM  :  The  petition  of  Henry  Builman  and 
John  Borgstrom,  discharged  recruits,  praying  that  bounty 
land  and  extra  pay  may  be  allowed  to  them,  and  all  others 
similarly  situated  :  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Revolu- 

tionary Pensions.  -  Also,  the  petition  o(  Jacob  Waresc-h.late 
of  the  marine  corps,  praying  that  bounty  land  and  extra  pay 
may  be  granted  to  him  and  all  others  similarly  situated  :  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions.  Also, 
the  petition  of  Lorenzo  Poelzel,  a  discharged  soldier,  pray- 

ing lor  a  pension  on  account  of  his  disability  to  labor:  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 

By  Mr.  A.  JOHNSON:  The  petition  and  other  papers  of 
Mr.  John  Kenbaugh,  of  Green  county,  Tennessee,  asking 
Congress  to  place  him  on  the  roll  of  invalid  pensioners  : 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions.  Also,  the 
applieationfof  Mr.  Nathaniel  Wills,  of  Washington  county, 
Tennessee,  to  be  placed  on  the  roll  of  invalid  pensioners: 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions. 
By  Mr.  BOWLIN :  The  petition  of  Pe»er  A.  Carnes, 

praying  to  be  indemnified  for  iosses  sustained  by  him  whilst 
a  sutler  in  the  army,  in  consequence  of  irregular  orders  of 
the  War  Department,  and  to  be  protected  in  his  office  of 
forage  and  wagon-master :  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims.  . 

By  Mr.  HARMANSON  :_The  petitions  of  M.  Mclntyre  and 

R.  Benjamin. 

The  following   Committees   were  on   Tuesday 
announced  by  the  Speaker: 

Committee  on  Rules. 

Mr.  Truman  Smith,     Mr.  Julius  Rockwell, 
Mr.  Caleb  B.  Smith,    Mr.  Geo.  S.  Houston, 
Mr.  Howell  Cobb,        Mr.  Jenkins, 
Mr.  Chapman,  Mr.  Brady. Mr.  Cabell, 

Committee  on  the  Publication  of  the  Journals  of  the 

House. 
Mr.  McLane,  Mr.  Wallace, 
Mr.  Toombs,  Mr.  Collamer, Mr.  Ashmun, 
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Mr.  Sebastian,  from   Arkansas,  appeared   in 
his  place. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  presented  the  credentials  of 
the  Hon.  William  K.  Sebastian,  elected  a  Sen- 

ator from  the  State  of  Arkansas,  for  the  term  of 
six  years  from  the  4th  of  March  next. 

The  credentials  having  been  read,  Mr.  Sebas- 
tian was  qualified  accordingly. 

'     PETITIONS. 

Mr.  HUNTER  presented  the  petition  of  John 

B.  White,  asking-  for  a  pension  due  to  his  father, 
who  was  an  officer  of  the  Revolution;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committeepn  Revolutionary  Claims. 

Mr.  UPHAlVl  presented  the  petition  of  John 
Dickey  and  130  other  citizens  of  Vermont,  asking 
for  the  establishment  of  a  new  post  route;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office 
and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  presented  the  petition  of 
the  administrator  of  the  late  Major  Weed,  asking 
for  the  settlement  of  his  accounts  on  equitable 
principles;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 

Hugh  W.  Dobbin,  asking  remuneration  for  mili- 
tary services;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 

on  Military  Affairs. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON,  the  papers  of 

this  petitioner  were  taken  from  the  files  and  re- 
ferred to  the  same  committee. 

Mr.  YULEE  presented  a  communication  from 
the  vestry  and  wardens  of  the  Episcopal  church  at 
Saint  Augustine,  remonstrating  against  a  claim  for 
a  lot  of  ground,  set  up  by  N.  Madeore,  Catholic 
Vicar  .General  of  FlorWa;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  petition  and  papers 
in  the  case  of  C.  G.  Gunter,  were  taken  from  the 
files  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Private  Land 
Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FELCH,  the  petition  of 
Thomas  L.  L.  Brent  was  taken  from  the  files  and 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
SILL  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked 
and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Theodore  Offutt;  which  was  read  a  first  and 
second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

CLERK  TO  A  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  moved  that  the 
Committee  on  Pensions  have  leave  to  employ  a 
clerk. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  stated  that  such  was  the  accu- 
mulation of  business  before  the  Committee  on 

Pensions,  as  to  render  it  impracticable  for  the 
committee  to  dispense  with  theservices  of  a  elerk. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
MOTIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  bill  to  grant  a  right 
of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands  to  the  States 
of  Alabama  and  Florida,  for  making  a  railroad 
from  Montgomery,  in  the  State  of  Alabama,  to 
Pensacola,  in  Florida,  and  from  thence  to  the 
waters  of  the  Tensaw  river,  on  Mobile  Bay,  in  the 
State  of  Alabama,  was  taken  up  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  bill  was 
taken  from  the  table  and  reinstated  on  the  calendar. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CORWIN,  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Cadwalader  Wallace  was  taken  from  the 

table,  and  reinstated  among  the  general  orders  on 
the  calendar. 

,  On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana, 
the  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to  autho- 

rize the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Attorney  General,  to  purchase 

for  the  United  States  the  interest  of  Balie  Peyton 
in  the  tract  of  land  on  which  the  lighthouse  stands 
at  the  Southwest  Pass,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mis- 

sissippi river. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  J.,  the  bill  was  postponed 

until  Wednesday  next,  and  was  made  the  special 
order  for  that  day. 

REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  DIX,  from  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs,  reported  the  bill  reorganizing  the  pay  de- 

partment of  the  army,  with  amendments. 

PANAMA  RAILROAD. 
Mr.  CAMERON  rose  to  ask  the  Senator  from 

Illinois  if  there  would  be  any  objection  in  post- 
poning the  further  consideration  of  the  bill  to  give 

compensation  in  aid  of  the  construction  of  a  rail- 
road across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama?  He  desired 

to  be  absent  until  after  the  holidays,  and  he  hoped 

the  bill  would  not  be  taken  up  until  after  his  re- turn. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  replied  that  the  Senator  from 

Missouri,  [Mr.  Benton,]  who  had  more  particu- 
larly the  charge  of  the  bill,  was  not  in  his  seat-, 

but  he  presumed  the  parties  interested  would  not 
object  to  a  delay.  He  would  therefore  name 
Tuesday  week  for  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

The  adverse  report  of  the  Committee  on  Revo- 
lutionary Claims,  on  the  petition  of  Gustavus  C. 

Hamer,  was  taken  up,  and,  on  motion  of  Mr. 

Jo'hnson,  of  Louisiana,  was  laid  on  the  table  for 
the  present. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote 

by  which  the  adverse  report  on  the  petition  of 
Arnold  Naudain  was  yesterday  concurred  in. 

The  motion  lies  over  for  consideration. 

COLLECTION  DISTRICT  IN  NEW  YORK. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
consider  the  bill  to  establish  a  collection  district  in 

New  York;  which  was  *read  a  third  time,  and 

passed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  the  title  was  amended 

to  read,  "  An  act  to  extend  certain  privileges  to  the 
town  of  Whitehall,  in  the  State  of  New  York.1' 

RESOLUTIONS. 

The  following  resolution,  submitted  yesterday 
by  Mr.  Niles,  was  taken  up,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  inform  the 
Senate  what  construction  has-been  given  to  the  revenue  act 
of  1846,  in  respect  to  duties  accruing  and  collected  on  im- 

portations on  which  a  bounty  is  paid  on  their  exportation  by 
any  foreign  country  ;  and  particularly,  whether  the  amount 
of  such  bounty  has  been  deducted  from  the  invoice  or  valu- 

ation of  such  imports  at  the  place  from  whence  imported. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BRIGHT,  it  was 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  communicate  to  the  Senate  (if  in  his  opinion 
not  incompatible  with  the  public  service)  a  copy  of  the  de- 

spatches transmitted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  August  last, 
by  the  resident  Minister  at  Rio  Janeiro,  in  reference  to  the 
service  and  general  conduct  of  Commodore  G.  W.  Storer, 
commander-in-chief  of  the  United  States  naval  forces  on 
the  coast  of  Brazil. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLARKE,  it  was 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  communicate  to  the  Senate  a  list  of  all  treaties 
of  reciprocity  in  navigation,  which  have  been  concluded 
between  the  United  States  and  other  nations^  with  the  date 
of  the  executioa  of  each.  Also,  a  statement  of  the  trade  and 
commerce  of.such  nations,  respectively,  together  with  the 
population  of  each,  and  the  effect  of  such  treaties,  compar- 

atively, upon  the  commerce  and  navigation  of  the  United 
States. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NILES,  it  was 
Resolved,  That  the  Postmaster  General  be  directed  to 

communicate  to  the  Senate  a  copy  of  the  report  to  him 
made  by  S.  R.  Hobble,  Assistant  Postmaster  General. 

CAPTORS  OF  THE  PHILADELPHIA. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  have  been  requested  to  ask  the 
Senate  to  take  up,  though  not  in  its  order,  a  bill 
for  the  relief  of  the  captors  of  the  frigate  Philadel- 

phia, at  Tripoli.  It  is  a  case  of  long  standing,  and 
a  very  meritorious  one.  It  should  therefore  be 
acted  on  very  speedily.  « 

The  bill  was  taken  up  accordingly,  and  read  and 
considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  It  pro- 

poses to  give  the  sum  of  $100,000,  under  the  di- 
rection of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  to  the  officers 

and  crew  of  the  ketch  Intrepid,  commanded  by 
Stephen  Decatur,  who  were  engaged  in  the  capture 
and  destruction  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia,  in  the 
harbor  of  Tripoli,  on  the  16th  February,  1804,  to 
be  distributed  pro  rata  among  the  officers  and  crew, 
according  to  the  rates  fixed  by  the  6th  section  of 

the  act  of  April  23d,  1800,  for  the  better  govern- 
ment of  the  navy  of  the  United  States.  The  sum 

specified  in  the  bill  appear^  to  have  been  regarded 
as  one  half  of  the  estimated  value  of  the  frigate. 

At  the  request  of  several  Senators,  the  report 
made  by  Mr.  Ytjlee,  from  the  Committee  on 
Naval  Affairsl  on  the  10th  of  August  last,  on  this 

subject,  was  read  by  the  Secretary.  The  facts 
therein  stated  are  memorable  in  our  history.  Du- 

ring our  contentions  for  the  freedom  of  navigation 
of  the  Mediterranean,  and  after  the  war  with 
Tripoli  had  commenced,  a  small  squadron,  under 
the  command  of  Commodore  Preble,  (the  United 
States  frigate  Constitution    being  the  flag  ship,)  I 

was  despatched  by  our  Government  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  on  hostilities  against  that  despotic 

Power,  and  bring  it  to  terms., 
The  United  States  frigate  Philadelphia,  one  of 

the  squadron  commanded  by  Captain  Bainbridge, 
when  cruising  off  the  harbor  of  Tripoli,  struck 
upon  the  rocks  lying  in  the  immediate  vicinity  of 
the  fortifications,  and  was  stranded.  Finding  it 
impossible,  after  using  every  exertion,  to  get  off 
his  vessel,  or  to  resist  the  overwhelming  force  of 

the  enemy,  Captain  Bainbridge  was  forced  to  sur- 
render, and  his  officers  and  men  were  made  prison- 

ers, and  removed  to  the  dungeons  of  the  city  fort- 
ifications. The  frigate,  subsequently,  was  got  off 

the  rocks  by  the  Trinolitans,  having  sustained  but 
little  injury,  and  was  moored  by  them  within 
pistol-shot  of  the  Tripolitan  navy,  manned  and 
made  ready  for  sea.  More  than  one  hundred 
pieces  of  heavy  cannon  were  mounted  on  board  of 
the  different  vessels  of  the  Tripolitans,  manned  by 
upwards  of  one  thousand  seamen;  and  the  whole 
lay  within  the  immediate  protection  of  formidable 
land  batteries,  consisting  of  one  hundred  and  fifteen 
pieces  of  heavy  artillery,  and  within  sight  of  a 
force  of  twenty  thousand  troops,  stationed  in  the 
city  and  its  vicinity. 

The  loss  of  this  fine  frigate  and  her  noble  crew 
was  most  seriously. felt,  and  proved  a  great  detri- 

ment to  the  American  squadron,  in  carrying  on 
efficient  operations  against  an  active  enemy. 

Under  these  circumstances,  so  annoying  to  our 
squadron,  the  then  Lieutenant  Stephen  Decatur, 
conceived  the  bold  idea  of  recapturing  the  Phila- 

delphia with  his  vessel,  the  United  States  schooner 
Enterprise,  which  he  then  commanded,  and  com- 

municated his  plan*  of  operation  to  Commodore Preble. 

The  Commodore  was  fully  impressed  with  the 
importance  of  so  daring  an  act,  approved  the  plan, 

and  accepted  the  offer  of  Lieutenant  Decatur's 
services.  But,  sensible  that  success  must  depend 

on  the  secrecy,  celerity,  and  gallantry  of  its  exe- 
cution, and  that  an  attempt  to  bring  out  the  frigate, 

if  captured,  would,  in  all  probability,  be  attended 
with  too  great  hazard  and  loss  of  life,  gave  peremp- 

tory orders  to  set  fire,  after  capture,  to  every  ac- 
cessible part  of  the  frigate;  and,  after  "  blowing  out 

her  bottom,"  to  abandon  her. 
In  compliance  with  this  permission  and  his 

orders,  Lieutenant  Decatur  manned  a  small  ketch, 
of  about  sixty  tons,  (which  he  had  recently  cap- 

tured, and  was  named  by  CommodorePreble  the 

"  Intrepid,'')  with  seventy  officers  and  men,  volun- 
teers from  his  own  vessel,  and  sailed  from  Syra- 
cuse, where  the  American  squadron  lay,  on  the 

3d  February,  1804. 

Hehad  an  unusually  stormy  passage,  and  arrived 
on  the  16th  following  off  the  coast.  After  perfecting 
all  his  arrangements,  he  ran,  after  dark,  into  the 
harbor  of  Tripoli,  disguising  his  movements  as 
much  as  possible,  to  deceive  the  enemy,  by  whom 
he  was  observed  and  suspected;  and  at  about  10 

p.  m.  lay  his  vessel  boldly  alongside  the  Philadel- 
phia, boarded  and  carried  her,  sword  in  hand,  in 

the  most  gallant  style,  after  a  severe  though  short 
conflict  on  the  decks  of  the  frigate,  in  which 
upwards  of  twenty  of  the  enemy  were  slain,  and 
the  rest  driven  below  or  overboard. 

The  capture  was  made  with  such  gallant  daring, 

and  with  so  many  concurring  favoring  circum- 
stances, that,  in  the  opinio*  of  many,  the  frigate 

could  have  been  easily  carried  out  of  the  harbor, 
and  again  added  to  the  American  squadron.  But 

the  peremptory  orders  of  Commodore  Preble  for- 
bade such  an  attempt;  and,  after  deliberately  setting 

her  on  fire,  as  directed  in  his  instructions,  and  re- 

maining on  board  "until  the  fire  had  communicated 

to  the  rigging  and  tops,"  Decatur  abandoned  her 
to  her  fate,  bringing  off  his  whole  crew,  under 
a  heavy  fire  from  the  batteries  and  shipping,  with- 

out the  loss  of  a  man,  (having  but  one  slightly 
wounded,)  and  rejoined  the  American  squadron. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  ask  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  whether  a  bill  making 
an  allowance  of  a  considerable  sum  of  money  to 

some  of  the  individuals  under  the  claim  now  pro- 
posed to  be  allowed,  has  not  already  been  paid  ? 

Mr.  YULEE.  No,  sir.  Several  favorable  re- 
ports have  been  made,  and  several  bills  have  been 

reported  to  Congress,  but  they  have  ahvays  failed 
of  passage,  on  account  of  the  contest  that  has  been 

going  on  with  respect  to  the  distribution  of  prize- 
money.  The  contest  arose  from  the  fact  that  the 
vessel  had  not  the  usual  quota  of  officers  on  board; 
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and  the  officers  in  command  claim  that  they  should 
receive  the  whole  amount  which  would  have  been 
allowed  had  the  vessel  been  fully  officered.  They 
would  thus-  have  received  a  larger  proportion  of 

the  prize-money  than  they  were  justly  entitled  to. 
The  present  committee  have  been  endeavoring  to 

bring  this  struggle  to  a  close  by  adoping  a  new- 
scheme  for  the  distribution  of  the  prize-money, 
under  which  the  men  and  inferior  officers  will 

receive  a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  prize-money 
than  they  have  heretofore  expected.  It  is  indeed 
a  case  of  high  merit,  and  one  that  would  have  been 
settled  long  ago  but  for  the  claims  set  up  by  the 
representatives  of  Commodore  Decatur. 

MY.  KING.  I  suppose  there  is  not  a  member 
of  this  body  who  is  not  prepared  to  give  full  credit 
to  all — particularly  to  the  commanding  officer — 
who  were  engaged  in  this  enterprise.  It  was  cer- 

tainly one  of  the  most  brilliant  ever  undertaken, 
and  in  consequence  of  the  gallantry  evinced  by  all 
concerned  in  the  expedition,  Commodore  Decatur 
and  the  officers  under  him  received  very  rapid  pro- 

motion. I  recollect  the  case  well.  It  has  been 

before  Congress  many  years,  and  was  not  brought 
forward  at  an  earlier  period  because  Decatur  was 
not  the  man  to  present  it.  He,  as  well  as  all  the 
officers  connected  with  him,  regarded  their  pro- 

motions somewhat  in  the  light  of  remuneration. 

In  regard  to  allowing  the  officers  one-half  the 
amount  of  the  value  of  the  vessel  captured,  that 
principle  was  adopted  in  order  to  secure  to  our 
naval  officers  an  appropriate  reward,  in  cases  of 
vessels  destroyed  because  of  their  crippled  state  at 
sea,  or  because  they  could  not  be  brought  into  port 

for  fear  of  capture  by  the  enemy.  This  rule  pre- 
vailed for  some  time,  though  it  was  ultimately  dis- 

regarded. If  I  am  not  very  much  mistaken,  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Yulee]  is  in 
error  as  to  the  statement  of  an  allowance  having 
been  made  to  any  of  these  parties  whose  claim  is 
now  before  us.  I  would  ask  the  Secretary  if  a 

law  was  not  passed  some  years  ago,  giving  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  money  to  Susan,  widow  of 

Commodore  Decatur,  in  consequence  of  certain 
claims  put  forth  by  her,  and  arising  out  of  the 
destruction  of  the  frigate  Philadelphia? 

Mr.  YULEE.     It  was  some  other  claim,  sir. 
Mr.  KING.  I  am  under  the  impression  that 

such  is  the  fact;  but,  at  any  rate,  it  is  a  matter 
worthy  of  inquiry  whether  we  have  not  acted  upon 
this  subject  before;  and  whether  a  partial,  if  not  a 
general  allowance  has  not  been  made  to  some  of 
these  officers?  I  think  ̂ he  honorable  Senator  had 
better  allow  the  bill  to  lie  over  till  the  facts  can  be 

inquired  into.  I  am  prepared  to  go  as  far  as  any 
man  on  this  floor  in  rewarding  our  officers  and 
seamen  for  gallantry  and  good  conduct,  upon  any 
and  every  occasion,  when  we  have  the  opportunity. 
A  more  meritorious  officer  than  Stephen  Decatur 
never  served  any  country  under  the  sun.  The 
officers  associated  with  him  were  men  who  distin- 

guished themselves  not  only  upon  that  occasion ,  but 
subsequently  upon  other  occasions;  and,  although 
I  am  disposed  to  act  liberally  towards  them,  I  am 
not  inclined  to  pass  this  bill  without  first  knowing 
whether  they  have  not  already  been  compensated 
in  some  degree  by  the  Government.  I  do  not  allude 
now  to  the  fact  of  their  promotion,  but  to  a  bill  for 
their  compensation. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  would  call  the  attention  of  the 

chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Aft'airsto  the 
facts  in  this  case,  as  I  nave  gathered  them  from 
the  public  newspapers.  This  claim  has  been  before 
Congress  as  long  as  I  have  been  in  the  habit  of 
reading  newspapers.  I  recollect  the  fact  alluded 
to  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama.  This  claim  was 
originated  before  Congress  some  twenty  years  ago, 

and  failed^  to  pass.  '  Soon  after  the  failure  of  this 
specific  bill,  there  was  introduced  into  Congress, 
and  it  became  a  law,  a  bill  for  the  distribution  of 

the  naval'  pension  fund,  which  made  most  ex- 
travagant and  extraordinary  appropriations  to  the 

widows  of  naval  officers.  Under  the  operation  of 
this  bill  the  naval  fund  was  soon  dissipated  and 
entirely  wasted.  I  think  it  will  be  found  that  under 
that  act  Mrs.  Decatur  received  more  than  four  times 
the  amount  to  which  she  would  be  entitled  under 

the  present  bill.  That  general  law  having  entirely 
dissipated  the  naval  pension  fund,  we  are  now 
obliged  to  make  appropriations  from  the  treasury 
to  meet  such  cases  as  are  now  renewed  and  asked 
for  in  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  trust,  if  the  bill 
be  permitted  to  lie  over  a  few  days,  the  honorable 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  will 

be  able  to  state  to  the  Senate  how  much  the  widow 

of  Commodore  Decatur  has  actually  received  under 
the  act  for  the  distribution  of  the  naval  pension 
fund. 

Mr.  BADGER.  I  agree  with  the  Senator  from 

Alabama  [Mr.  King]  that  if  Government  has  here- 
tofore paid  all  or  any  portion  of  these  claimants, 

they  ought  not  to  be  paid  again.-  I  thinkthe  Sen- 
ator will  find  that  no  payment  has  at  any  time  been 

made  with  reference  to  the  claim  upon  which 
we  are  now  called  upon  to  act.  It  seems  proper 
though,  and  I  hope  the  honorable  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Naval  Affairs  will  yield  to  the  sug- 

gestion, that  the  bill  should  not  pass  without  full 
opportunity  for  investigation.  I  take  this  oppor- 

tunity, however,  to  say,  that  I  know  of  no  event 
in  the  history  of  the  American  arms  so  worthy  of 

the  attention  of"  our  countrymen  as  the  exploit  of 
the  noble  and  heroic  little  band  who  engaged  in 
the  destruction  of  this  vessel.  And  if  they  had  not 
heretofore  received  the  just  pecuniary  compensa- 

tion to  which  they  were  entitled,  I  consider  it  only 
proves  that  Congress  ought  not  to  suffer  this  debt 
to  remain  longer  unpaid;  the  payment  of  it,  in  fact, 
has  been  already  too  long  delayed  for  the  credit  of 
the  Government. 

A  word  in  reference  to  the  suggestion  of  the 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire.  He  is  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  allowance  to  Mrs.  Decatur, 
under  the  act  passed  by  Congress  by  which  the 
distribution  of  the  naval  pension  fund  was  made, 

has  anything  to  do  with  the  case  now  under  con- 
sideration by  the  Senate.  That  act,  or  the  allow- 

ance under  that  act,  has  nothing  to  do  with  this 
claim. 

Mr.  YULEE.  Undoubtedly  the  Senator  from 
Alabama  is  mistaken  in  his  impression  that  there 
has  been  already  a  part  payment  of  this  claim.  1 
am  willing,  in  accordance  with  the  general  rule, 
that  the  bill  should  lie  over  till  he  can  satisfy  him- 

self on  this  point,  I  feel  quite  sure  that  he  will 
find  himself  mistaken  as  to  the  impression  resting 
upon  his  mind:  however,  that  impression  existing, 
the  bill  ought  to  lie  over  until  Senators  shall  be 
satisfied  with  respect  to  it — to  be  taken  up  again 
at  the  earliest  period  practicable. 

While  1  am  up,  I  would  say  that  I  apprehend 
the  Senator  is  mistaken  in  reference  to  the  practice 
of  Congress  in  cases  of  this  description;  and,  in 
order  that  this  case  may  not  pass  off,  leaving  an 
incorrect  impression  upon  the  minds  of  Senators, 
I  will  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  precedents 
which  will  remove  any  doubt  in  relation  to  it.  The 
committee  who  have  had  this  case  under  examina- 

tion have  decided  in  the  former  reports  they  have 
made,  that  it  was  in  accordance  with  long-contin^ 
ued  and  well-established  precedents  in  the  legisla- 

tion of  the  country  to  allow  claims  of  this  charac- 
ter. These  precedents  will  be  found  in  the  volume 

of  Naval  Laws;  and  if  the  Senator  will  refer  to 
them,  he  will  find  that  they  completely  establish 
the  practice  of  the  Government  in  reference  to  cases 
of  this  description.  He  is  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  a  meritorious  reward  has  not  always  been 
allowed  in  cases  of  the  destruction  of  captured 
vessels,  whether  destroyed  or  brought  into  port. 
On  the  contrary,  such  allowance  of  reward  has 
always  been  made.  In  this  particular  instance,  the 
destruction  was  carried  on  by  the  express  command  . 
of  Commodore  Preble,  who  apprehended,  owing 
to  the  extreme  hazard  of  the  enterprise,  and  the 
necessary  exposure  to  which  it  would  subject  the 
lives  of  the  crew,  that  the  attempt  to  bxing  the 
Philadelphia  into  harbor  would  prove  a  failure. 
Nevertheless,  it  has  been  found,  upon  examination 
of  the  papers  of  his  associate  officers,  that  but  for 
this  order  she  might  have  been  preserved.  Here 
are  two  laws,  passed  in  quick  succession,  in  the 
year  1813,  which  establish  the  precedents  to  which 
I  have  alluded.  The  first  is  an  act  rewarding  the 
officers  and  crew  of  the  frigate  Constitution,  and 
the  officers  and  crew  of  the  Wasp,  and  others.  It 
authorizes  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 

have  distributed  as  prize%ioney  to  Captain  Isaac 
Hull,  of  the  frigate  Constitution,  his  officers  and 

crew,  the  sum  of  .$50,000,  for  the  capture  and  de- 
struction of  the  British  frigate  Guerriere;  and  the 

like  sum  in  like  manner  to  Captain  William  Bain- 
bridge,  his  officers  and  crew,  for  the  capture  and 
destruction  of  the  British  frigate  Java;  and  the  sum 
of  $25,000  in  like  manner  to  Captain  Jacob  Jones, 
of  the  sloop  of  war  Wasp,  his  officers  and  crew, 
for  the  capture  of  the  British  sloop  of  war  Frolic; 
and  the  sum  of  $125,000  was  appropriated  thereby 

for  these  purposes.  This  act  was  approved  March 
3,  1813.  Senators  will  find  it  on  pages  175-6,  of 
the  volume  of  Naval  Laws. 

The  second  act  to  which  I  have  referred  will  be 

found  on  page  176  of  the  same  work.  It  is  entitled 
"  An  act  to  reward  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  sloop 
of  war  Hornet,  and  Lieutenant  Elliott  and  his  offi- 

cers and  companions;"  and  it  authorizes  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  have  distributed  as 

prize  money,  to  Captain  James  Lawrence,  late  of 
the  sloop  of  war  Hornet,  his  officers  and  crew,  or 
their  widows  and  children,  the  sum  of  $25,000, 
for  the  capture  and  destruction  of  the  British  brig 

j  Peacock;  and  to  Lieutenant  Elliott  and  his  officers 
j  and  companions,  or  their  widows  and  children,  the 
sum  of  $12,000,  for  the  capture  and  destruction  of 
the  British  brig  Detroit;  and  the  sum  of  $37,000 
was  thereby  appropriated  for  those  purposes. 

Here  are  "five  or  six  precedents,  under  two  single 
acts,  in  succession,  and,  upon  reference,  there 
might  be  found  a  dozen  others. , 

A  word  in  regard  to  another  point  which  may 
be  calculated  to  awaken  prejudices  against  this  bill. 

The  Senator  refers  not  only  to  what  Decatur's 
widow  has  received  under  a  certain  provision  of 
law,  but  also  to  the  rapid  promotion  of  Decatur 
himself.  It  may  be  true  that  Decatur  was  rapidly 
promoted,  but  certainly  not  beyond  his  merits.  It 

may  be  true,  also,  that  his  widow  received  a  con- 
siderable amount  of  money,  but  it  was  for  the 

pension  due  her  under  the  general  law.  This  bill 
comes  now  before  the  Senate  upon  the  petition  of 
the  steward  of  the  vessel,  who  volunteered  and 
acted  as  a  sailor  on  this  occasion,  and  the  petition 
of  a  poor  worn-out  old  sailor  at  the  navy-yard.  It 
is  not  on  the  petition  of  the  officers  commanding 
when  the  prize  was  destroyed,  but  on  the  applica- 

tion of  the  seamen,  whose  claim  comes  to  us  in  the 
character  of  a  debt,  the  payment  of  which  has  been 

delayed  for  so  many  years  on  account  of  the  strug- 
gle amongst  the  officers  for  a  larger  share  of  the 

prize  money  than  .they  were  entitled  to  under  the 
prize  act.  The  committee  have  adopted  the  prize 
act  as  the  rule  of  distribution,  which  accords  to  the 
men  a  larger  proportion  of  the  prize  money  than 
the  officers  would  have  been  inclined  to  give  them. 

The  application  comes  from  the  men;  and  if  the 
Senate  choose  to  exclude  the  officers  from  any 

participation  in  the  distribution  proposed,  it  should 
at  least  do  justice  to  the  men. 

Mr.  KING.  I  do  not  intend  to  consume  the 

time  of  the  Senate;  I  merely  wish  for  the  inform- 
ation which  the  honorable  Senator  has  proposed 

to  afford.  I  know,  sir,  that  during  the  late  war 
with  Great  Britain  there  were  many  cases,  some 
of  which  he  has  cited,  in  which  we  departed  from 
what  we  considered  the  correct  course,  and  allowed 

salvage  to  the  captors  of  vessels  which  could  not 
be  brought  into  port  on  account  of  their  crippled 
state,  or  for  fear  of  their  falling  into  the  hands  of 
the  enemy.  But  the  principle  upon  which  the 
Government  acted  was  to  allow  for  prize  money 

one-half  the  amount  of  the  value  of  the  prize  ves- 
sel only  when  brought  into  port.' 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  would  ask  when  that  prece- 
dent was  established?  During  the  war  of  1813  I 

know  of  no  such  precedent 
Mr.  KING.  I  am  referring  to  vessels  captured 

in  the  war  with  Great  Britain.  It  was  apprehend- 
ed that  some  of  them  would  fall  again  into  the 

hands  of  the  enemy,  and,  in  consequence,  a  suit- 
able reward  was  made  for  their  destruction;  but 

the  reasons  for  these  cases  appear  on  the  statute 
book,  and  do  not  constitute  a  precedent.  I  was 
aware,  as  I  before  stated,  that  a  bill  had  been 

passed  allowing  "compensation  to  one  of  these claimants.  That  bill,  I  find,  is  a  joint  resolution, 
and  passed  on  the  3d  of  March,  1837;  and  it  gives 
to  the  widow  of  Stephen  Decatur,  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  navy  fund,  a  pension  for  five  years;  and 
another  act  was  passed  on  the  30th  of  June,  1837, 

aljowing  to  her  the  pay  of  a  post-captain. 
[Mr.  K.  here  read  the  acts  referred  to.] 
This  pension  bill,  as  I  understand  it,  was  passed 

at  that  time  in  consequence  of  her  peculiar  situa- 
tion, and  because  of  this  claim  on  account  of  the 

gallant  and  meritorious  'services  of  her  husband. 
But  was  it  usual  to  allow  pensions  to  .the  widows 

of  officers  not  destroyed  in  the  service  ?  The  Sen- ator will  say  no. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  will  answer  the  Senator  on  that 

particular  point.  The  legislation  of  the  country 
has  been  devious  and  fluctuating  in  this  particular. 
Sometimes  the  law  has  allowed  pensions  to  the 
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I  would  be  glad  if  this 

widows  of  officers  who  have  died  in  service  in 

consequence  of  wounds,  and  sometimes  to  the 
widows  of  those  dying  a  natural  death;  but  now 
the  benefit  of  pensions  is  extended  to  the  widows 
of  all  officers  who  die  in  consequence  of  the  ex- 

traordinary vicissitudes  of  the  service.  Whatever 
may  have  been  the  reason  which  has  induced 

Congress  to  pass  laws  which  may  have  thus  con- 
flicted, it  is  certain  that  a  law  allowing  to  the 

widows  of  deceased  officers  a  pension  cannot  be 
pleaded  as  an  offset  against  the  payment  of  a  debt 
due  to  officers  and  men  as  the  captors  of  a  prize 
vessel.  I  say  debt  due,  because  what  has  been 
an  established  and  regular  practice  in  such  cases 
should  be  regarded  as  a  certainty,  upon  which  all 
engaged  in  the  public  service  may  rely.  I  do  not 

think  it  proper,  or  politic,  or  even  legal,  to  dis- 
regard the  established  practice  of  Government  in 

any  particular  case.  Every  rule  of  practice'of  this 
description  has  some  good  end  in  view;  and  those 

who  direct  their  energies  toward  the  accomplish- 
ment of  the  end  ought  to  receive  the  benefit  of  the 

rule.  Under  this  invariable  practice  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, I  cannot  but  regard  this  prize  money  as 

a  debt  due  by  the  Government  to  these  men.  The 
rule  should  be  observed  with  respect  to  these  men, 
as  it  has  been  towards  all  other  captors  of  prize 
vessels.  I  do  not  know  that  there  is  a  single  pre- 

cedent to  the  contrary.  If  the  Senator  knows  of 
one,  I  wish  -he  would  cite  it.  I  have  no  objections 
to  the  postponement. 
No  amendment  being  offered  to  the  bill,  it  was 

reported  to  the  Senate,  when,  the  question  being 
upon  the  engrossment — 

Mr.  HALE  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays,  which 
were  ordered. 

Mr.  BREESE  again  called  for  the  reading  of 
the  bill;  and  it  was  read. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD, 

matter  could  lie  over  for  a  few  days.  The  claim 
is  a  very  stale  one,  originating  many  years  back. 
For  one,  I  should  like  to  know  a  little  more  about 
it.  I  am  inclined  to  vote  for  the  bill  as  at  present 
advised;  but  for  the  purpose  of  getting  some  more 
perfect  and  satisfactory  information  upon  the  sub- 

ject, I  hope  that,  for  the  present,  it  will  be  allowed 
to  lie  over. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  have  no  objection  to  its  being 
passed  over  informally. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  move  that  it  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow. 

The  question  was-taken  upon  the  postponement, 
and  agreed  to. 

PRIVATE  CALENDAR. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Frederick  Dawson,  Fred- 

erick Schott,  and  Elisha  D.  Whitney;  which,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  was 
passed  over  for  the  present. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  House  bill  for  the  relief  of  Calvin  Emmons, 
reported  from  the  Committee  on  Patents  and  the 
Patent  Office. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  In  relation  fto  this  bill,  I 
will  observe,  that  I  desire  to  offer  a  slight  amend- 

ment to  it,  but  have  not  at  this  moment  in  my 
possession  a  paper  which  it  is  necessary  for  me  to 
have  in  order  -to  enable  me  to  do  so.  Since  the 
bill  was  reported,  Mr.  Emmons  has  died,  and  it 
will  be  necessary  that  there  should  be  a  provision 
for  the  payment  of  the  money  to  the  executor  or 
administrator,  whose  name  I  am  not  now  in  pos- 

session of.  I  therefore  ask  that  the  bill  be  passed 
by  informally,  or  that  the  further  consideration  be 
postponed  until  to-morrow. 

The  bill  was  accordingly  postponed. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  bill  for 

the  relief  of  Colonel  Robert  Wallace,  aid-de-camp 
to  General  William  Hull;  which  was  reported  to 
the  Senate  without  amendment.  . 

The  question  being  on  ordering  the  bill  to  a  third 
reading,  a  division  was  called  for. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  objected  to  the  passage  of  the 
bill;  he  desired  that  it  should  be  passed  over. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  regret  very  much  to 
see  any  opposition  manifested  to  the  passage  of 
this  bill.  The  petitioner,  who  is  a  citizen  of  Ken- 

tucky, I  know  to  be  in  great  need  of  the  allowance. 
He  is  an  aged  man,  and  there  is  no  doubt  about 
his  having-  rendered  the  services  as  stated  in  the 
renoi  t.  Why  then  refuse  to  grant  the  allowance  ? 
The  claim  has  been  passed  upon  by  the  committee 

upon  the  testimony  of  General  Cass,  General  Jes- 
up,  and  others,  and  I  hope  there  will  be  no  obstacle 
now  thrown  in  the  way.  At  all  events,  if  there  is 
opposition,  the  grounds  of  that  opposition  should 
be  stated.  The  testimony  is  of  such  a  nature  as 
ought  to  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  If  it  is  desirable  that  objection 

should  b'e  stated,  I  will  state  what  my  objections are.  This  is  one  of  that  class  of  cases  which  seems 

to  depend  upon  their  antiquity  for  their  success.  If 
the  claim  had  any  intrinsic  merit,  1  have  no  doubt 
it  would  have  been  paid  long  since.  One  hundred 
and  eighty  dollars  is  claimed  as  the  price  of  ahorse. 
This,  it  strikes  me,  is  an  exorbitant  sum.  The 
v/hole  claim  is  just  one  of  that  kind  that  ought 
never  to  be  entertained  by  Congress. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  princi- 
ple upon  which  payment  for  ahorse  can  be  claimed. 

Perhaps  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  can  furnish 
some  light  in  regard  to  that  point.  It  may  be 

all  right,  but  I  confess  I  know  of  no  such  princi- 

ple. 

Mr  KING.     Let  the  bill  lie  over. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  have  no  objection  that 
it  should  lie  over,  but  I  will  state  to  the  gentleman 
over  the  way  that  there  was  a  bill  passed,  I  believe, 
at  the  last  session  of  Congress  providing  for  the 

payment  for  property  lost  in  the  late  war  with 
Mexico,  horses  included,  which  is  precisely  estab- 

lishing the  principle  that  is  doubted  by  the  gentle- 
man, and  that  is  proposed  to  be  pursued  in  this 

case  by  paying  the  aid  of  General  Hull  for  the 
horse  he  lost.  A  bill  of  that  sort  certainly  passed 
one  if  not  both  Houses  of  Congress  last  session. 
However,  I  have  no  objection  that  this  bill  should 

be  postponed  until  to-morrow,  and  I  will  endeavor 
to  look  further  into  the  case.  The  bill  has  passed 
the  House  of  Representatives  after  having  been 

submitted  to'the  Committee  on  Claims  of  that  body, 
and  has  also  been  examined  by  the  Committee  on 

Military  Affairs  here,  and  that  committee,  Gen- 
eral Cass  being  at  its  head,  reported  favorably 

upon  it.  It  belongs,  therefore,  rather  to  some 
member  of  that  committee  to  fortify  and  sustain 
the  bill  by  argument.  But,  sir,  coming  to  us  as 
it  does  from  the  Military  Committee  with  the  sanc- 

tion of  General  Cass,  who  must  be  presumed  to 
have  known  something  of  the  facts  attending  the 
case,  having  been  acquainted  with  the  individual 
personally,  I  am  surprised  that  it  should  meet  with 
the  opposition  it-has.  There  is  no  doubt  that  the 
service  was  rendered;  and  because  the  man  was 

unfortunately  captured,  is  that  a  reason  why  his 
claim  should  not  be  paid  ?  If  it  is  to  be  our  rule 
of  action  that  the  successful  soldier  alone  is  to  be 

compensated,  and  he  who  is  captured  to  be  treated 
with  neglect,  and  his  just  rights  refused,  we  shall 
not  long  continue  to  find  men  willing  to  enter  the 
military  service.  Are  we  going  to  establish  a  rule 
of  that  sort?  This  gentleman  did  act  as  aid  to 
General  Hull:  I  wish  his  aid  had  been  more  effect- 

ive, and  that  the  whole  expedition  had  been  suc- 
cessful, instead  of  ending  in  a  surrender  of  the 

army.  But  that  is  no  reason  why  we  should  refuse 
to  allow  this  officer  the  price  of  his  horse;  and  as 
to  the  amount  claimed  for  the  horse,  I  can  inform 
the  gentleman  that  there  were  horses  owned  by 
officers  of  our  army  during  the  war  of  1812  that 
were  worth  double  that  sum.  Gentlemen,  if  they 
choose  to  inform  themselves  on  the  subject,  will 
find  that  our  officers  were  in  the  habit  of  riding  the 
most  valuable  horses  that  were  to  be,  procured  in 
the  country;  and  they  will  find  that  the  price  here 
named  is  a  very  moderate  one.  At  all  events,  I 
do  not  think  the  gentleman  opposite  was  at  all  just- 

ified in  making  the  remark  he  did,  that  the  sum 
charged  was  double  the  value  of  this  particular 
horse.  However,  I  am  willing  that  the  bill  should 
lie  over,  and  in  the  mean  time  I  will  endeavor  to 
look  into  all  the  facts. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  submit  to  the  Senator's  own 
judgment  whether  the  lapse  of  time  that  has  been 
suffered  to  occur  before  the  presentation  of  this 
claim  be  not  sufficient  evidence  prima  facie  that  the 
claim  has  no  merit.  Besides,  there  is  no  testimony 
to  prove  that  any  service  was  rendered.  On  the 
contrary,  the  report  rather  goes  to  show  that  the 
committee  were  not  satisfied  of  the  justness  of  the 
claim.  I  say  the  presumption  is,  that  if  the  party 
were  entitled  to  remuneration,  he  would  have  as- 

serted his  right  at  the  time  it  accrued.  Tne  fact 
of  the  claim  not  having  been  brought  forward  until 

years  afterwards,  is  to  my  mind  conclusive  that  it 
is  a  trumped-up  affair,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  there 

are  too  many  cases  of  that  kind  brought  forward 
session  after  session. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  do  not  know  that  my 
friend  over  the  way  is  altogether  correct  in  suppo- 

sing that  this  is  a  claim  that  has  but  recently  been 
brought  forward.  It  is  suggested  by  my  friend  on 
my  left,  that  it  is  an  acquaintance  of  hrs  of  ten  or 
twelve  years  standing.  When  it  was  brought  for- 

ward for  the  first  time,  I  am  not  apprized.  1  believe 
the  rule  applicable  to  wine  is  applicable  to  claims 
before  Congress;  the  older  they  get,  the  better  they 
are;  and  in  my  official  character,  in  one  or  the  other 
House  of  Congress,  I  have  had  to  act  sometimes 
upon  claims  of  forty  and  fifty  years  standing,  and 

very  good  claims  they  were  too,  even  when  origi- 
nally presented.  Now,  of  the  peculiar  circumstan- 

ces in  this  case  which  prevented  it  from  being 

brought  forward  sooner,  I  am  not  apprized.  It  may* be  that  Mr.  Wallace  never  intended  to  present  his 
claim  atall  until  the  hand  of  necessity  was  laid  upon 

him,  so  as  to  make  the  pittance  of  some  conse- 
quence to  him  in  his  old  age.  That  may  have  been 

the  case.  If  the  subject  is  postponed,  I  will  en- 
deavor to  obtain  all  necessary  information,  so  as 

to  be  enabled  to  answer  the  objections  which  the 
gentleman  from  Indiana  has  started  by  laying  all 
the  facts  before  the  Senate.  I  hope,  therefore,  the 

motion  to  postpone  will  prevail. 
Mr.  BREESE.  I  cannot  see  the  necessity  for 

postponement.  The  report  of  the  committee,  it 
seems,  puts  the  Senate  in  possession  of  all  that 
need  be  stated.  It  fails  entirely  to  show  the  ex- 

istence of  any  valid  claim.  It  does  not  appear  that 
the  petitioner  ever  held  rank  in  the  army.  It  is 
very  probable  that  he  was  an  amateur  aid,  else  why 
were  his  accounts  never  allowed  by  the  accounting 
officers  of  the  Government?  If  he  had  rank  in  the 

army  it  would  have  been  known  at  the  War  De- 
partment, and  his  accounts  would  have  been  ad- 

justed. For  my  own  part,  I  cannot  find  that  any 
claim  has  ever  been  presented  at  the  proper  depart- 

ment. 
Mr.  KING.  My  honorable  friend  from  Illinois  ' 

has  not  examined  the  case,  or  he  would  have  un- 
derstood distinctly  that  the  claim  was  made  by  Mr. 

Wallace  in  1837,  and  not  before.  It  was  in  1812, 
I  think,  that  the  surrender  of  General  Hull  took 

place,  and  it  was  not  until  1837  that  this  claim  was 
presented,  and  it  was  then  rejected  by  the  proper 
officers  of  the  Government,  upon  grounds  proba- 

bly thought  satisfactory.  Mr.  Wallace  did  .not 
think  proper  to  come  before  Congress  until  1846. 
Then  his  claim  was  presented  and  this  report  was 
made.  If  the  friends  of  the  claim  persist  in  urging 

it  forward  without  furnishing  some  more  substan- 
tial evidence  of  its  validity,  I  apprehend  they  will 

sustain  a  signal  defeat.  The  claim  is  a  most  ex- 
traordinary one.  Suppose  the  Government  should 

acknowledge  and  pay  such  claims,  it  would  be 
neither  more  nor  less  than  offering  a  premium  for 
treachery.  Is  it  the  policy  of  this  Government  to 
encourage  the  surrender  of  our  troops  to  the  ene- 

my by  paying  for  all  the  property  they  may  lose? 
The  representatives  of  General  Hull  might  claim 

payment  for  five  or  six  horses — as  a  major  gen- 
eral he  would  be  entitled  to  that  number — and  he 

lost  a  good  deal  of  property  besides.  Upon  the  . 
same  rule  that  would  have  to  be  paid  for  by  the 
Government.  He  lost  also — which  was  a  matter 

of  much  greater  consequence — the  power  of  pro-  » 
tecting  our  frontier;  he  lost  his  gallant  little  army, 
who  were  as  indignant  as  men  could  be  at  the 

dastardly  conduct  of  their  leader,  and  he  was  him- 
self afterwards  tried  for  the  act.  Now,  very  pos- 

sibly this  gentleman  (Mr.  Wallace)  was  there  as 
a  volunteer.  Why  was  he  not  paid  as  the  other 
officers  were?  Why  come  forward  at  this  late  day 
and  ask  to  be  paid  for  services  as  aid  to  General 
Hull  ?  If  he  was  in  truth  an  officer  of  the  army, 
he  must  have  been  paid,  or  ought  to  have  been 

paid,  as  the  other  officers  were.  As  for*  paying 
for  the  property  lost,  I  suspect,  if  we  examine  the 
subject,  it  will  be  found  that  this  is  the  first  case 

of  the  kind  that  has  ever  been  presented  to  Con- 
gress; and,  being  the  first,  I  hope  that,  instead  of 

allowing  it  to  become  a  precedent  for  the  introduc- 
tion of  similar  applications,  we  shall  at  once  stamp 

it  with  our  reprobation". 
The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  post- 

poned until  to-morrow. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration, 

as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  of  the  House  bill 
for  the  relief  of  Archibald  Bull  and  Lemuel  S. 

Finch;  which  was  reported  to  the  Senate  without 
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amendment,  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  read  a  third 
time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  bill  for 
relief  of  Esther  Russell;  which  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  without  amendment,  ordered  to  a  third  read- 

ing, and  subsequently,  by  unanimous  consent,  was 
read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  bill  for 

the  relief  of  Zilpha  White;  when  the  report  accom- 
panying the  bill  was  read — 

Mr.  BRIGHT  remarked  there  was  nothing  in  the 
paper  just  read  to  show  that  there  was  the  least 

merit  in  the  claim.  The  object  in  granting  pen- 
sions was  to  give  compensation  for  long  and  tried 

services.  The  services  rendered  by  the  deceased 
husband  vof  the  present  applicant  were  not  of  that 
description.  The  passage  of  the  bill  would  be  a 
departure  from  the  principle  which  had  heretofore 
governed  their  legislation. 

Mr.  FELCH.  1  merely  wish  to  remark,  that 
under  the  law  as  it  now  exists,  a  pension  may  be 
allowed,  and  it  would  have  been  allowed,  if  the 
Commissioner  of  Pensions  had  been  satisjied  that 

there  had  been  six  months'  service.  The  only 
difficulty  in  the  case  was  the  doubt  whether  there 

had  been  six  months'  service  performed,  and  in the  muster  roll  the  christian  name  of  the  husband 

of  the  applicant  was  left  blank.  There  is  a  mass 
of  testimony  showing  that  this  White  was  the 
husband  of  the  petitioner,  and  the  only  question 
was  as  to  the  length  of  the  period  of  service. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  am  satisfied  that  this  man 
served  more  than  six  months;  but,  even  if  this 
were  not  the  case,  I  should  be  in  favor  (and  I  am 
ready  to  pledge  myself  to  that  extent)  of  giving  a 
pension  to  any  revolutionary  soldier,  or  the  widow 
of  any  such  soldier,  who  had  served  but  three 
months.  There  were  many  deserving  men  in  the 
ranks  of  the  army,  men  who  rendered  most  effi- 

cient service,  whose  period  of  service  did  not  ex- 
ceed three  months.  I  certainly  have  no  hesitation 

in  voting  for  this  pension  on  the  ground  that  the 
period  of  service  was  brief. 
.  Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  would  inquire  of  the  hon- 

orable Senator  from  Michigan  whether  the  general 
law  granting  pensions  to  revolutionary  soldiers 
authorizes  a  pension  where  the  period  of  service 
did  not  exceed  six  months?  My  impression  is, 

that  nine  months'  service  was  required. 
Mr.  FELCH.  Six  months'  service  was  all  that 

was  required. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Does  that  apply  to  soldiers 

not  in  the  continental  army?  Does  it  apply  to 
State  troops  ? 

Mr.  FELCH.     It  applies  equally  to  both. 
The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  without 

amendment,  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading,  and 
was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  House  bill  for 
the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  William  Evans;  which  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  without  amendment,  was 
ordered  to  a  third  reading,  and  read  a  third  time 
and  passed. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  D.  Garrison;  which  was 
read  a  second  time,  and  considered  as  in  Commit- 

tee of  the  Whole. 

The  report  accompanying  the  bill  having  been 

read — ' 
Mr.  BRADBURY  inquired  of  the  chairman  of 

the  committee  by  whom  this  bill  was  reported, 
what  amount  of  money  it  involved,  and  from  what 
source  the  money  was  to  be  derived  ? 

Mr.  DOWNS  replied  that'the  whole  amount  of 
money  granted  by  the  bill  was  about  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  and  that  it  was  to  be  derived  from  the  sale 
of  lands  which  had  been  obtained  from  the  Indians. 
The  land  had  been  held  for  some  time  at  five  dol- 

lars per  acre,  and  some  of  it  had  been  .disposed  of 
at  that  price,  but  it  had  been  thought  advisable  to 
reduce  the  price  to  two  dollars  and  a  half  per- acre. 
The  money  which  ought  to  have  been  devoted  to 
the  payment  of  this  claim,  which   was  of  long 
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standing,  had  hepn  appropriated  to  other  purposes. 
After  a  full  consideration  of  all  the  facts  connected 

with  the  case,  the  committee  had  come  to  the  con- 
clusion to  recommend,  that  out  of  the  future  pro- 

ceeds of  the  sale  of  these  lands,  this  claim  should 

be  paid.  There  was  a  bill  upon  the  calendar  pro- 
viding for  the  sale,  and  no  doubt  the  money  would 

readily  be  obtained. 
Mr.  BRADBURY.  1  think  I  understand,  from 

the  reading  of  the  report,  (for  the  committee  state 
it  very  frankly,)  that  the  case  is  regarded  by  them 
as  one  that  is  not  free  from  doubt.  And  bills  are 

frequently  reported  in  such  cases  in  order  that  the 
subject  may  be  presented  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress.  It  would  seem  that  the  treaty  provides 
for  the  payment  to  be  made  from  the  proceeds  of 
the  sales  of  the  lands,  and  that  the  price  at  which 
they  had  been  offered  in  the  market  was  such  that 
the  lands  had  not  been  disposed  of;  and  now  it  is 
proposed  to  make  a  disposition  of  the  lands  by  a 
reduction  of  price.  1  think  it  is  deserving  of  con- 

sideration whether  it  would  not  be  as  well  to  wait 
and  see  whether  we  can  realize  from  the  sale  of  the 

land  the  money  to  make  the  payment  according  to 
the  terms  of  the  treaty,  and  not  anticipate  it;  and 
I  would  suggest,  therefore,  that  the  bill  be  passed 
by  informally,  that  an  opportunity  maybe  afforded, 
now  that  attention  has  been  attracted  to  the  sub- 

ject, to  examine  the  matter  a  little.  I  confess  I 
should  like  to  look  into  it  somewhat  further;  for 

I  do  not  wish  to  oppose  the  measure,  nor  am  I 
prepared  at  present  to  vote  for  it.  It  involves  a 
large  amount  of  money,  and«deserves  a  careful 
examination. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  If  the  Senator  entertains  a  doubt 

as  to  the  propriety  of  the  passage  of  the  bill,  I 
have  no  objection  that  the  subject  should  be  post- 

poned until  to-morrow,  in  order  that  he  may  ex- 
amine it. 

The  bill  was  accordingly  postponed. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  Vincent,  adminis- 

trator of  the  estate  of  James  Lecaze;  which  was 

read  a  second  time,  and  considered  as  in  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole. 

The  report  accompanying  said  bill  having  been 

read — 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  feel  constrained  to  vote 

against  all  bills  of  this  character,  based  merely  upon 
these  old  balances  found  canceled  on  the  treasury 
books.  I  will  state  some  facts  as  to  t-his  class  of 

claims,  which  should  induce  great  caution  by  Con- 
gress in  allowing  them.  At  the  last  session  a  claim 

was  presented  by  the  representatives  of  a  gentle- 
man named  Cox,  of  New  Orleans,  founded  upon  a 

balance,  I  believe,  of  thirteen  or  fourteen  hundred 
dollars,  stated  in  a  certificate  of  the  Fourth  Auditor 
of  the  Tressury  to  stand  on  the  books  of  his  office 
open  and  in  favor  of  Cox  for  stores  sold  to  the 
navy  agent.  Being  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims  in  the  other  House,  it  reported  in  favor  of 
the  claim,  and  I  believe  the  bill  passed  the  House 

a'rid  was  sent  here.  If  not,  a  petition  was  presented 
here  and  referred  to  the  Committee  en  Claims. 

The  committee  were  about  reporting  in  favor  of 
the  claim,  when  it  was  suggested  that  Mr.  Cox 
was  a  wealthy  merchant  and  a  strict  business  man 
of  high  respectability,  not  likely  to  let  such  a  claim 
remain  unsettled;  and  it  was  recollected  that  he  had 
once  been  sued  as  security  of  the  navy  agent,  and 

the  case  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court;  and  the  So- 
licitor of  the  Treasury,  Mr.  Gillet,  being  applied 

to,  that  vigilant  officer  hunted  up  the  record  of  the 

suit,  and  found  that  Cox  had  claimed  to  set  oft' this 
identical  balance  claimed  as  against  the  United 
States  in  that  suit,  and  that  it  had  been  allowed  to 
him.  The  mode  of  settlement  wa3  the  cause  of 

the  omission  by  the  clerks  to  enter  the  credit  on  the 
books.  Mr.  Cox  had  died,  and  most  probably  some 

one  of  these  persons  who  make  a  business  of  hunt- 
ing up  those  old  balances,  and  kindly  advising  the 

representatives  of  deceased  parties  of  theexistence 
of  them,  informed  his  adrninstrators  of  its  standing 
open,  and  then  comes  the  petition  to  Congress. 
There  have  been  several  cases  of  like  character 
before  the  Committee  on  Claims  at  former  sessions. 

The  fact  that  balances  are  found  open  in  an  old 

book  is  no  evidence  of  their  not  being  paid.  The 

treasury  has  been  twice  or  three  times  burnt,  and 

books  and  papers  destroyed.  The  only  safe  gen- 
eral, rule  is  to  enforce  the  limitation  act  of  six  years 

strictly.  Delay  for  a  longer  time  should,  at  least, 
till  rebutted,  afford  strong  presumption  against 
the  justice  of  the  claim.  I  shall  therefore  vote 
against  this  claim,  and  all  like  it. 

Mr.  RUSK.  Mr.  President,  the  argument  of 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Florida,  [Mr.  West- 
cott,]  it  ..seems  to  me,  is  not  very  well  founded. 
He  apprehends,  that  because  one  or  two  facts 
show  that  the  Committee  on  Claims  have  been 

once  or  twice  deceived,  all  balances  due  from  the 
Government  to.  individuals  should  be  disallowed. 

The  sum  and  substance  of  that  argument  is,  there- 
fore, that  we  ought  not  to  pay  any  claim  whatever 

because  a  few  mistakes  have  been  made,  by  the 
Committee  on  Claims. 

I  have  investigated  the  case  now  under  consid- 
eration thoroughly.  When  I  commenced  th»  in- 

vestigation I  entertained  strong  prejudices  against 
the  elainvbut  my  prejudices  were  dispelled  by  the 
facts  elicited  during  my  examination  of  tHe  case. 
I  find  the  fact  to  be  this:  that  on  the  books  kept 
at  the  time  that  this  debt  was  contracted  by  the 
Government,  a  large  balance  stands  credited  to  the 
claimant.  I  also  find,  that  when  these  accounts 
were  shortly  afterwards  transferred  to  other  books, 
this  balance  was  likewise  transferred,  and  appears 

in  another  place.  The  proof,  then,  is,  that  the 
claimant  left  this  country  and  went  to  the  island 
of  San  Domingo,  where  he  was  killed,  during  the 
negro  insurrection  that  overthrew  the  government 
of  that  island. 

In  all  the  books,  this  balance  is  put  down  as 
coming  to  the  claimant.  The  individuals  who 
have  presented  this  petition  are  his  heirs,  and  the 
fact  that  they  knew  nothing  about  the  existence  of 

the  claim  sufficiently  accounts  far  their  not  pre- 
senting their  petition  before. 

I  have  taken  much  pains  to  give  this  case  a 
thorough  and  careful  examination,  because  I  was 
prejudiced  against  it  at  the  outset  on  account  of 
its  long  standing,  and  I  have  been  convinced  that 
it  is  a  just  and  true  claim  for  means  actually  fur- 

nished to  the  United  States  when  they  needed  aid. 
I  have  never  seen  any  claim  that  stood  upon  a 
better  foundation  than  that  upon  which  this  claim 
rests. 

Mr.  NILES.  Mr.  President,  it  is  no  reason  that 
a  claim  should  be  admitted  because  a  balance  is 

found  upon  the  register  in  favor  of  the  claimant. 
In  every  case  of  this  kind  there  are  two  points 
which  should  be  considered: 

First.  Is  the  claim  preferred  against  the  Gov- 
ernment supported  by  such  proof  as  to  justify  the 

inference  that  the  part)'  in  whose  favor  it  is  pre- 
ferred is  entitled  to  receive  it? 

Second.  Have  the  heirs  a  legal  right,  as  admin- 
istrators of  the  affairs  of  the  deceased,  to  collect 

the  claim  ? 

And  now,  with  reference  to  the  first  point,  is  it 

established,  sir,  in  the  case  before  us  ?  The  regis- 
ter is  resorted  to  for  proof  in  this  case.  But  the 

register  is  by  no  means  a  guide  as  to  whether  there 
be  a  balance  for  or  against  any  individual.  I  be- 

lieve that  there  are  balances  standing  on  those  books 

against  the  most  distinguished  men  of  the  country. 
I  think  I  have  seen  balances  on  them  against  John 

Adams,  Albert  Gallatin,  and  many  other  of  out- 
most distinguished  citizens,  which  balances,  it 

cannot  be  doubted,  had  long  since  been  liquidated; 
and  there  is  a  strong  presumption  that  this  claim 
has  been  in  some  way  paid. 

Again:  the  second  point,  mentioned  as  being 
necessary  to  be  established,  has  not,  it  seems  to 
me,  been  satisfactorily  settled.  I  see  no  proof  that 
the  claimants  in  this  particular  case  are  heirs. 
They  show  no  facts  which  go  to  prove  that  they 
are  the  legal  heirs  of  the  party  to  whom  the  amount 
claimed  is  said  to  have  been  originally  due.  Well 
now,  sir,  this  balance  belongs  to  the  creditors  of 

that  parly.  They  are  entitled  to  all  personal  as- 
sets, and,  if  there  be  no  creditors,  then  it  belonged 

to  the  heirs. 

How  long,   sir,   has   this  matter   lain  without 
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being  claimed  either  by  the  creditors  or  heirs  of  the 
original  party?  It  has  lain  nearly  seventy  years, 
and  no  claim  has  been  made  during  that  long  pe- 

riod. And  now,  since  1844,  some  one  has  taken 
out  letters  of  administration,  after  a  lapse  of  fifty 
years,  and  comes  up  .here  and  demands  this  old 
balance.  These  letters,  sir,  have  been  taken  out 
for  the  express  purpose  of  securing  this  balance. 
The  clerk  hag  given  information  of  its  existence  to 
some  one,  who  has  hatched  up  this  claim,  and 
Senators  are  now  calling  upon  us  to  pay  this  bal- 

ance to  somebody  who  has  no  right  to  it  whatever. 
I  contend  that  the  party  before  us  has  no  right, 
either  as  creditor,  heir,  or  administrator,  to  come 
before  us  and  ask  us  to  pay  this  money  to  him.  If 
there  was  a  balance  due  to  £lhe  original  party,  I 
think;  from  the  lapse  of  time  that  has  rolled  away 
without  any  claim  being  made  for  it,  that  he  had 
no  creditors  or  heirs.  At  all  events,  since  the 
claim  has  been  neglected  for  more  than  sixty  years, 
I  think  it  is  not  worth  while  for  us  to  recognise  it 
at  this  time. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  without 

amendment;  and  the  question  being  put  upon  or- 
dering the  bill  to  a  third  reading,  it  was  decided  in 

the  negative. 
The  Senate  next  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of 

the  Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  Charles  Waldron. 

Mr.  YULEE  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  the 
addition  of  a  clause  authorizing  the  adjustment  of 
all  claims  of  the  same  character,  upon  satisfactory 
evidence  of  their  validity  being:  presented. 

Mr.  DICKINSON.  Mr.  President,  I  appre- 
hend that  the  amendment  offered  by  the  honorable 

Senator  from  Florida  [Mr.  Yoxee]  draws  too  wide 

a  margin,  and  leaves  room  for  a  great  deal  of  im- 
position. I  would  prefer  that  this  bill  should  lie 

over  or  pass  on  its  own  merits;  and  it  seems  to  me 
that  we  should  adopt,  as  a  general  principle,  that 
which  is  embodied  in  the  amendment. 

Mr.  YULEE.  The  report  seems  to  me  to  be  a 
very  full  and  distinct  one.  I  supposed,  as  it  was 
being  read,  that  no  member  of  the  Senate  present 
could  fail  to  be  convinced  of  the  correctness  with 

which  the  committee  has  acted". 
The  intention  of  the  amendment  is  simply  this: 

that  where  a  quartermaster  of  the  United  States 
has  purchased  from  a  citizen  supplies  for  the  public 
use,  and  has  failed  to  account  for  the  disposition 
made  of  the  supplies  thus  purchased,  the  citizen 
of  whom  the  purchase  was  made  shall  not  be  called 
to  account  for  that  disposition.  Nothing  can  be 
plainer  than  that.     An  officer  of  the  United  States 
Furchases  my  corn,  and  gives  me  a  certificate  that 
have  sold  and  delivered  it  to  him,  for  the  use  of 

the  army;  I  apply  at  the  department  for  payment, 
and  I  am  told  that  the  officer  has  not  accounted  to 

the  Government,  and  because  he  has  not  thus  ac- 
counted, the  Government  refuses  to  pay  for  my 

corn,  although  I  can  prove  that  I  have  actually 
delivered  it  to  the  proper  officer.  Nothing  can  be 
more  plain  or  more  simple  than  that  the  citizen  who 
sells  should  be  secured  against  the  possibility  of  the 
proper  officers  not  accounting  to  the  United  States. 
The  Government  may  secure  itself  against  the 
action  of  its  own  officers.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 

such  a  plain  and  self-evident  principle  that  no  delay 
ought  to  ensue  before  it  is  adopted. 

_  Mr.  DICKINSON.  Mr.  President,  the  objec- 
tion I  have  to  this  amendment  is  a  direct  and 

practical  one.  Here  is  a  special  bill,  reported  for 
a  special  case,  and  the  Senator  from  Florida  [Mr. 
Yulee]  proposes,  by  his  amendment,  to  ingraft  a 
general  principle  upon  this  special  bill.  Npw,  sir, 
that,  in  my  judgment,  is  very  dangerous  and  un- 

safe legislation.  If  this  principle  should  be  adopt- 
ed, and  extended  to  all  cases,  let  us  make  it  in  the 

manner  in  which  a  general  law  is  usually  made, 
and  not  bring  a  bill  before  Congress  for  a  special 
purpose,  and  legislating  for  a  special  case,  and 
then  ingraft  upon  it  a  general  principle,  which  is 
to  have  authority  in  all  time  hereafter. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Dickinson]  is  not  aware  of  all  the 
facts  in  this  case.  This  is  a  bill  from  the  Plouse. 
When  the  bill  was  before  th.e  House,  the  Claims 
Committee  there  examined  it  thoroughly,  and 
made  an  able  report,  which  is  among  the  papers. 

The  House  committee's  report,  I  can  properly 
state,  (as  I  believe  1  drew  the  report  of  the  Senate 
commitiee,)  exhibits  the  case  much  more  fully 
and  ably  than  that  which  has  just  been  read.  It 
shows,  in  a  striking  manner,  the  impropriety  of 

disallowing  claims  for  subsistence  stores  sold  to  a 
quartermaster  in  the  United  States  service,  unless 
the  citizen  who  sells  them  to  him  can  prove  that 

he  purchased  no  more  than  the  troops  were  enti- 
tled to;  that  the  officer  had  dealt  them  out  in  legal 

quantities  according  to  the  regulations,  and  had 
rendered  his  accounts  fully  and  fairly.  I  concede, 
in  all  cases  of  well-founded  suspicion  of  collusion 
between  the  vender  of  the  stores  and  the  officer  pur- 

chasing them,  the  accounting  officers  should  prop- 
erly suspend  their  allowance,  and  send  the  parties 

to  Congress.  But  the  notion  that  a  citizen,  who 

sells  flour,  or  corn,  or  pork,  or  beef,  to  a  quarter- 
master in  service,  for  a  fair  price,  and  honestly,  and 

without  any  collusion,  must  first  ascertain  whether 

the  officer  has  already  purchased  the  quantum  al- 
lowed by  law,  and  must  then  see  that  he  deals  it 

out  to  the  troops  legally,  and  then  render  his  vouch- 
ers and  accounts  properly,  and  if  any  of  the  arti- 

cles have  been  destroyed  by  the  enemy,  lost  at 

sea,  or  burnt  on  land,  or  sea-damaged  and  con- 
demned, he  must  furnish  the  proof  of  it,  and,  in  fact, 

to  make  the  citizen  vender  a  surety  to  the  amount 

of  his  sale  for  the  officer's  good  conduct,  is  per- 
fectly preposterous.  It  is  not  only  absurd,  but  it 

is  abhorrent  to  justice,  and  it  is  a  most  miserable 
policy.  Why,  sir,  no  citizen  who  has  any  pru- 

dence, under  such  rule,  will  sell  to  a  quartermaster 
any  corn,  or  beef,  or  pork,  under  two  or  three 
prices.  It  would  lead  to  collusive  speculations. 
Honest  sales,  at  just  prices,  and  from  patriotic 
motives,  would  be  discouraged,  however  great  the 
straits  of  the  service.  This  rule  was  denounced  by 

the  House  committee,  and  also  by  the  Senate  com- 
mittee, and  I  have  no  doubt  the  Senate  will  agree 

with  them.  I  have  heard  of  no  Senator  who  sus- 
tains the  rule.  I  admit,  as  I  said  before,  that  in 

cases  of  suspected  collusion,  the  seller  should  be 

held  to  striet*proof;  and  it  is  safe,  where  doubts 
exist,  founded  on  evidence,  to  send  the  parties  to 
Congress;  but  the  United  States  are  responsible, 
and  not  the  individual  citizen,  for  the  misfeasance 
or  nonfeasance  of  its  own  officer,  who  purchases 
articles  of  such  citizen  under  color  of  his  official 

station.  I  have  no  feeling  as  to  this  bill.  Though 
the  bill  states  the  articles  were  sold  in  Florida,  the 

claimant  resides  in  Maine,  I  believe.  [Mr.  BRAD- 
BURY: Ohio.]  But  1  have  no  patience  with  the 

rule  enforced  in  it  by  the  accounting  officers,  and 
I  think  the  bill  oue;ht  to  pass  to  nullify  it. 

Mr.  DICKINSON.  My  attention  has  not  been 
called  particularly  to  this  bill,  and  therefore  I  have 

not  spoken  in  opposition  to  it,  but  against  extend- 
ing it  to  a  principle,  as  proposed  by  the  amendment 

of  tli*  Senator  from  Florida  at  my  right,  [Mr. Yulee.] 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  Mr.  President,  I  was  a 
member  of  the  Committee  of  Claims  which  re- 

ported this  bill,  and  concurred  with  the  committee 
in  the  result  at  which  they  arrived,  that  the  bill 
ought  to  be  passed;  but  I  did  not  concur  in  some 
of  the  reasons  for  the  result  arrived  at  by  the  com- 

mittee, as  the  honorable  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Westcott]  will  recollect.  I  did  not  concur 
in  the  condemnation  of  the  accounting  officers  in 
regard  to  the  principle  which  they  have  adopted. 

On  the  contrary,  it  has  appeared  to  me  that  the  ac- 
counting officers  have  adopted  precisely  the  correct 

principle.  I  understand  it  to  be  this:  that  where  a 
quartermaster  who  is  authorized  to  contract  fjpr 

supplies  for  the  army  does  not  account  for  provis- 
ions purcnased,  showing  that  they  went  for  the 

use  of  the  army,  or  has  purchased  an  over-supply, 
they  refuse  to  allow  the  account.  I  apprehend 
they  are  correct  in  so  doing.  They  have  their 
regulations.  These  regulations  are  well  under- 

stood by  officers  of  the  army.  They  are  regula- 
tions calculated  to  protect  the  treasury,  and  they 

are  regulations  under  which  the  army  can  be,  or- 
dinarily, supplied. 

Now,  when  there  are  applications  that  do  not 
come  within  these  rules;  for  instance,  where  the 
quartermaster  has  purchased  a  larger  quantity  than 
he  should,  or  has  purchased  provisions  for  the 
army  and  squandered  them,  I  think  it  is  proper 
that  the  vender  should  be  turned  over  to  Congress, 
and  that  the  matter  should  be  investigated,  not  at 
the  department,  but  investigated  elsewhere,  that 
there  may  be  public  exposure  of  the  officer  who 

thus  violates  his  duty.  I  think,  then,  that  it  is'a safe  and  wise  rule  which  they  have  adopted. 

So  much  in  regard  to  the  rule.  Hence  the  ac- 
counting officers  were  correct  in  saying,  "We 

cannot  allow  the  payment  in  this  case.     His  claim  i 

may  be  just.  It  is  true  that  the  quartermaster  has 
certified  that  he  received  the  provisions,  but  he 
has  not  brought  himself  within  the  rules  by  which 
we  are  authorized  to  allow  it.  Let  the  matter  be 

investigated  by  Congress." 
Then  the  question  is  presented  for  our  consider- 

ation, What  will  we  do?  Here  is  the  proper  offi- 
cer of  the  United  States  army,  who  states  that  he 

has  purchased  of  the  petitioner  provisions  for  the 
army,  and  he  has  never  received  payment  for  them 
at  the  department,  and  that,  under  the  rules  which 
they  have  established,  they  cannot  allow  the  pay- 

ment. There  is  no  question  in  regard  to  the  pur- 
chase. There  is  no  question  in  regard  to  the  fact 

that  the  claimant  has  sold  provisions  to  an  officer 
who  was  authorized  to  m«kea  purchase.  Hence, 
I  think,  that  in  this  case  we  should  allow  the  claim 
of  the  petitioner,  which  is  trifling  in  amount.  The 
principle  is  correct,  and  Congress  should  allow  the 
claim. 

I  am  opposed  to  the  amendment  offered  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Florida,  [Mr.  Yulee,] 
that  this  should  be  made  a  general  principle,  and 
that  the  department  should  be  instructed  in  al! 
cases  of  this  kind  to  make  the  allowance.  I  think 

that  all  such  claims  should  came  before  Congress 
and  be  examined,  and  for  that  reason  I  oppose  the 
amendment.  If  that  amendment  be  withdrawn  or 

voted  down,  I  should  be  pleased  at  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  and  would  give  it  my  hearty  support. 

Mr.  YULEE.  I  would  suggest  that  the  bill  be 
passed  over,  and  before  it  is  called  up  again  I  will 

prepare  a  general  bill  with  appropriate  restric- 
tions. 

Mr.  Yulee  then  withdrew  his  amendment,  and 
the  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  December  21,  1848. 

Another  member  appeared  and   took  his  seat, 
viz:  from  the  State  of  New  York,  Mr.  Robert  L. Rose. 

Mr.  CONGER,  from  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, reported  the  following  resolutions: 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  the  House  cause  to  he  re- 
turned to  the  public  printer  the  copies  of  the  Report  of  Lieu- 
tenant Abert,  Lieutenant  Cook,  and  the  Journal  of  Captain 

Johnson,  respectively,  now  in  the  folding-room,  in  order 
that  they  may  not  he  detached  from  the  document  ordered 
to  he  printed  by  this  House. 

Resolved,  That  Executive  document  No.  41,  as  ordered 
to  he  printed  by  the  House,  being  the  Report  of  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Emory,  Lieutenant  Cook,  :ind  the  Journal  of  Cap- 

tain Johnson,  be  bound  together  in  one  volume,  unci  that 
the  Committee  on  Accounts  be,  and  they  are  hereby,  autho- 

rized to  contract  for  the  binding  of  the  same. 

Mr.  McLANE  desired  to  know  whether  that 

resolution  proposed  to  bind  the  report  of  Lieuten- 
ant Emory  together  with  the  other  reports?  If  so, 

he  objected  to  the  resolution. 
The  SPEAKER  said  the  resolution  was  in  order, 

and  the  question  was  on  its  adoption. 
Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Alabama,  and  other  gentle- 

men called  for  the  reading  of  the  resolution;  which 

was  again  read. 
MrfMcLANE  said  he  hoped  this  House  would 

not  adopt  the  resolution.  The  three  or  four  re- 
ports named  therein,  if  bound  together,  would  con- 

stitute a  book  of  some  600  or  700pages;and  bound 
in  the  manner  in  which  the  Patent  Office  report 

had  been,  gentlemen  could  understand  at  once  that 
the  book  would  go  to  pieces  almost  in  transportation 
in  the  mail,  but  it  would  certainly  go  to  pieces  be- 

fore it  could  be  read  by  any  of  our  fellow-citizens 
to  whom  it  should  be  sent.  The  report  of  Lieu- 

tenant Emory  was  a  report  of  a  totally  different 
character  from  any  of  the  others.  It  was  a  scien- 

tific- work;  a  work  full  of  the  most  abstruse,  scien- 
tific calculations  and  observations.  Honorable 

gentlemen  would  find  it  their  pleasure  to  distribute 
this  work  to  a  different  class  of  citizens  from  those 
to  whom  they  would  send  the  geographical  report 

of  Captain  Johnson.  The  report  of  Captain  John- 
son was  an  interesting  memoir  of  his  march  fol- 

lowing the  army;  that  of  Captain  Cook  was  of  a 
military  character;  that  of  Lieutenant  Emory  was 

the  report  of  a  topographical  officer,  especially  as- 
signed to  his  duty  as  such.  Now,  he  submitted 

whether  this  House  would  send  forth  this  report 

to  the  country,  mixed  up  with  some  half  dozen 

geographical  memoirs?  Would  they,  furthermore, 
send  it  out  bound  in  this  loose  manner,  constitu- 

ting a  volume  of  some  600  or  700  pages  ?  It 

would  fall  to  pieces  before  it  reached  their  constitu- 
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ents.     For  his  part,  he  should  deeply  regret  any 
such  action. 

Mr.  CONGER  said  the  history  of  the  matter 

Was  simply  this  :  The  reports  of  Lieutenants  Em- 
ory, Abert,  and  Cook,  and  the  journal  of  Captain 

Johnson,  were  all  sent  in  together  to  this  House 
from  the  War  Department,  and  were  ordered  to 

be  printed  by  this  House  as  one  and  the  same  doc- 
ument. If  they  did  not  treat  of  one  and  the  same 

Subject,  their  subjects  were  at  least  so  similar  in 
their  nature  as  to  make  it  very  proper,  in  the  esti- 

mation of  this  House,  as  well  as  of  the  Committee 

on  Printing,  to  have  them  so  printed.  It  was  suf- 
ficient to  say,  that  according  to  the  order  of  this 

House,  they  had  been  printed  together  as  one  doc- 
ument. A  resolution  had  been  adopted  by  this 

House  at  the  last  session,  authorizing  the  Clerk  of 

this  House  to  contract  for  the  binding  of  that  doc- 
ument. Without  any  other  direction  or  order  of 

this  House,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  had  taken  it 
upon  himself  to  cause  the  reports  of  Lieutenants 

Abert  and  Cook  and  the  journal  of  Captain  John- 
son, to  be  detached  from  the  report  of  Lieutenant 

Emory,  and  sent  into  the  document  room,  to  be 
?aid  upon  the  desks  of  members.  This  action,  in 
the  estimation  of  the  Committee  on  Printing,  was 
opposed  not  only  to  the  direction  and  order  of  the 
House,  as  made  in  the  adoption  of  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on.  Printing  authorizing  the  print- 

ing of  10,000  extra  copies  of  this  w"ork,  but  was 
also  opposed  to  the  order  of  this  House,  in  the 
adoption  of  the  resolution  reported  from  the  Com- 

mittee on  Accounts,  authorizing  the  binding  of 
this  document.  For  himself,  he  saw  no  warrant 
for  the  Clerk  having  ordered  the  reports  he  had 

named  to  be  detached  from  the  report  of  Lieuten- 
ant Emory,  and  placed  upon  the  desks  for  distri- 

bution. The  House  had  authorized  the  printing 
and  binding  of  these  reports  as  one  document. 
He  had  before  him  the  reports  of  Lieutenants 
Abert,  Cook,  and  Captain  Johnson,  which  made 
but  a  small  portion  of  the  work  as  ordered  printed; 
and  the  document  (as  stitched  together  by  the 
direction  of  the  Clerk  of  the  House)  commenced 
with  page  423.  He  undertook  to  say  that  the 
Clerk  would  have  as  much  authority  to  detach  and 

print  separately  a  part  of  the  President's  annual 
message  and  accompanying  documents.  For  him- 

self, he  regarded  this  as  a  matter  of  some  import- 
ance, and  it  was  no  objection  in  his  mind,  that  the 

document,  when  bound  together,  made  a  lai-ge 
volume.  Altogether,  it  only  comprised  six  hun- 

dred and  fourteen  pages — a  document  not  too  large 
to  be  bound  up  in  one  and  the  same  volume. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  said,  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  had  informed  this  House  that 

the  document  would  contain  only  614  pages;  but  he 
had  neglected  to  tell  them  that  there  were  two  very 
large  maps  accompanying,  which  would  be  very 
cumbersome  if  the  work  was  bound  in  one  volume. 

He  was  satisfied  if  it  was  bound  altogether,  and 
in  the  quality  of  binding  proposed,  it  would  not 
hold  together  at  all;  but  by  taking  the  reports  as 
stitched  together  under  the  order  of  the  Clerk — 
by  taking  the  reports  of  Lieutenants  Abert  and 
Cook,  and  the  journal  of  Captain  Johnson,  and 
binding  with  them  the  map  of  Lieutenant  Fremont, 
it  would  make  a  very  respectable  volume;  and  (he 
report  of  Lieutenant  Emory,  with  a  map,  would 
also  be  a  very  sizable  volume.  He  was  satisfied 
they  should  be  bound  in  two  volumes,  and  that 
there  should  be  added  thereto  the  last  report  and 
the  map  of  Colonel  Fremont. 

He  moved  to  amend  the  resolution,  as  follows: 

Strike  out  all  after  the  word  "  resolved,"  and 
insert  in  lieu  thereof  the  following: 

"  That  the  report  of  Lieutenant  Emory,  with  the  accom- 
panying maps,  lie  hound  in  one  volume  ;  and  that  the  reports 

of  Lieutenant  Ahert,  of  Lieutenant  Cook,  and  Captain  John- 
son, together  with  a  like  number  of  the  last  report  of  Lieu- 

tenant Colonel  Fremont,  with  the  accompanying  maps  or- 
dered by  the  Senate,  be  bound  together  in  one  volume  also; 

and  the  Committee  on  Accounts  be,  and  they  are  hereby, authored  and  instructed  to  contract  for  the  binding  for  the 
same." 

Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  said,  that  if  the 
House  determined  to  bind  the  reports  of  Major 
Emory,  and  of  Lieutenant  Abert,  Lieutenant  Col- 

onel Cook,  and  Captain  Johnson,  in  one  volume, 
it  would  have  to-order  the  binding  to  be  done  in  a much  firmer  and  stronger  manner  than  that  in 
which  the  report  of  Major  Emory  was  now  exe- 

cuted; that,  binding,  from  the  very  small  sum  paid, 
was  very  badly  done,  in  fact  only  pasted,  and  the 
books  were  now  dropping  to  pieces;  if,  therefore, 

the  volume  were  swelled  to  six  hundred  pages  by 
the  addition  of  the  other  reports  and  of  the  very 
extensive  maps  published  with  document  No.  41,  it 
would  be  absolutely  necessary  to  order  the  binding 
to  be  strongly  executed.  He  thought  that  it  would 
be  better  to  have  the  reports  in  two  separate  vol- 

umes: this,  to  be  sure,  would  disarrange  the  paging, 
but  it  wodkl  secure  the  books  from  destruction; 
for  if  bound  together  in  the  style  in  which  the 
binding  was  generally  executed  here,  the  reports 
would  very  soon  effect  their  own  separation. 

Major  Emory's  work  treated  of  the  route  to 
New  Mexico,  and  from  Santa  Fe,  by  way  of  the 
Gila,  to  the  Pacific;  it  embraced  a  large  body  of 
astronomical  observations,  and  treated,  beside,  of 
the  geology  and  botany  of  the  country  through 
which  the  army  of  the  west  had  passed;  the  lati- 

tudes and  longitudes  of  a  number  of  important 
positions  had  been  ascertained  with  accuracy  by 
the  method  of  lunar  distances,  and  by  chrono- 
metric  observations;  and  the  book  was,  beside,  one 
of  great  interest. 

The,  work  of  Lieutenant  Abert  treated  of  New 

Mexico  alone;  the  reports  of  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Cook  and  of  Captain  Johnson,  of  the  route  to 
California,  where  the  latter  was  unfortunately 
killed  in  the  battle  of  San  Pasqual.  These  works 
might  therefore  be  properly  bound  together,  or 
separately,  as  the  House  pleased;  but  if  bound 
together,  Mr.  E.  remarked  that  the  binding  must 
be  ordered  to  be  more  strongly  executed  than  had 
generally  been  done.  All  these  reports  were  highly 
instructive,  and  gentlemen  might  be  less  properly 
occupied  than  in  their  perusal. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Massachusetts,  said  he  agreed 
with  those  gentlemen  who  had  expressed  the  opin- 

ion that  these  reports  should  be  bound  separately 
for  distribution.  The  gentleman  wljp  had  reported 
the  resolution  from  the  Committee  on  Printing  had 
referred  to  the  resolution  which  had  been  reported 
from  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  and  which  had 

been  adopted,  under  which  Lieutenant  Emory's  re- 
port was  ordered  to  be  bound  up  separately.  He 

read  the  order  directing  the  printing,  which  pro- 

vided that  "  10,000  copies  of  each  of  said  reports 
be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  House."  The  gen- 

tleman from  New  York  had  said  that  these  reports 
had  been  ordered  to  be  printed  together.  He  (Mr 
K.)  had  never  so  understood  it,  and  he  believed 

the  Com-mittee  on  Accounts,  who  reported  the 
resolution  for  binding,  only  understood  that  Lieu- 

tenant Emory's  report  was  to  be  bound;  and, under 
the  direction  of  the  Committee  on  Accounts,  the 
Clerk  had  ordered  the  binding  of  Lieutenant 

Emory's  report,  vv'hich  was  a  large  volume  of 
itself,  containing  maps  and  plates  to  a  considerable 
extent.  It  had  not  been  the  intention  of  the  com- 

mittee to  order  the  binding  of  anything  except 

Lieutenant  Emory's  report.  Hedesired  that  these 
reports,  which  were  separate  and  distinct  reports, 
which  had  been  submitted  by  the  War  Department 
as  such,  should  be  bound  up  or  stitched  in  distinct 
and  separate  documents,  so  that  they  might  be 
distributed  throughout  the  country  in  a  manner 
more  general  and  extensive  than  they  could  be  if 
they  were  bound  up  in  one  document.  Besides, 
he  wished  the  House  to  understand  that  these  re- 

ports could  not  be  bound  up  in  one  volume  without 
a  good  deal  of  delay. 

Mr.  CONGER  said  there  was  a  resolution  pro- 
viding for  the  printing  of  a  number  of  extra  copies 

of  Lieutenant  Fremont's  report,  which  had  been 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing,  and  which 
was  still  before  that  committee,  for  consideration. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  that  the  House  would  not 
adopt  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 

sylvania, [Mr.  Brown.] 
He  read  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  War  cov- 

ering the  reports  in  question,  and  treating  them 
(he  considered)  as  one  document;  and  he  said  that 
when  the  House  ordered  these  reports  printed,  it 
was  with  the  understanding  that  they  were  to 
make  one  entire  document,  and  the  Committee  on 
Printing  so  understood  the  matter.  Gentlemen 
would  also  recollect,  from  a  subsequent  report 
made  from  the  Committee  on  Printing,  that  they 
had  been  thus  prioJ,ed.  It  was  now  the  province 
of  the  House  to  decide  whether  they  should  thus 

be  bound  also,  or  whether  the  report  of  Lieuten- 
ant Emory  should  be  detached  from  the  other  re- 

ports, and  bound  separately. 
The  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment 

was  agreed  to;  and  the  resolution,  as  amended, 
was  adopted. 

PETITIONS. 

Petitions  (the  States  being  called  for  that  pur- 
pose) were  presented  by  Messrs.  Eckert,  Thomp- 

son of  Virginia,  Morris,  Morse  of  Louisiana, 
Ficklin,  and  others. 

The  State  of  Maryland  being  called  in  its  order — 
Mr.  EVANS  rose  and  said,  that  he  had  been 

requested  by  the  messengers  who  had  borne  to  the 
seat  of  the  Genera!  Government  the  electoral  votes 
of  the  several  States  for  President  and  Vice  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States,  to  present  a  petition, 
Mr.  E.  was  proceeding  to  make  a  remark,  to  the 
effect  (as  the  reporter  understood,  though  hearing 

very  imperfectly)  that  if  he  thought  there  was 
anything  disrespectful  in  the  petition,  he  should 

not  have  offered  it-   
When  the  SPEAKER  interposed  and  said,  that 

it  was  not  in  order  to  submit  any  remarks,  except 
by  unanimous  consent. 

[Several  calls  for  information  as  to  what  the  pe- tition was.] 

Mr.  EVANS  said  he  would  move  that  the  peti- 
tion be  laid  upon  the  table  and  printed. 

Fie  was  proceedingtoexplain  that  the  messengers 

held  a  meeting  here  last  night   ■ 
The  reading  of  the  petition  was  called  for. 
The  Clerk  proceeded  to  read  it.  It  was  signed 

by  three  gentlemen,  and  sets  forth  the  satisfaction 
which  they  experienced  that  the  law  for  the  reduc- 

tion of  the  mileage  of  messengers  bearing  electoral 
votes  had  been  tested  by  experience;  congratulating 

Congress  on  the  success  of  this  example  of  re- 
trenchment and  reform,  and  recommending  its 

extension  to  Congress,  &c,  &e. 

The  memorial  had  not  been  read  through,  when 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 

the  further  reading  be  dispensed  with, 

[Cries  of  "  Let  it  be  read."] 
The  reading  having  been  concluded,  and  the 

names  read — 
The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  question  would 

be  on  laying  the  petition  on  the  table. 
Mr.  RICHARDSON  moved  that  it  be  referred 

to  the  Committee  on  Mileage. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table  would  be  first  in  order. 

And  the  question  being  taken,  the  petition  was laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to 
print,  and  it  was  rejected. 

SLAVE  TRADE  IN  THE  DISTRICT, 

Mr.  GOTT  offered  the  following  resolution,  and 
demanded  the  previous  question  thereon: 
Whereas  the  traffic  now  prosecuted  in  this  metropolis  of 

the  Republic  in  human  beings,  as  chattels,, is  contrary  to 
natural  justice  and  the  fundamental  principles  of  our  politi- 

cal system,  and  is  notoriously  a  reproach  to  our  country 
throughout  Christendom,  and  a  serious  hinderance  to  trie 
progress  of  republican  liberty  among  the  nations  of  the earth :  Thereferc, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia be  instructed  to  report  a  bill,  as  soon  as  practicable,  pro- 

hibiting the  slave  trade  in  said  District. 

The  resolution  having  been  read — 
Mr.  HARALSON  moved  that  it  be  laid  on  the 

table. 
Mr.  WENT  WORTH  and  Mr.  GOTT  de- 

manded the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered. 
And  the  resolution  having  been  again  read — 
The  question  on  the  motion  of  Mr,  Haralson 

was  taken,  and  resulted — yeas  81,  nays  85,  as  fol- 

lows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer,  Benle,  Bedinger,  Bo- 

cock,  Botts,  Boyd,  Boydon,  Bridges,  William  G.  Brown, 
Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown.  Buekner,  Burt,  Chapman, 
Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Howell  Cobb, 
Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Crisfieid,  Orozier.  Daniel, 
Donue!l,Garnett  Duncan,  Dunn,  Alexander  Evans,  Feather- 
ston,  Ficklin,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gentry, 
Goggin,  Green,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Haralson,  Harmanson,  Har- 

ris, Hill,  George  S.  Houston,  John  W.  Houston,  Charles  J. 
Ingersoll.  Joseph  R.  Ingersoll,  Iverson,  Jameson,  Andrew 
Johnson,  Geo.  W.Jones,  John  W.Jones,  Kennon,La  S6re, 
Levin,  Ligon,  Lincoln,  Lumpkin,  McDowell,  McLane, 
Miller,  Morehead,  Morse,  Outlaw,  Peyton,  Pilsbury,  Pres- 

ton, Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Simpson,  Stanton,  Stephens, 
Thibodeaux,  Thomas,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  Tompkins, 
Toombs,  Venable,  Wallace,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Wood- 

wan! — 81. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Belcher,  Bingham,  Blackmar,  Blanchard, 

Brady,  Builtr,  Canhy,  Coliamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crow- 
ell,  Cummins,  D'.irlinc,  Dickey,  Dickinson,  Dixon,  Daniel 
Duncan,  Edwards,  Embree,  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Farrelly, 
Fisher,  Fries,  Girklings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Nathan  K.  Hall, 
James  G.  Hampton,  Henley,  Henry,  Elias  B.Holmes,  Hub- 

bard, Hudson,  ifunt,  James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P. 
King,  Lahm,  Wlliam  T.  Lawrence,  Sidney  .Lawrence, 
LemVr,  Lord,  Lvnde,  Mcllvaine,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh, 

Marvin,  Morris,  "Newell,  Nicoll,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck, 
Pettit,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Reynolds,  Richey,  Robinson,  Juliui 
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Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Rose,  Root,  Rumsey,  St. 

John,  Silverier,  Sijnc'erland,  Smait,  Starkweather,  Charles 
E.  Stuart,  Strohm,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  James- Thompson, 
William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton, 
Warren,  Wcntworth,  White,  Wilmot,  and  Wilson — h5. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  resolution  should 
not  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  the  demand  for 

the  previous  question — 

Mr.  VINTON  'rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair whether  the  resolution  was  open  to  amendment? 
The  SPEAKER  said  it  would  be  open  to  amend- 

ment if  the  previous  question  should  not.  be  sec- 
onded. 

And  the  question,  being  then  taken  by  tellers 
(Messrs.  Root  and  Vewable  acting  in  that  ca- 

pacity) on  the  demand  for  the  previous  question, 
the  vote  stood:  Ayes  85,  noes  49. 

So  there  was  a  second. 

And  the  question  then  being,  "Shall  the  main 

question  be  now  put?" sked    the   yeas  and Mr.   FEATHERSTON  as 

nays,  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  HARALSON  said,  as  this  resolution  pre- 
sents an.  important  question — more  so,  perhaps, 

than  might  be  supposed  by  some — he  would  move 
that  there  be  a  call  of  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  that  that  motion  was- not 
in  order  after  the  previous  question  had  been  sec- 
onded. 

And  the  question,  "Shall  the  main  question  lie 
now  taken?"  was  then  put,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative — Yeas  113,  nay's  63,  as  follows: 
YE*AS — Messis.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Beale,Bedinsrer,  Belch- er, Bingham,  Blac.km.ar,  Bla.nchard,  BowJin,  Boyd,  William 

G.  Brown,  Albert.  G.  lirowu,  Burt,  Canny,  Cathcart,  Chase, 
Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb, 
Collaiuer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Croweli,  Cummins,  Dickey, 
Dickinson,  Dixon,  Daniel  Duncan,  Edwards,  Nathan  Evans, 
Faran,  Farreily,  Pickltn,  Fisher.  Fries,  Giddi tigs, Gott, Gree- 

ley, Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  Harnmons, 
Harmanson,  Harris,  Henley,  Henry,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  G. 
S.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Inge.  Jameson,  An- 

drew Johnson,  James  H.Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  Kel- 
logg, Kennoii,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahm,  La  Sere,  William'T. 

Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lynde,  McClel- 
land, Mcllvaine,  McLane,  Job  Mann,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh, 

Marvin,  Meade,  Morris,  Morse,  Mullin,  Newell,  Palfrey, 
Peaslee,  Peek.  Pettit,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Reynolds,  fioiiiii- 
son,  Rockhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  Rose,  Root,  Rumsey,  Saw- 

yer, Silvesier,  Simpson,  Siihgerland,  Snjart,  Stanton,  Stark- 
weather, Strohm,  James  Thompson,  William  Thompson. 

Thurston,  Tuck,  Venable,  Wallace,  Warren,  Wentworth, 

White,  Wiley,  Williams',  Wilson,  and  Woodward— 113. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer,  Boc-ock,  Botts, 

Boydon,  Brady,  Bridges,  Buckner,  Butler, Chapman,  Cocke, 
Crisfiehl.  Ccoziep;  Daniel,  Donneil,  Dunn,  Embree,  Alex- 

ander Evans,  Featherston,  Fiournoy,  Freedley,  French, 
Fulton,  Gaines,  Gentry,  Gogirln,  Green,  Wiliard  P.  Hall, 
James  G.  Hampton,  Hill,  John  W.  Houston,  Charles -J. 
Ingersnll,  Joseph  R.  Ingersnll,  frvin,  John  W.  Jones,  T. 

Butler  King,  Leffler,  Lincoln,  Lumpkin,  Mc  Ciernand, "Mc- Dowell, Miller,  Morehead,  Nicoll,  Outlaw,  Pendleton, 

Peyton,  Pil.-bll'ry,  Preston,  Richey,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Shep- perd,  Truman  Smith,  Stephens,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong, 
Thibodeaux.  Thomas,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  Tompkins, 
Toombs,  Van  Dyke,  and  Vinton— 63. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  main  question 
should  lie  now  taken; 

Which  main  question  was  on  the  adoption  of 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Alabama,  and  Mr.  VEN- 
ABLE called  for  the  yeas  and  nays,  which  were 

ordered. 

Mr.  DONNELL  inquired  of  the  Chair,  if  it 
would  now  he  in  order  to  move  that  there  be  a 
call  of  the  House  ? 

The  SPEAKER  answered  in  the  negative. 
And  the  main  question,  "Shall  the  resolution  be 

adopted?"  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative — Yeas  98,  nays  88,  as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.    Abbott,   Ashman,    Belcher,    Bin«ham 

Blaekmar,  Blahcbard,  Butler,  Canny,  Cathcart,  Collamer! 
Conger,   Cranston,   Croweli,  Cummins,    Darling,   Dickey, 
Dickinson,  Dixon,  Daniel  Duncan,  Edwards,  Embree,  Na- 

than   Evans,    Faran,    Farrellv,    Fisher,    Freedley,   Fries, 
Giddinga,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan 
K.    Hall.  James  G.   Hampton,   Moses   Hampton,   Henley, 
Henry,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Joseph" 
R.  ingersoll,  Iivin,  James  II.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P. 
King,  Labm,  William   T.   [Lawrence,  Sidney  Lawrence 
Leffler,  Lord,  Lynde,  McClelland.  Mcllvaine,  Job  Mann' Horace    Mann.   Marsh,  Marvin,   Morris,  Mullin    Newell 
Nicoll,   Palfrey,    Peaslee,   Peck,    Pettit,  Pollock,  Putnam' 
Reynolds,  Ridley,  Robinson,  Rockhill.  Julius  Rockwell    j' A.  Rockwell,  Rose,  Root,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Shcrrill,  Silves- 

ter, Slingerland,  Robert  Smith,  Starkweather,  C.  E.  Stuart 
Strohm,  Tallmansp,  James  Thompson,  William  Thompson' Thurston  Tnck,  Turner,  Van  Dyke, Vinton,  Warren,  Went- worth,  White,  and  Wilson— 98. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer,  Beale,  Bedinger  Bo- coek,  Botts,  Bovvlin,  Boyd,  Bovdon,  Bridges,  William  G. Brown,  Charles  Brown,  Allien  G.  Browh,  Buckner,  Burt 

Chapman* Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke  Howell 
Cobb,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Crisfield,  Crozier, 
Darnel,  Donneil,  Dunn,  Alexander  Evans,  Featherston 
Fickhn,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gentry,  Gog^in 

Did  the  gentleman  vote  in 

Sreen,  Wiliard  P.  Hall,  Harmmons,  Haralson,  Harmanson, 
Harris,  Hill,  George  S.  Houston,  John  W.  Houston.  Inge, 
Charles  J.  Ingersnll,  Iverson,  Jameson,  Andrew  Johnson, 
G.  W.  Jones,  J.  W.  Jones,  Kermon,  Thomas  Butler  King, 
La  Sere,  Liion.  Lincoln,  Lumpkin,  McClcnand,  McDow- 

ell, McLane,  Meade,  Miller,  Morehead,  Morse,  Outlaw, 
Pendleton,  Peyton,  Pitsbury,  Preston,  Sawyer,  Shepperd, 
Simpson,  Smart,  Stanton,  Stephens,  Strong,  Thibodeaux, 
Thomas,  R.  W.  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Toombs,  Vonabre, 

Wallace,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Woodward — 88.- 
So  the  resolution  was  adopted. 

Mr.  FRIES  rose, and  desired  to  inquire  whether 
there  was  not  a  rule  of  the  House  which  required 
every  member  present  to  vote?  And  he  stated  that 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  T.  Smith,] 
and  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Caleb  B. 
Smith,]  were  present  when  the  roll  was  called,  and 
had  not  voted  on  the  resolution  which  had  just 
been  adopted. 
The  SPEAKER  said  that  there  was  such  a  rule, 

but  was  understood  to  add  that  there  was  no  power 
to  enforce  it,  except  hy  a  vote  of  censure. 

Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  rose  to  a  privi- 

leged question.  • 
Mr.  SMITH,  of  Connecticut,  rose  and  said  that 

if  his  name  was  called,  he  was  ready  to  vote. 
The  SPEAKER  said  it  was  too  late  to  vote,  ex- 

cept by  unanimous  consent. 
Mr.  STUART  now  moved  that  the  act  by  which 

the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  Gott]  had  been  adopted,  be  reconsidered 
The  SPEAKER 

the  affirmative? 
Mr.  STUART  said  that  he  had  -so  voted.  He 

proceeded  to  remark  that,  he  had  made  the  motion 
to  reconsider  from  motives  which  he  thought  could 

not  be  impugned  by  any  gentleman  on  this  floor. 
And  upon  that  question  he  beaded  briefly  yet  dis- 

tinctly to  stat*  the  views  which  had  hitherto  con- 
trolled, and  which  would  continue  to  control,  his 

action  upon  this  sttbject. 
Mr.  COLLAMER  rose  to  a  question  of  order 

He  desired  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  whether  this 
motion  was  now  debatable? 

The  SPEAKER  said,  Clearly  so. 
Mr.  COLLAMER.  Is  it  debatable  to-day, 

without  going  over  one  day? 
The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say  that  he 

did.  not  remember  a  case  in  point;  but  it  seemed 
to  him  to  be  a  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  rule  to 
debate  a  motion  to  reconsider  a  vote  on  a  resolu- 

tion when  debate  on  the  resolution  itself  would  not 
be  in  order.  The  Chair  felt  dispossd  to  rule, 
therefore,  that  the  motion  to  reconsider  should  go 
over  until  to-morrow  morning,  because  it  involved 
the  general  merits  of  the  resolution.  If  no  objec- 

tion was  made,  the  gentleman  would  now  proceed 
with  his  remarks. 

Objections  were  made  in  several  quarters. 
Mr;  COBB,  of  Georgia,  said  he  believed  that 

this  question  had  been  decided  some  days  ago,  on 
a  motion  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana, 

[Mr.  Robinson,]  to  reconsider  a  vote  upon  a  reso- 
lution under  the  same  circumstances. 

The  SPEAKER  suggested  that  that  had  been 

passed  over. 
Mr.  COBB  said,  it  was  true  that  a  motion  to  re- 

consider had  been  held  to  be  debatable  on  the  day 
on  which  it  had  been  submitted;  and  that,  in  the 
case  to  which  he  had  just  referred,  the  gentleman 
from  Indiana  [Mr.  Robinson]  had  taken  the  floor 
to  address  the  House,  and  that  the  House  had,  on 
his  motion,  adjourned,  so  that  he  might  speak  the 
next  day.  The  motion  had  been  made  the  same day. 

The  SPEAKER  suggested  that  the  States  had 
then  been  called  through  for  resolutions,  and  that 
the  motion  had  been  made  after  the  general  busi- 

ness of  I  he  House  had  been  gone  through  with. 
Mr.  ROBINSON.  I  made  the  motion  to  recon- 

sider upon  the  spot. 
Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Delaware,  wasunderstood  to 

suggest  that  the  question  of  order  had  not  then 
been  raised. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  it  had  not. 

Mr.  COBB  said,  he  had  not  understood  the 

Chair  as  having  decided  the  question  to-day;  and 
he  referred  to  it  now  in  order  that  it  might  be  de- 

cided. He  would  not  say  that  the  question  had 
not  heretofore  been  distinctly  made.  But  hitherto 
a  motion  to  reconsider  had  been  considered  deba- 

table on  the  same  day  on  which  the  original  reso- 
lution had  been  adopted,  if  the  motion  had  been 

made  on  the  same  day.  It  was,  he  thought,  right 
that  it  should  be  so.     This  iron  rule  compelling 

I  - 

membeBs  to  vote  at  once,  without  consideration  os 

debate,  had  been  enforced  more  than  once  upon 
this  House;  and  he  thought  that  a  motion  to  re- 

consider should  he  held  debatable  on  the  day  on 
which  it  was  made,  so  as,  in  some  degree,  to  relieve 
the  House  from  the  effect  of  that  rule. 

After  an  inquiry  by  Mr.  COLLAMER— 
Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  said  that  he  be- 

lieved no  objection  had  been  made  to  his  proceed- 

ing. 

Objections  were  made. 
Mi-.  HOLMES,  of  South  Carolina,  said  that  he 

had  a  suggestion  to  make,  by  which  the  necessity 
of  any  further  motion  might  be  superseded  in  a 

very  easy  manner.  He  proposed  that  every  south- 
ern member  should  withdraw  from  the  Hall,  and 

leave  the  debate  altogether. 
Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  inquired  whether  the 

Speaker  had  decided  the  question  of  order? 
The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  decided  that 

the  motion  to  reconsider  is  not  debatable  to-day. 
Mr.  INGERSOLL.    I  appeal  from  the  decision. 

So  the  Chair  stated  the  question  to  be,  "  Shall  the 
opinion  of  the  Chair  stand  as  tbe  judgment  of  the 

House?" 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  asked,  and  refused'. 
Some  misunderstanding  arose  on  this  point.  The 
result  was  that  tellers  (Messrs.  Venable.  and  Pen- 

dleton) were  appointed. 

The  SPEAKER  now  said,  in  respect  to  the  de- 
cision which  had  been  made,  that  lie  believed  he 

had  uniformly  decided  that  motions  to  reconsider 
always  followed  in  some  degree  the  character  of 
the  business  (o  which  they  belonged.  For  exam- 

pier  by  the  rules  of  the  House,  Fridays  and  Sat- 
urdays were  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of 

private  bills.  If  a  motion  to  reconsider  a  private 

bill  were  made  on  a  public  day,  the  Chair  had  de- 
cided that  it  would  go  over  until  private  bill  day. 

Precisely  in  the  same  way  with  public  businessr  if 
a  motion  had  been  made  to  reconsider  a  public  bill 

on  private  bill  day,  the  Chair  had  decided  that  th-e 
rule  which  gave  preference  to  private  business  over- 

ruled the  motion  to  reconsider,  and  that  the  House 

must  proceed  with  private  business. 
There  was  an  express  rule  of  the  House  which 

provided  that  the  Chair  should  Call  for  petitions, 
reports,  and  then  resolutions,  by  States,  and  that 
no  resolution  should  be  debated  on  the  day  on 
which  it  was  offered.  If,  therefore,  a  motion  to 
reconsider  a  vote  by  which  the  House  had  passed 
a  resolution,  should  be  decided  to  be  debatable  o« 
the  day  on  which  it  was  offered,  the  effect  would 
obviously  be  to  interrupt  every  call  of  the  States 
for  resolutions,  and  to  evade  the  rule  which  de- 

clared that  they  should  not  be  debated. 
In  this  view  of  the  matter,  the  Chair  decided 

that  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  not  debatable 

to  day;  but  that  it  must  lie  over,  subject  to  debate, 
until  to-morrow,  as  the  original  resolution  would 
have  done,  if  the  previous  question  had  not  been 
called  for. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  Shall  the  decision 
of  the  Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  House? 
and  was  decided  in  the  affirmative:  Ayes  116,  noes 

not  counted. 
'    So  it  was  decided  that  the  decision  of  the  Chair 

should  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  House. 
And,  accordingly,  the  motion  to  reconsider  was 

laid  over  until  to-morrow. 
[But  to-morrow  being  private  bill  day,  the 

Speaker,  at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  day's  pro- ceedings, stated  that  private  business  would,  by 
the  rules,  have  the  preference;  but  that  it  would 
be  for  a  majority  of  the  House  to  decide  whether 
they  would  proceed  with  that  order  of  business, 
or  take  up  the  motion  to  reconsider.] 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  a  bill  making  appropriations 
for  certain  fortifications  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  year  ending  30th  of  June,  1850;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. Mr.  GOGGIN,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post 

Office  and  Post  Roads,  reported  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  was  read,  considered,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Fostmaster  General  be  requested  to 
communicate  lo  this  House  any  report  or  letter  in  his  pos- 

session from  the  First  Assistant  Postmaster  General,  or  any 
otner  officer  of  his  department,  in  regard  to  a  system  of  re- duced postages. 

Mr.  L\"NDE,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolu- 
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tionary  Claims,  made  an  adverse  report  upon  the 
petition  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Samuel 

Beach;  which  was  laid  upon  the  table,  and  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Massachusetts, 
from  the  same  committee, 

Ordered,  Tliiit  tlie  Committee  <in  Revolutionary  Claims 
he  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition 
of  Catherine  O'Neal,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Revolutionary  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Connecticut, 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Affairs  he  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the  memorial  of 

Joshua  P.  Powers,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

Mr.  FARRELLY,  from  the  Committee  on 

Patents,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  James 
Harley,  accompanied  by  a  report,  in  writing; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Com- 

mittee of  the  Whole,  and  the  bii-1  and  report  or- 
dered to  be  printed. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  bills  were  in- 
troduced as  follows: 

By  Mr.  COLLAMER:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of 
certain  settlers  on  the  sixteenth  section  in  town- 

ship twenty-one  north,  range  eleven  east,  Oua- 
chita land  district,  Louisiana;  which  Was  read 

twice,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands. 

By  Mr.  LAHM:  A  bill  giving  to  clerks  of  pay- 
masters in  the  army  mileage  for  travel  performed 

i-n  the  discharge  of  their  official  duties  during  the 
late  war  with  Mexico;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Aifairs. 

By  Mr.  HARMANSON:  A  bill  authorizing 
new  selections  of  land  in  lieu  of  worthless  school 

sections,  or  sections  of  inferior  quality,  and  for 
other  purposes;  which  was  read  twice, and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS, 
Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

were  given — 
By  Mr.  GREGORY:  A  bill  to  prescribe  the 

terms  of  the  sessions  of  Congress. 
By  Mr.  WICK:  A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Slaugh- 

ton  A.  Fletcher. 

By  Mr.  FEATHERSTON:  A  bill  for  the  relief 
of  John  P.  Montgomery  and  other  soldiers  in  the 
late  war  with  Mexico. 

By  Mr.  BRIDGES:  A  joint  resolution  to  con- 
strue the  several  acts  of  Congress  heretofore  passed 

for  the  relief  of  revolutionary  soldiers,  so  as  to 
embrace  teamsters,  and  other  persons  employed 

in  transporting  baggage  and  supplies  for  the  rev- 
olutionary army. 

Mr.  PALFREY  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  the  following  amendment  to  the  rules  and 
orders  of  the  House:  To  rule  25th,  after  the  words 

*'  he  shall  resume  the  next  call  where  he  left  off," 
insert  as  follows:  And  after  the  expiration  of  thirty 

days  from  the  reference  of  any  subject  to  any  com- 
mittee, it  shall  be  in  order  for  any  member  or 

members  of  said  committee  to  present  a  report  or 

reports  upon  said  subject,  in  his  or  their  own  be- 
half, whenever  said  committee  shall  be  called  upon 

for  reports:  provided  the  majority  of  said  com- 
mittee shall  have  failed  to  offer  a  report  upon  said 

Bubject. 
RESOLUTIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LUMPKIN,     . 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  to  withdraw  the  papers 

relating  to  the  claim  of  William  Y.  Hanseil,  VV.  H.  Under- 
wood, and  the  legal  representatives  of  Samuel  Rockwell, 

and  that  they  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ROCKWELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  be  instructed 

to  inquire  as  to  the  expediency  of  making  an  appropriation 
for  the  improvement  of  Mystic  harbor,  in  the  State  of  Con- 

necticut, with  liberty  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WHITE, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Patents  inquire  iilto 

the  causes  of  delay  at  the  Patent  Office  in  examining  the 
applications  of  persons  applying  for  patents,  and  the  reasons 
why  the  business  of  that  department,  under  the  additional 
examiners,  has  not  been  sufficiently  efficient  to  answer  the 
demands  of  thepublie.- 

On  motion  of  Mr.  HALL,  of  New  York, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in- 

quire into  the  expediency  of  reporting  a  bill  or  joint  resolu- 
tion providing  for  ihe  annual  examination,  by  a  committee 

of  Congress,  of  all  the  accounts,  vouchers,  and  warrants 
paid  at  the.  treasury  of  the  United  States  during  the  prece- 

ding fiscal  year,  with  the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  such 
warrants,  and  the  expenditures  for  which  they  were  made, 
were  authorized  by  law,  and  whether  the  necessary  proofs 
to  authorize  the  allowance  of  such  accounts  were  furnished 
to  the  accounting  officers  before  the  drawing  of  such  war- 
rants. 

Mr.  GREELEY  offered  the  following  resolu- 

tion, which  was  read  and  laid  on  the  table  one* 
day,  under  the  rule  ; 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
hereby  is,  requested  to  communicate  to  this  House,  if  such 
communication  be  not  in  his  judgment  incompatible  with 
the  public  interest;  the  considerations  of  equity  or  public 
policy  which  justify  the  assessment,  by  the  tariff  of  1840,  on 
woollen  blankets,  flannels,  baizes,  Sic,  and  on  hempen 
cables,  cordage,  and  several  other  descriptions  of  imported 
manufactures,  of  rates  of  duty  live  to  ten  per  cent,  lower 
than  are  charged  on  the  principal  raw  material  from  which 
they  are  respectively  fabricated ;  and  if  the  same  he  not 
ustified  as  aforesaid,  what  action  of  Congress  in  relation 
'hereto  is  deemed  by  him  desirable. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NEWELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  onCommerce  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  tli£  expediency  of  making  all  appropriation 
to  place  buoys  at  the  mouth  of  Toms  river,  and  at  Barnegat 
Inlet,  on  tlit  coast  of  New  Jersey ;  and  that  they  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  GOGGIN  offered  the  following  preamble 
and  resolution,  which  were  read  and  agreed  to: 

Whereas  it  was  resolved,  on  the  29th  of  October,  1781,  by 
the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled,  to 

erect  at  York;  in  Virginia, a  marble  column,  ,:  inscribed  with a  succinct  narrative  of  the  surrender  of  Earl  Cornwallis  to 

his  Excellency  General  Washington,  commander-in-chief 
of  the  combined  armies  of  America  and  France: 

Resolved,  therefore,  That  a  committee  of  one  member 
from  each  State  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  to  inquire 
what  steps  (if  any)  have  been  lakeyi  to  carry  out  the  objects 
of  said  resolutions;  and  if  the  same  have  not  been  fully 
accomplished,  to  report  to  this  House  some  practicable  plan 
or  scheme  for  effecting  the  object  aforesaid,  with  all  such 
matters  in  relation  thereto,  as  may  he  deemed  proper  by  said 
committee. 

Mr.  FLOURNOY  moved  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reiroced- 

ing  to  the  State  of  Maryland  all  that  portion  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  not  occupied  by  the. public  buildings  and  public 

grounds. Mr.  FLOURNOY  moved  the  previous  question, 
which  was  seconded;  and,  under  the  operation 
thereof,  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  moved  to  recon- 
sider. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  STEPHENS, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 

structed to  report  a  bill  providing  payment  for  tiie  loss  of 
horses  by  our  troops  engaged  in  the  Mexican  war,  under 
such  limitations  and  instructions  as  they  may  deem  proper 
and  expedient. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DONNELL, 
Resolved,  That  the  heirs  of  Captain  John  Slaughter  have 

leave  to  withdraw  their  papers  from  the  Clerk's  office,  and 
that  their  petition,  with  the  accompanying  papers,  be  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims. 

Mr.  BOTTS  introduced  the  following  resolu- 
tion, which  lies  over  one  day,  under  the  rule: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  directed  to  furnish 
to  this  House,  a  full  and  complete  statement  of  the  amount 
of  stores,  arms,  munitions  of  war,  and  other  property  con- 

nected with  the  Quartermaster's,  Commissary's.  Ordnance, 
and  other  departments,  that  have  been  sold  during  the  ex- 

istence and  since  the  termination  of  the  war  with  Mexico ; 
together  with  the  names  of  the  purchasers  and  those  who 
conducted  the  sales,  the  amount  of  money  realized  by  such 
sales,  and  the  disposition  that  has  been  made  of  the  same. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  by  unanimous  consent, 

introduced  a  joint  resolution  to  authorize  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  geologist,  to  accompany  the  army 

and  navy  officers  who  have  been  appointed  to  ex- 
amine the  coasts  of  California  and  Oregon;  which 

was  read. 
The  resolution  having  been  read  the  first  time — 
Mr.  KING  said  that  this  commission  was  very 

soon  to  go  to  California  and  Oregon,  and  it  was 
very  important  that  a  geologist  should  accompany 
them.     It  was  requested  by  the  officers,  and   
-The  SPEAKER  interposed,  and  stated  that  de- 

bate was  not  in  order. 

The  resolution  having  been  read  a  second  time — 
Mr.  KING  asked  that  it  be  put  upon  its  pas- 

sage. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  question  would  be  on 
its  third  reading  and  passage,  if  no  motion  to  refer 
was  made. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  moved  to  refer  it  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  KING  appealed  to  the  gentleman  not  to 
insist  upon  the  reference,  but  allow  it  to  be  passed 
now. 

Mr.  McCLFLLAND  would  ask  the  gentleman 

a  question:  Whether  it  was  not  in  the  contempla- 
tion of  Congress  to  pass  some  law  in  regard  to  all 

the  surveys  in  California? 
Mr.  KING  was  about  to  reply,  when — 
The  SPEAKER  interposed  and  said,  if  debate 

arose  upon  the  resolution,  it  must  take  its  place 

upon  the  Speaker's  table. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  (under  an  eai  nest  renewal 
of  the  request  from  Mr.  King)  withdrew  the  mo- 

tion to  refer. 
Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  however,  objected 

to  the  third  reading  now;  and 

The  resolution  took  its  place  on  the  Speaker's 
table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EVANS,  of  Ohio, 

Resolved;  That  the  papers  of  Henry  Haines,  relative  to  his 
application  for  a  pension,  be  taken  from  the  dies,  and  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  oh  Revolutionary  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  MORRIS, 

hesolved,  That  the  papers,  in  the  application  of  Joseph 
Ross  for  a  pension,  he  taken  from  the  liies  of  this  House, 
and  referred  to-the  Commissioner  of  Pensions, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  LA  SERE, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  A  flairs  he  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  condition  of  the  fund  nppiopri- 

ated  on  the  2d  of  March,  1847,  for  the  relief  of  sick  and 
disabled  soldiers  discharged  from  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  into  the  propriety  and  expediency  of  using  the 
Hospital  erected  neai  New  Orleans,  in  furtherance!  of  the 
object  of  said  appropriation,  as  an  asylum  lot  disabled  >ol- 
riiers  who  have  been,  or  may  be,  discharged  from  the  military 
service,  and  of  applying  any  unexpended  balance  of  the 
before-mentioned  appropriation  to  the  maintenance  of  the 

proposed  asylum. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  I*  instruct- 
ed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amending  the  laws 

providing  for  the  naturalization  of  foreigners,  as  to  autho- 
rize the  clerks  of  the  proper  courts  to.administer  the  oath, 

and  issue  the  final  certificate  of  naturalization,  under  the 
seals  of  such  courts,  during  {he  vacation  of  the  same. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois,  offered  the  following 
resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  giving  three 

months'  extra  pay  to  all  non-commissioned  officers,  musi- 
cians, and  privates,  of  the  late  war  with  Mexico,  who  have 

received  or  are  entitled  to  bounty  land. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WENT  WORTH, 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  erecting  a  suitable  building  for  a  custom- 

house, Government  warehouse,  and  a  United  Stales  court 
room,  in  tiie  city  of  Chicago. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  moved  the  following  res- 
olution: 

Resolved.  That  the  present  traffic  in  the  public  lands 
should  cease,  and  that  lliey  should  be  disposed  of  to  occu- 

pants and  cultivators  on  proper  conditions,  at  such  a  price 
as  will  nearly  indemnify  the  cost  of  their  purchase,  manage- 

ment, and  sale. 
Mr.  McCLERNAND  moved  the  previous  ques- 

tion— not  seconded. 
Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Indiana,  moved  to  lay  it 

on  the  table; 

Which  motion  was  decided  in  the  affirmative, 

by  yeas  and  nays— yeas  104,  nays  60 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  G.  Adams,  Barringer,  Bayly, 

Beale,  Belcher,  Blaekinar,  Bocock,  Botts,  Boydon,  Brady, 
Bridge*.  William  G.  Brown,  Buckner,  Butler.  Cauby.  Chap- 

man, Howell  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston, 
Crisiield.  Crowell,  Crozier,  Daniel,  Dixon.  Donnell,  Daniel 
Duncan, Eckert,  Edwards,  Alexander  Evans.  Nathan  Evans, 
Farrelly,  Fisher,  Flournoy,Freedley,  French^  Fulton,Gaines, 
Gayie,  Goggin,  Goit,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K. 
Hall,  Hammons,  Moses  Hampton,  Harris,  Henry,  John  W. 
Houston,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Inge,  Jrvin,  Iverson, 
James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogc,  Thomas  Butler  King,  Daniel  P. 
Kins,  William  T.  Lawrence,  Levin,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lumpkin, 
McDowell,  Mcllvaine,  Job  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Meade, 

Miller,  Morehead,  Mul'lin,  Nicoll,  Outlaw.  Pendleton,  Pey- ton, Pollock,  Preston,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell, 
Rumsey,  Shepperd,  Silvester,  Slingeiland,  Truman  Smith, 
Stephens,  Strohm,  Strong,  Taylor,  Thomas,  Richard  AV. 

Thompson,  Robert  A". Thompson,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Vin- 
ton, Wallace,  Warren,  White,  Wilson,  and  Woodward — 101. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Bedinger,  Bingham,  Bowlin,  Albert G. 
Brown,  Catheart,  Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Williamson  R. 
W.  Cobb,  Cummins,  Darling,  Einbree,  Faran,  Featherston, 
Ficklin,  Fries,  Biddings,  Green,  Greeley,  Henley,  Hill, 
George  S.  Houston,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Andrew  Johnson, 
Robert  W.  Johnson.  George  W.Jones,  Kennon,  Lahm,  Sid- 

ney Lawrence,  Leffler,  Lincoln,  Lynde,  McClelland,  Mc- 
. demand,  McLane,  Morris,  Newell,  Palfrey,  Peaslee.Petrie, 
Pilsbury,  Putnam,  Richey,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  Root,  Saw 
yer,  Sherrill,  Smart,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton, 
Charles  E.  Stuart,  William  Thompson,  Thurston, Tompkins, 

Toombs,  Turner,  Wentworth,  Wick,  and  Wiiey — 60. 
And  then  the  House  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE. 
Friday,  December  22,  1848. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 
Ephraim  F.  Gilbert,  of  New  York,  prayingfor  a 
settlement  of  certain  claims  against  the  United 
States;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Claims. 

Mr.  HAMLIJN  presented  the  petition  of  Nathan 
Weston,  asking  for  additional  pay;  which  was 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military-  Affairs. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD  presented  the  petition  of 

Charles  J.  Burgess,  asking  for  bounty  land  and 



86 THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 
Dec.  22, 

extra  pay  for  services;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
On  motion  of  Mr.  PHELPS,  the  petition  of 

Thomas  Fillebrown  was  ordered  to  be  taken  from 

the  files  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  the  petition 
of  Archibald  Williams  and  Charles  Griffin  was 
ordered  to  be  taken  from  the  files  of  the  Senate 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  METCALFE,  the  petition  of 
Sally  Ross  was  withdrawn  from  the  files  of  the 
Senate. 

BILL  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  pursuant  to  no- 
tice, asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill 

granting  to  the  State  of  Louisiana   acres  of 
land  for  internal  improvement;  which  was  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Public  Lands. 
REPORT  OF  COMMITTEE. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims,  reported  House  bill  for  the.relief  of  J.  B. 
Smith  and  Sjmeon  Darden,  with  an  amendment, 
and  asked  the  immediate  consideration  of  the  bill; 
which  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill  gives  $100  for  the  apprehension  of  a 
mail  robber;  and  the  amendment  strikes  out  the 
interest  on  that  sum. 

The  bill  was  then  considered  as  in  Committee  of 

the  Whole;  the  amendment  was  agreed  to;  and  the 
bill,  as  amended,  was  reported  to  the  Senate,  and 
read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

CHAIRMAN  OF  MILITARY  COMMITTEE. 
Mr.  BENTON  moved  that  he  be  excused  from 

serving  as  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to;  and,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  DIX,  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi  was  ap- 

pointed as  chairman  of  said  committee. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BREESE,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  ascertaining  claims 

and  titles  of  land  within  the  Territory  of  Califor- 
nia and  New  Mexico,  to  grant  donation  rights, 

and  to  provide  for  the  survey  of  the  lands  therein. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BREESE,  the  further  consid- 

eration of  the  bill  was  postponed  till  Tuesday  next, 
and  made  the  special  order  for  that  day. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  was  considered  and  adopted: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia he  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  ami  propri- 
ety of  the  retrocession  of  sa;d  District  to  the  State  of  Mary- 

land. 

Mr.  BREESE  introduced  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered  and  adopted: 

Resolved.  That  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  IJost 
Roads  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  estab- 

lishing a  mail  route  from  Hennepin,  in  Putnam  county,  Illi- 
nois, to  Magnolia,  in  the  same  county- and  State. 

Mr.  CLARKE  introduced  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered  and  adopted: 

Resohed,  That  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Aifairs  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  whether  there  has  been  any  alteration  in 

our  consular  system  in  the  Chinese  and  Turkish  empires;  arid 
also,  whether  any  consul  of  the  United  States,  or  the  commer- 

cial house  wilh  which  he  is  connected,  has  been,  or  is  en- 
gaged ill  any  trade,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  said  empires; 

With  power  to  send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  report  by 
bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  submitted  the 
following  resolution;  which  lies  over  under  the 
rule: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  furnish  the  Senate  with  a  copy  of  an  official  de- 

spatch from  Mr.  Wheaton  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated  at 
Berlin,  the  17th  December,  1845.  concerning  a  communica- 

tion between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans,  and  the  Medi- 
terranean Sea,  with  such  map  or  maps  as  accompanied  the 

same. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT, 
Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  cause  each  of 

Ihe  newspapers  that  have  contracted  to  publish  the  debates 
oi  the  Senate,  to  be  furnished  wilh  a  copy  of  the  documents 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

On  motion, 
Ordered,  That  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  acijourn  to 

meet  on  Tuesday  next. 
PRINTING  OF  REPORTS. 

Mr.  ALLEN  rose  to  ask  the  chairman  of  the 

Committee  on  Printing  when  it  was  expected  that 
the  Senate  would  be  able  to  get  any  of  the  reports 
of  the  departments  from  the  public  printer?  It 
was  now  the  close  of  the  third  week  of  the  session, 
and  not  a  copy  of  either  of  these  reports   had  ] 

reached  the  Senate.     He  did  not  see  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  in  his  seat,  but  he  hoped  some 
member  of  the  committee  was  present  who  might 

be  able  to  give  the  information  he  asked  for. 
No  answer  was  made  to  the  interrogatory. 

PRIVATE  BILLS. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Reuben  Perry  and  Thomas  Ligon;  which  was 
reported  to  the  Senate  without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
and  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the  bill 

for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin;  when — 
Mr.  WESTCOTT  moved  that  m  further  con- 

sideration be  postponed  until  to-morrow,  which 
motion  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  COR  WIN.     Mr.  President,  there  was  a 

motion  made  yesterday  to  transfer  the  bill  for  the 
I  relief  of  Cadwalader  Wallace  to  the  general  calen- 

dar.    I  move  that  the  Senate  now  reconsider  the 
vote  taken  on  that  subject. 

The  motion  to  reconsider  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  CORWIN.  The  bill  now  stands  on  the 

calendar  as  a  proposition  lying  on  the  table.  I 
move  that  the  bill  be  taken  up  for  consideration; 

The  motion  prevailed. 
Mr.  CORWIN.  I  merely  wish,  at  this  time,  to 

call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  this  bill.  I  do 

not  propose  to  take  up  the  subject  for  final  action 
to-day,  for  I  am  aware,  that  when  the  Senate  shall 

come  to  look  into  it,  there  is  likely  to  be  found,  in ' 
certain  quarters,  some  opposition  to  its  passage; 
especially  if  it  should  be  taken  up  and  pressed  to 
its  passage  without  a  foil  and  fair  consideration  of 
the  subject,  and  of  the  report  of  the  committee 
made  at  the  last  session,  which  discloses,  to  some 
extent,  the  ground  on  which  the  bill  proceeds.  I. 
move  now,  Mr.  Pj-esident,  to  make  this  bill  the 
special  order  for  Thursday  next,  which  I  believe 
is  the  day  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of  orivate 
bills. 

Mr.  KING.  Why  then  make  it  a  special  order? 
Mr.  CORWIN.  Before  the  question  is  taken 

upon  this  motion  I  beg  leave  to  refer  the  Senate 
to  one  or  two  general  propositions  which,  deter- 

mined, affirmatively,  will  insure  the  passage  of  the 
bill.  But  if  the  Senate  take  an  adverse  view  of 
the  matter,  it  will  have  to  undergo,  perhaps,  an 
elaborate  discussion  before  the  Senate  will  be  able 
to  decide  upon  it. 

This  is  a  claim  for  seventy-five  thousand  dollars, 
founded  upon  a  land  claim  in  the  survey  of  what 
is  called  the  Virginia  military  lands,  or  the  Vir- 

ginia reservation,  in  the  State  of  Ohio.  Now,  I 
hope  that  such  Senators  as  are  desirous  of  giving. 
an  intelligent  vote  upon  this  bill,  (as  all  doubtless 
are,)  will  take  the  trouble  to  look  into  the  report 
which  has  been  made  upon  the  subject,  and  ac- 

quaint themselves  with  the  facts  upon  which  this 
claim  is  predicated.  I  will  refer  to  but  one  or  two 
facts  at  present,  which  involve  considerations  such 
as  I  think  ought  to  influence  every  mind. 

We  ali  know,  in  the  year  1784  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, in  compliance  with  a  resolution  passed  by 

Congress  at  the  time,  transferred  her  right  to  the 
whole  Northwestern  Territory  to  the  United  States. 
I  should  state,  however,  that,  about  the  year  1789, 

the  State  of  Virginia  proposed  to  give  to  her  mili- 
tary officers  and  soldiers  a  certain  amount  of  bounty 

land.  There  were  two  sorts  of  troops  included  in 

this  grant — what  was  called  the  Continental  estab- 
lishment and  the  Virginia  State  line.  They  set 

apart  lands  in  the  State  of  Kentucky,  which  be- 
longed to  them,  for  the  satisfaction,  at  first,  of 

these  claims.  Subsequently  it  was  found  out  that 

there  was  not  good  land  enough  reserved  in  Ken- 
tucky to  satisfy  these  claims  ;  and,  at  the  time 

when  this  deed  of  cession  was  made,  in  1784,  it 

was  prescribed  in  that  deed  that  all  the  country 
between  the  Little  Miami  and  Scioto  rivers,  in  the 

State  of  Ohio  should  be  reserved  for  the  satisfac- 
tion of  the  bounty  land  claims  due  to  officers  and 

soldiers  of  the  Virginia  State  line  and  the  Con- 
tinental establishment  if  the  lands  reserved  in 

Kentucky  should  prove  insufficient.  In  the  year 

1790,  as  any  one  may  see  by  reference  to  the  Uni- 
ted States  laws,  Congress  passed  an  act  recognizing 

the  fact  that  the  good  lands  reserved  in  Kentucky 
had  failed  to  satisfy  these  claims,  and  authorizing 
the  holders  of  warrants  to  locate  them  on  the  reser- 

vation in  Ohio,  between  these  two  rivers.  Prior 
to  that  time,  however,  some  of  the  holders  of  these 

warrants  had  proceeded  to  make  their  locations  on 
that  good  land  without  law.  These  locations  were 
afterwards  legalized.  They  have  continued  from 
1790,  and  have  been  going  on  even  down  to  the 
present  time.  In  1802  a  law  was  passed — indeed 
previous  to  that  time  a  law  was  passed  by  Con- 

gress— authorizing  the  survey  and  sale  of  the  Con- 
gress lands  in  the  State  of  Ohio.  The  public  lands 

in  the  Northwestern  Territory  were  called  Congress 
lands,  to  distinguish  them  from  the  military  lands. 

Now,  in  opening  the  surveys  of  these  Congress- 
lands,  it  was  necessary  to  ascertain  the  boundary 
between  them  and  this  Virginia  reservation.  To 

that  end,  in  the  year  1802,  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment here  authorized  a  surveyor  by  the  name  of 

Ludlow,  well  known  in  this  country,  to  run  a 
direct  line  distinguishing  the  boundary  of  this 
reservation. 

In  discharging  the  duties  of  thiscommission,Mr. 
Ludlow  first  ascertained  the  source  of  the  Little 
Miami  river,  and  from  thence  he  undertook  to  run 
a  straight  line  to  what  was  by  him  supposed  to  be 
the  source  of  the  Scioto  river,  which  line,  if  it 
had  been  accomplished,  would  have  been  the  true 
boundary.  .He  proceeded,  however,  only  about 
forty  miles,  for,  upon  reaching  the  Indian  country, 
he  was  stopped  by  a  tribe  of  Indians  who  would 
not  allow  him  to  proceed,  and,  consequently,  he 
never  found  the  source  of  the  Scioto.  However,. 
Mr.  Ludlow  returned  his  survey,  thnshalf  finished, 
as  furnishing  the  boundary  of  the  reservation,  to 

the  Surveyor  General's  office,  and  upon  the  basis 
of  this  survey  the  Government  proceeded  to  au- 

thorize the  survey  and  sale  of  Congress  lands  in 
that  region.  Afterwards,  it  was  found  out  that 
this  line  went  too  far  to  the  eastward;  and,  if  carried 
out,  would  strike  the  Scioto  river  a  considerable 
distance  below  its  source.  Of  course,  this  line 

could  not  be  the  true  boundary.  But  the  reserva- 
tion of  the  country  between  these  two  rivers  being 

a  matter  of  compact  between  the  United  States  and 
Virginia,  it  is  obvious  that  neither  party,  without 
the  consent  of  the  other,  could  settle  what  should 
be  the  true  boundary.  Congress,  therefore,  in  the 
year  1804,  passed  a  law  proposing  that  this  line 
of  Ludlow's  should  be  extended,  in  the  direction 
already  taken,  to  the  Scioto  river;  and  if  within  two 
years  from  the  passage  of  this  act  Virginia  should 
consent,  it  should  be  held  and  recognized  as  the 

boundary  of  the  Virginia  military  reservation — 
thus  recognizing  on  the  part  of  Virginia  her  concur- 

rent right  to  establish  this  line.  But  Virginia  gave 
no  consent. 

I  will  here  remark  that  on  a  subsequent  occasion,, 
a  judicial  decision  was  had  upon  the  conflicting 
claims  arising  out  of  this  state  of  things,  and  the 
question  being  brought  before  the  Supreme  Court, 
it  was  held  and  decided  in  two  cases  that  neither 

of  these  parties — the  United  States  or  the  State 
of  Virginia — could  settle  this  boundary  without  the 
consent  of  the  other.  Some  time  afterwards,  in 

1812,  a  proposition  was  made  in  Congress,  and  a 
joint  resolution  or  act  passed,  authorizing  the  ap- 

pointment of  three  commissioners  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  to  act  with  such  commissioners 

as  might  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  State  of 
Virginia,  to  ascertain  and  mark  this  boundary. 
This  proposition  was  accepted  by  Virginia;  but 

the  commissioners  on  the  part  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment and  those  on  the  part  of  Virginia  could 

not  agree  upon  the  principle  upon  which  the  bound- 
ary should  be  settled,  and  consequently  they  made 

no  joint  report.  But  the  commissioners  on  the 
part  of  the  General  Government  employed  a  sur- 

veyor, by  the  name  of  Roberts,  to  run  a  line  from 
the  source  of  the  Little  Miami  to  the  source  of  the 

Scioto,  which  line  the  Supreme  Court,  in  the  two 
cases  to  which  I  have  adverted,  decided  to  be  the 
true  boundary.  Congress  in  the  mean  time  had 
surveyed  and  sold  lands  by  the  Ludlow  line,  which 
the  Supreme  Court  had  decided  to  be  within  the 
Virginia  reservation.  So  matters  stood  until  Mr. 
Cadwalader  Wallace,  the  holder  of  certain  mili- 

tary warrants  located  between _these  lines,  brought 
an  action  against  landholders  under  the  General 
Government  for  the  possession  of  his  claim  under 
his  warrants.  This  gentleman  (Mr.  Wallace)  was 

a  surveyor  in  that  country,  and  held  a  large  num- 
ber of  military  warrants  located  upon  lands  lying 

between  the  two  lines  of  Roberts  and  Ludlow,  and 

which  the  Supreme  Court  had  decided  to  be  within 
the  Virginia  reservation.  But  as  Congress  had 
sold  these  lands,  the  authorities  here  at  Washing- 

ton refused  to  give  Wallace  a  title  to  them.     The 
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.extent  of  these  lands  told,  as  well  as  the  amount 

brought  into  the  treasury  by  tlieirsale,  and  all  the 

details,  are  given  in  extenso  in  the  report  made  at 
the  last  session  to  which  I  have  alluded. 

Now,  this  bill  proposes,  to  pay  to  Cadwalader 
Wallace  the  Government  price  of  these  lands,  and 

to  make  this  payment  in  land  scrip  instead  of  cash, 

as  proposed  in  the  bill  heretofore  reported  for  his 
relief.  It  is,  therefore,  a  simple  question  submitted 

to  the  Senate,  whether  the  Government  shall  oust 

their  own  tenants,  so  to  speak — the  vendees  who 

have  bought  these  lands — and  put  Wallace  in  pos- 
session, with  all  their  improvements;  or  whether 

the  Government  shall  pay  to  Wallace,  in  land 

scrip,  which  he  may  locate  elsewhere,  the  Gov- 
ernment price  of  these  lands,  and  which  he  is  now 

willing  to  take  without  interest. 
Having  submitted  these  considerations,  I  move 

that  the  bill  be  made  the  special  order  for  Thurs- 
day next. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  From  the  ex- 

planation made  by  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Ohio,  it  is  very  evident  that  the  consideration  of 
this  bill  will  lead  to  a  discussion  of  one  if  not  of 

several  days'  length.  The  object  of  setting  apart 
Thursday  of  each  week  for  the  consideration  of 

private  bills,  was  to  dispose  of  the  many  bills  that 

have  long  been  awaiting  our  action — reported  upon 
at  the  last  session — as  promptly  as  possible.  I 
think  it  decidedly  unjust  to  take  up  this  bill,  that 

has  been  already  laid'  on  the  table,  in  preference  to 
all  other  private  bills  which  have  been  on  our  cal- 

endar since  the  first  of  last  session.  I  hope  that 
the  honorable  Senator  will  appoint  some  other  day 
for  the  consideration  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  COR  WIN.  I  am  very  sure  the  Senator  from 

Louisiana  [Mr.  Johnson]  has  forgotten  my  for- 
bearance for  two  or  three  sessions  past.  I  find 

that,  notwithstanding  my  agreement  that  this  bill 
should  lie  upon  the  table  at  the  last  session,  I  am 
still  represented  as  obtruding  myself  upon  the  Sen- 

ate, by  asking  now  that  it  shall  be  made  the  special 
order  for  Thursday  next.  If  the  Senator  desires 
opportunity  to  examine  the  bill,  1  must  say  that 
it  was  for  the  very  purpose  of  giving  opportunity 
for  examination  that  I  had  it  laid  on  the  table  at 
the  last  session.  The  bill  has  been  thus  treated 

for  three  sessions  past,  and  I  find  that  my  uniform 
kindness  and  forbearance  in  waiving  its  consider- 

ation has  been  entirely  lost  upon  the  Senator,  and 
the  bill  is  to  be  treated  as  heretofore.  1  did  not 

make  my  motion  for  the  special  order  for  that  day 
because  1  wished  to  delay  the  consideration  of 
private  bills.  I  am  still  perfectly  willing  that  the 
time  should  be  extended — say  till  Friday  week.  I 
move  that  it  be  made  the  special  order  for  that 
day. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief 
of  Charles  Waldron;  which  was  reported  to  the 
Senate  without  amendment,  ordered  to  a  third 
reading,  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

DRAINING  THE  EVERGLADES  OF  FLORIDA. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  Senate 
resumed  the  consideration  of  the  special  order, 
namely,  the  bill  to  authorize  the  draining  of  the 
Everglades  of  Florida,  and  to  grant  the  same  to 
said  State  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  proposed  to  amend  the  sixth 
section  of  the  bill,  by  inserting  after  the  word 

"lands,"  the  words  "so  granted  to  the  State." 
The  amendment  was  adopted. 
Mr.  YULEE.  I  move,  sir,  to  strike  out  that 

condition  which  requires  the  State  to  commence 
the  work  in  two  years,  and  to  complete  it  in  ten 

years. 
I  am  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  State  is  totally 

incompetent  to  fulfill  the  requirements  of  that  con- 
dition. She  has  as  much  as  she  can  do  to  sustain 

herself  under  the  ordinary  operations  of  her  own 
Government.  As  to  her  undertaking  to  commence 
a  work  like  that  proposed  in  this  bill  in  two  years, 
and  completing  it  in  ten,  I  am  satisfied  that  the  idea 
is  chimerical  and  preposterous;  and  if  the  grant  be 
clogged  with  such  conditions,  they  will  render  it 
utterly  valueless.  1  would  move,  therefore,  that 
those  conditions  be  stricken  from  the  bill. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Mr.  President,  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  striking  out  of  those  words;  and,  sir, 

I  would  not  vote  for  this  bill  at  all,  were  there  not 
some  such  conditions  inserted.  My  object,  as  1 
have  before  stated ,  is  to  have  these  lands  reclaimed, 

not  that  they  should  be  given  to  the  State  of  Flor- 
ida, but  that  they  may  add  to  the  wealth  and 

strength  and  interest  of  the  whole  country.  I 
know  very  well,  sir,  that  being  a  young  State, 
and  impoverished  by  the  Seminole  war,  Florida 
has  not  funds  of  her  own  to  commence  and  com- 

plete this  work.  I  know,  still  further,  that  she 
will  not  have  funds  of  her  own  sufficient  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  this  gigantic  scheme  in  ten  years, 
nor  in  twenty  years.  And,  sir,  I  do  not  hesitate 
to  say,  God  forbid  that  she  ever  should  have 
money  enough  in  her  treasury  to  complete  this 
work,  or  any  more  than  enough  to  defray  the 

ordinary  expenses  of  her  government;  for  when- 
ever she  does  have  a  surplus  in  her  treasury,  every 

man,  woman,  >nd  child  in  the  State  will  be  strug- 
gling to  obtain  it.  I  am  opposed  to  either  State 

governments  or  the  Federal  Government  accumu- 
lating large  surpluses  in  their  treasuries;  for  I  be- 

lieve their  purity,  in  a  great  measure,  depends  upon 
their  having  just  money  enough  to  get  along  with; 
and  I  think  the  people  of  a  poor  State  are  more 
likely  to  be  honest  than  the  inhabitants  of  a  rich 
one. 

But,  sir,  notwithstanding  the  inability  of  Florida 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  this  work  out  of  her  own 
treasury,  1  believe  that,  if  she  should  undertake  in 
good  faith  to  reclaim  these  lands,  plentiful  oppor- 

tunities would  be  offered,  of  which  she  could  avail 
herself,  to  raise  funds  sufficient  to  carry  on  and 
complete  the  work.  I  do  not  suppose  that  the 
State  will  perform  this  labor  herself.  I  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  a  man  in  the  State,  or  in  the 
whole  country,  that  supposes  she  will  do  so.  The 
State  will  make  arrangements  with  proper  persons, 
possessing  the  requisite  skill,  energy,  and  capital, 
and  they  will  carry  on  the  work.  That  is  the 
only  way  in  which  it  can  be  done,  either  in  ten  or 
twenty  years.  It  is  only  proposed,  that  if  they  do 
not  undertake  the  work  in  two  years,  not  to  give 
them  the  land  at  all.  They  can  commence  the 

work  within  two  years,  and  if  they  cannot  com- 
plete it  within  the  specified  time — ten  years — they 

can  ask  for  an  extension  of  the  time,  and  Congress 

can  give  it  to  them.  But  I  have  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  such  arrangements  could  be  made  as 

would  insure  the  completion  of  the  work  within 
the  specified  time. 

Besides,  there  is  another  condition  which  may 
come  to  the  aid  of  those  to  whom  the  task  of  exe- 

cuting this  shall  be  confided.  The  Seminole  In- 
dians reside  on  a  tract  of  land  which  is  included 

in  the  proposed  grant,  and  it  is  stipulated  that  they 
shall  not  be  encroached  upon  until  authority  shall 
be  given  so  to  do  by  the  President  in  writing.  If 
this  authority  be  not  given,  the  work  cannot  be 
completed,  and  must  be  deferred  till  the  authority 
shall  be  received.  But  I  have  no  fear  that  the 
work  cannot  be  completed  in  ten  as  well  as  in  fifty 

years. 

Mr.  NILES.  Mr.  President,  I  see  no  great  use 
of  limiting  the  time  in  which  this  work  shall  be 
commenced.  I  see  no  force  at  all  in  that  limita- 

tion. A  man  can  go  there  and  open  a  trench  in 
one  day,  and  the  work  is  commenced. 

In  regard  to  the  bill,  sir,  I  wish  to  say  that  the 
principles  involved  in  it  are  very  important.  It  is 
stated  in  the  bill  that  these  lands  are  now,  and 
ever  will  be,  valueless  to  the  United  States.  But 
it  seems  that  the  cession  of  ̂ hem  to  the  State  of 
Florida  is,  some  way  or  other,  to  render  them  very 
valuable.  I  do  not  understand  this.  They  may 
be  now  of  little  or  no  value  to  the  United  States, 
for  all  that  I  know,  but  it  seems  to  me  that  they 
are  worth  as  much  to  the  nation  at  large  as  to  a 
single  State.  We  have  very  little  data  on  which 
to  base  an  estimate  of  the  worth  of  these  lands; 
but  from  the  description  which  we  have  had,  it 
appears  that  considerable  portions  of  them  are  not 
covered  with  water.  These  dry  lands,  it  seems 
to  me,  may  be  of  some  service  hereafter. 

Well,  now,  sir,  what  will  be  the  effect  of  this 
grant?  1  apprehend  it  will  be  this:  I  apprehend 
that  the  State  will  sell  all  such  lands  as  are  now 

available  at  such  times  as  they  may  come  into 
market,  and  that  all  the  others  will  remain  as  they 
are.  The  great  difficulty  attending  all  measures 
of  this  kind  is,  that  we  are  compelled  to  act  in  the 
dark.  That  was  the  difficulty  attending  our  ac- 

tion upon  the  bill  introduced  last  session  giving  to 
the  State  of  Arkansas  certain  lands  lying  within 
her  boundaries. 

We  have  no  reliable  information  at  all  concern- 
ing these  Florida  lands.   We  have  no  information 

by  which  we  can  be  governed.  The  description 
of  the  lands  given  in  the  bill  is  less  full,  and 
probably  less  accurate,  than  that  which  mi^ht  be 
gleaned  from  the  newspapers  of  the  country.  It 
cannot  be  relied  on  to  an  extent  which  would 
warrant  us  in  making  it  the  basis  of  liquidation, 
and  such  a  general  sweeping  grant  once  made, 
may  deprive  the  country  of  a  very  large  and  val- 

uable portion  of  the  public  domain.  No  such  grant 
should  be  made  till  after  a  careful  survey  of  the 
lands  has  been  made  by  some  officer  of  the  Gov- 
vernment,  and  his  report  thereon,  giving  an  ac- 

curate description  of  the  lands,  stating  their  situa- 
tion, condition,  and  extent,  and  assigning  their 

boundaries,  has  been  published  for  the  use  and 
information  of  the  Government  and  people. 

It  may,  perhaps,  be  good  policy  to  grant  away 
these  lands  that  are  of  little  value,  but  at  the  same 
time  care  should  be  taken  not  to  grant  away  lands 
that  are  or  may  be  valuable  hereafter.  This  bill, 
it  seems  to  me,  would  introduce  a  new  principle 
in  legislation.  It  is  on  the  principle  that  these 
lands  are  without  value  to  the  United  States,  and 
that  by  cession  to  State  authority  they  will  be 
made  valuable.  But  it  is  said  that  the  State  will 
render  them  valuable  by  reclaiming:  them  at  a 

great  outlay-  We  have  no  guarantee  that  this  will 
be  done.  In  order  to  accomplish  this  object,  I 
think  we  should  have  some  security  on  the  part  of 
the  State  that  will  render  the  reclamation  of  these 
lands  certain.  As  the  matter  now  stands,  there  is 
nothing  that  renders  it  at  ail  obligatory  on  the 
State  to  fulfill  the  accomplishment  of  the  work. 
And  they  will  probably  avail  themselves  of  that 
portion  of  the  lands  which  is  of  some  value,  and 
leave  the  rest  as  they  are. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  It  is  stated  in  the  bill  that 

every  dollar  raised  from  the  sale  of  these  lands 
shall  be  sacredly  appropriated  to  the  completion 
of  the  work,  and  that  none  of  the  lands  can  be 
sold  for  less  than  a  dollar  and  a  quarter  per  acre 
until  the  entire  work  is  completed. 

Mr.  NILES.  1  know  that  the  proceeds  of  the 
lands  are  to  be  applied  to  educational  and  other 
useful  purposes.  The  bill  evinces  a  very  proper 
and  laudable  object;  but  take  the  terms  of  the  paper 
as  it  stands,  and  it  does  not  propose  a  national 
object  at  all.  I  should  have  no  objection,  sir,  to 
grant  to  States  in  which  such  lands  lie  the  privilege 
of  reclaiming  them,  and  allow  the  State  for  so 
doing  the  privilege  of  disposing  of  certain  portions 
of  the  lands  reclaimed,  together  with  preemption 
rights,  or  something  of  that  kind.  If  the  privilege 
of  reclaiming  these  lands  be  indeed  so  great,  I 
think  the  State  should  be  satisfied  with  a  mere 

indemnity,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  a  practice  of 
that  kind.  But  if  these  lands  be  ceded  to  the  State, 
I  take  it  the  rights  of  the  United  States  will  be 
gone  forever.  I  do  not  think,  therefore,  that  I  can 
vote  for  this  bill. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Yulee.  and  it  was  rejected. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  would  ask  the  Senator  from 

Florida  [Mr.  Westcott]  if  he  proposes  to  make 
this  grant  absolute,  without  any  condition  that  the 
lands  are  ever  to  be  drained  by  the  State  ? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  would  respectfully  refer 
the  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Hale]  to  the  bill, 
which  contains  nine  conditions,  one  of  which  is, 
that  the  State  shall,  expressly  by  law,  accept  these 
conditions.  The  State  furthermore  pledges  itself 
to  accept  the  conditions  which  render  it  obligatory 
upon  her  to  commence  the  work  in  two  years  and 
complete  it  in  ten  years;  and  if  practicable,  with 
the  completion  of  the  work,  to  build  a  canal  for 
vessels  across  the  peninsula  out  of  the  proceeds  of 
the  lands  reclaimed,  and  that  the  canal  shall  be 
free  to  all  United  States  vessels,  and  for  the  trans- 
portation  of  mails,  troops,  orUnited  States  property 
of  any  kind,  forever.  And  the  residue  of  the  avails 
of  the  lands  are  not  to  go  into  the  State  treasury, 
but  to  be  invested  as  a  permanent  and  perpetual 
fund,  the  interest  of  which  is  to  be  expended  for 

purposes  of  education  in  the  territory  granted. 
Mr.  HALE.  1  thought  the  amendment  offered 

by  the  Senator's  colleague  [Mr,  Yulee]  was  to 
strike  out  these  conditions. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  That  amendment  was  re- 

jected. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  1  move 
to  strike  out  all  of  this  bill  after  the  enacting  clause, 

and  insert  a  proposition  appropriating  a  certain 
sum  of  money  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War 
to  have  the  Everglades  explored ,  and  a  report  made 
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to  Congress,  with  a  view  of  showing  what  action 

is  necessary  in  regard  to  them.  I  do  this  for  the 

purpose  of  testing  the  principle  involved  in  the 
bill,  and  to  ascertain  how  far  we  are  to  depart 

from  the  usual  legislation  of  Congress  on  the  sub- 
ject of  granting  these  lands  to  the  States.  Senators 

will  recollect,  that  we  have  had  propositions  from 

the  State  of  Arkansas,  to  grant  to  it  all  the  swamp 
lands  contained  within  its  boundaries.  And  we 

shall  have  propositions,  no  doubt,  from  every 
State  in  the  Union,  where  there  ore  public  lands, 

if  any  of  these  bills  should  pass,  to  grant  all  swamp 
lands  to  the  States  within  the  limits  of  which  they 

are  respectively  situated. 

Now,  my  object  is  to  test  the  sense  of  the  Sen- 
ate as  to  whether  this  policy  shall  be  commenced 

or  not,  without  full  information  upon  the  subject. 

I  am  perfectly  willing,  as  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands,  to  have  all  this  land  ex- 

plored, at  the  public  expense,  by  the  topographi- 
cal engineers  of  the  United  States,  and  to  have 

reports  made  from  them,  recommending  the  nature 
of  the  improvements  which  ought  to  be  made,  and 

explaining  to  us  the  quantity  of  land  which,  if  the 
improvements  are  made,  will  be  saleable,  and  the 
value  of  the  land  thus  saleable,  and  the  expense 
that  will  be  attendant  upon  the  improvements  which 
they  recommend. 

Now,  sir,  I  understand- that  we  have  in  our  em- 

ploy officers  competent  to  do  all  these  things.  And 
if,  before  we  avail  ourselves  of  their  experience 
and  knowledge,  by  sending  them  to  the  ground  to 
ascertain  all  the  facts  to  be  obtained  with  regard 

to  the  proposition  before  us,  we  vote  bills  appro- 
priating millions  and  millions  of  acres  of  the  pub- 

lic land,  worth,  perhaps,  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars,  I  think  we  are  acting  with  far  too  great 

precipitation,  and  very  unwisely.  1  ask  Senators 
if  it  is  prudent  and  right  to  do  these  things  in  such 
haste?  It  does  seem  to  me  that  we  ought  to  have 
examinations  and  explorations  of  these  lands  made 

by  the  topographical  engineers,  and  reports  made 
to  us,  before  we  take  any  steps  in  this  matter. 

Now,  sir,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  re- 
lation to  these  everglades,  gave  a  commission,  in 

part,  to  a  gentleman  by  the  name  of  Smith,  who 

had  to  perform  a  great  many  other  duties,  accord- 
ing to  the  appointment  conferred  upon  him  by  the 

Secretary,  in  relation  to  the  lands  in  that  quarter 
of  the  country;  but  in  addition  to  these  duties,  he 

was  particularly  requested  to  make  some  examina- 
tion in  regard  to  the  practicability  of  draining 

these  everglades. 
Mr.  Smith  has  made  a  very  long  report  on  that 

subject,  and  I  must  say  that,  without  a  very  accu- 
rate ascertainment  of  the  facts,. he  has  taken  for 

granted  a  number  of  things.  His  reasonings  upon 
the  subject  are  very  prettily  made  out,  supposing 
the  facts  to  be  as  he  has  stated  them.  I  will  read 
to  the  Senate  some  of  these  statements,  in  order 

that  Senators  may  consider  what  is  here  presented. 
Mr.  Smith  says: 
"To  reclaim  the  everglades,  and  the  Atseenahoofa  and 

llalpatiokee  swamps,  and  the  lowlands  on  the  margin  of  the 
Kissime  river  and  its  tributaries,  and  the  other  rivers  emp- 

tying into  Lake  Okeechobee,  this  lake  must  be  tapped  by 
such  canals,  running  into  the  Caloosa-Hatchee,  on  the  one 
side,  and  the  Loca-Hatchee  or  San  Lucia,  or  both,  on  the 
other,  and  cuts  must  also  be  made  from  the  streams  on  both 

sides  of  the  peninsula  into  the  glades.  -Besides,  after  the 
height  of  the  waters  in  the  glades  should  be  decreased,  even 
as  Tnuch  -as  five  feet,  there  will  probably  be  a  necessity  for 
several  drains  through  the  (ilades  and  those  swamps,  by 
which  the  waters  accumulating  from  the  rains  may  be  con- 

ducted to  the  ocean  or  gulf." 

This  is  Mr.  Smith's  plan  for  draining  the  ever- 
glades. 

Now,  sir,  as  to  the  depth  of  these  canals,  which 
are  to  be  thus  carried  into  Okechobee  lake,  here 
is  the  most  definite  and  accurate  information  that 

I  have  been  enabled  to  procure  by  reading  these 
papers.  This  is  a  statement  made  by  Mr.  J. 
McClelland,  captain  of  the  topographical  engineers. 
He  does  not  make  the  statement  from  any  exami- 

nation or  exploration  made  by  himself,  but  he 
bases  the  statement  which  he  makes  upon  what 
Captain  J.  R.  Vinton,  3J  artillery,  stated  to  him. 
Here  is  what  Captain  Vinton  told  Captain  McClel- 

land, of  the  topographical  engineers.  Captain 
McClelland  says:  "  In  the  course  of  the  year  1840 
or  1841,  I  was  informed  by  the  late  J.  R.  Vinton, 

3d  artillery,  that  he  had  run  a  line  of  levels" — so 
it  appears  from  this  that  the  instruments  had  actu- 

ally been  applied  to  the  surface  of  the  ground — 
"from  the  Atlantic  Ocean  to  the  glades,  and  found 
their  elevation   above  it  from  ten  to  fifteen  feet. 

This  was  taken  at  Fort  Dallas,  at  the  mouth  of 
the  Miami  river,  which  empties  into  Biscayno 

bay." 

According  to  this  information,  it  will  be  neces- 
sary to  dig  a  canal  through  the  rim,  which  I  am 

informed  surrounds  the  everglades,  and  by  means 
of  this  canal  to  connect  the  waters  in  the  basin 
with  the  waters  of  the  ocean,  for  the  purpose  of 

draining  them  off;  and,  according  to  the  informa- 
tion here  given,  this  canal,  to  be  efficient  in  drain- 

ing the  everglades,  must  be  from  ten  to  fifteen  feet deep. 

Well,  now,  what  the  length  of  this  canal  is,  we 

are  uninformed;   what   is   the  position  to  be  se- 
cured for  that  canal,  we  are  uninformed;  and  what 

will  be  the  expense,  (as  that  defends  upon  the  j 
length,  position,  and  depth,)  we  are  uninformed. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Will  tire  Senator  permit 
me  to  correct  him  ?  His  mistake  evidently  arises 
from  his  want  of  knowledge  upon  the  subject. 

Had  he  read  the  next  sentence  of  Captain  McClel- 
land 's  letter,  he  would  not  have  fallen  into  the 

error  which  he  now  labors  under.  Canals  are 

contemplated  from  Lake  Okechobee,  v/hich  is  nearly 
one  hundred  miles  above  the  point  where  this  level 
was  taken  by  Captain  Vinton.  The  drains  from 
the  rim,  to  which  the  gentleman  refers  in  his  letter, 
are  not  contemplated  to  serve  any  other  purpose 
except  draining  off  the  water  in  the  rim.  It  is  not 
necessary,  nor  is  it  stated  to  be  necessary  in  the 
report,  that  these  small  drains  should  be  ten  or 
twelve  feet  deep;  but  the  canals  from  Lake  Oke- 

chobee to  the  Atlantic  on  the  east,  and  to  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  on  the  west  side,  are  to  be  from  twelve 

to  fifteen  in  depth.  The  height  of  that  lake  is  con- 
siderably more  than  that  of  the  rim.  I  would 

remind  the  honorable  Senator  that  if  he  would  look 

at  the  previous  part. of  the  letter  just' read,  and  at the  letter  from  Colonel  Long,  of  the  Topographical 
Engineers,  he  would  find  that  the  length  of  one  of 
these  canals  would  be  twelve  miles,  and  the  length 
of  the  other  from  ten  to  eighteen  miles. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  if  my 

friend  had  heard  me  out,  he  would  have  had  no 
cause  to  complain.  I  intended  to  read  the  clause 
to  which  he  has  called  my  attention.  But  that 
clause  only  makes  the  matter  worse.  I  am  speak- 

ing now  about  the  canals  which  must  be  dug  in 
order  to  get  into  the  basin,  and  before  you  get  to 
Lake  Okechobee,  a  hundred  miles  beyond  that,  I 
understand.  If  gentlemen  will  take  the  trouble  to 
look  at  the  map  as  I  have  done,  they  will  find  that 
the  rim  of  this  basin  is  not  more  than  some  ten  or 

fifteen  miles  from  the  Atlantic — the  Gulf  Stream. 
Well,  sir,  you  have  to  make  these  canals  in  order 
to  get  into  the  basin.  And  when  you  get  over 
there,  what  is  to  be  done?  Why,  says  the  gentle- 

man, (and  this  is  stated  by  Mr.  McClelland  as 
coming  from  Captain  Vinton  ,)  this  lake,  when  you 
get  into  the  rim,  is  considerably  higher.  How 
much  higher  we  do  not  know.  Well,  then,  it  may 
become  necessary  to  extend  your  canals  fifty  or  a 
hundred  miles  further.  Concerning  the  obstruc- 

tions, if  any,  the  depth,  or  the  length,  we  are  left 
entirely  in  the  dark.  Instead  of  the  clause  which 
the  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Westcott]  read,  it 
is  no  objection  to  my  argument,  but  only  makes  it 
so  much  the  stronger. 

Sir,  my  objection  to  the  whole  bill  lies  a  little 
beyond  this.  I  do  not  know  that  anything  that  I 
can  say  will  arrest  the  practice  of  Congress,  of 
which  I  complain,  in  regard  to  the  administration 
of  the  public  lands.  I  have  been  for  a  long  time 
in  a  minority  upon  this  subject.  1  do  not  know 
but  that  I  shall  remain  till  the  end  of  my  official 
life  here  in  a  minority.  I  am  anxious  to  make  the 

attempt  now,  to  see  if  the  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment can  be  changed.  My  wish  in  reference  to 

this  subject,  if  it  can  be  done,  is  to  allow  the 
General  Government  to  retain  its  jurisdiction  and 
control  of  this  great  fund,  (the  public  lands,)  not 
only  in  Florida  and  in  Arkansas,  but  Louisiana 
and  all  other  States  where  these  drains  are  to  be 
made.  For  the  purpose  of  saving  the  public  land 
from  its  present  useless  condition,  I  would  have  all 
these  drains  constructed  by  the  General  Govern- 

ment, and  then  I  would  have  it  sell  the  lands  and 
allow  every  State  in  this  Union  to  participale  in 
the  distribution  of  the  proceeds  in  an  equal  interest. 
While  I  avow  this  to  be  my  policy,  and  while  I 
declare  that  it  has  always  been  my  policy,  yet  I 
frankly  confess  that  if  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  will  not  do  this,  if  the  Government 
will,  not  take  hold  of  these  swamps  and  lakes, 

sooner  than  that  the  country  should  remain  in  its 

present  unproductive,  condition — for  I  would  not' 
play  the  policy  of  the  dog  in  the  manger — I  would 
be  in  favor  of  the  States  draining  these  lands  and 

appropriating  such  as  are  now  valueless  to  some 
useful   purpose..      I   frankly  confess,  that  if  my 

|  policy  is  overruled  I  will  go  with  the  Senator  from 
j  Florida,   [Mr.   Westcott;]    I   will  go   with   the 
|  Senator  from   Arkansas,  [Mr.  Borland;]  I  will 
join  my  friend  from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  Johnson;]  I 

will  join  with  every  one  to  make  something  bene- 
!  ficial  for  the  States  out  of  this  now  useless  land. 

But,  sir,  I  believe  that  the  General  Government 
|  can  do  it  better  than  the  States,  and  I  believe  that 
I  the  General  Government  ought  to  do  it.  The 
;  principle  that  we  have  adopted,  almost  from  time 
immemorial,  that  we  have  the  right  to  appropriate 

|  the  public  domain  in  the  States,  has  been  long 
sanctioned,  and  no  one,  I  think,  will  presume  to 

question  the  general  authority  of  Congress  to  ex- 
ercise this  right.  There  is  no  constitutional  ques- 

tion involved  in  this  matter.  It  is  simply  a  matter 

of  policy.  What  will  Congress  do  in  regard  to 
these  lands?  For  the  present,  I  do  not  wish  them 
to  act  on  this  matter  until  they  get  proper  inform- 

ation upon  which  they  can  base  their  action.  I 
acknowledge,  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Public  Lands,  that  I  have  not  yet  been  enabled 

to  find  that  information.  I  am  not  now -willing  to 
grant  to  the  States  these  useless  lands,  unless  it  be 
ascertained  that  we  cannot  reclaim  them  and  ap- 

propriate them  to  the  general  use.  I  do  not  know 
but  that,  if  we  send  out  competent  engineers  to 
explore,  to  level,  and  to  estimate  the  cost  of  such 
a  proceeding,  after  they  shall  make  a  full  report  to 
us  of  what  they  have  done,  we  shall  ultimately 
take  the  course  now  proposed  by  the  gentleman 
from  Florida,  [Mr.  Westcott,]  and  give  the  lands 
to  the  States  in  which  they  lie.  If  we  send  out 
these  engineers  and  have  the  land  explored  and 
leveled,  the  information  acquired  from  their  Report 
would  be  of  great  value  to  the  States  to  whom  we 
propose  to  give  the  lands.  Will  not  this  course 
facilitate  operations  hereafter?  Surely  it  will.  I 
ask,  then,  if  it  be  not  good  policy  to  provide  for 

this  public  exploration  at  the  expense  of  the  Uni- 
ted States,  even  if  we  give  the  lands  to  the  State  ? 

By  thus  obtaining  this  knowledge,  we  can  deter- 
mine whether  we  will  grant  the  lands  to  the  State 

or  not. 
I  observe  that  on  the  subject  of  expense,  Mr. 

Smith,  in  his  report,  speaks  most  indefinitely. 
Indeed,  he  does  not  even  venture  to  make  an  esti- 

mate. He  says  in  one  part  of  his  report:  "  The 
maximum  of  probable  expenditure  is  $300,000.  I 

presume,  under  any  circumstances  creating  the 
necessity  of  an  augmentation  of  this  amount,  that 
$500,000  would,  beyond  question,  defray  all  outlay 
necessary  for  the  successful  accomplishment  of  the 

work."  From  $300,000  to  $500,000  is  a  very  wide 
gap — a  gap  of  almost  a  hundred  per  cent.  If  it 
costs  only  $300,000  to  reclaim  this  fine  and  val- 

uable country  in  the  centre  of  Florida,  which,  if 
it  can  be  reclaimed,  will  become  one  of  the  finest 

orange  districts  in  the  world — if,  indeed,  it  cannot 
be  used  for  sugar  and  other  planting  purposes — I 
do  not  hesitate  in  saying  that  the  value  of  that 
country  will  compensate  for  the  expenditure,  I 
was  about  to  say  a  hundred  fold — perhaps  it  will 
not  reach  so  high  as  that — but  I  may  be  safe  in 

saying  fifty  fold. Whether  it  can  or  cannot  be  done  at  that  ex- 

pense, we  have  no  means  of  ascertaining.  This  is 
a  mere  conjectural  estimate.  It  is  the  minimum, 
to  be  sure,  but  the  highest  estimate  of  Mr.  Smith 

is  only  $500,000. 
We'll,  suppose  the  work  can  be  accomplished, and  this  valuable  land,  as  it  will  be,  in  case  it  can 

be  drained,  should  be  saved  at  an  expenditure  of 
that  sum:  why,  sir,  the  proceeds  resulting  from 
its  sale  would  be  a  sufficient  remuneration  for  this 

outlay.  And  I  will  venture  to  say  that  it  will  be, 
ultimately,  beneficial  to  the  State  of  my  friend  over 
the  way,  [MivWestcott,]  if  this  Government will  undertake  to  do  the  work. 

This  bill  proposes  to  reserve  two  years  within 
which  to  commence  the  work,  and  ten  years  within 
which  to  accomplish  it.  Now,  sir,  if  you  send 
out  your  topographical  engineers,  and  they  report 
that  this  great  work  can  be-accomplished  by  an 
outlay  of  $300,000,  or  even  $500,000,  how  long 
will  it  take  the  General  Government  to  accomplish 

the  work?  One,  two,  or  three  years,  at  the  fur- 
thest; whereas,  if  it  is  to  be  accomplished  by  the 
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State,  according  to  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  if 

they  commence  it  within  two  years,  you  need  not 

expect,  especially  under  the  condition  of  the 

finances  of  the  State,  mentioned  by  the  other  gen- 
tleman from  Florida,  [Mr.  Yulee,]  the  completion 

of  the  work  for  some  ten  or  fifteen  years,  at  the 
least.  In  that  state  of  things,  I  ask  my  friend 
from  Florida,  [Mr.  Westcott,]  if  he  can  get  the 
General  Government  to  undertake  this  work,  upon 

the  report  of  the  topographical  engineers,  will  it 
not  be  sooner  done?  Will  not  your  State  settle 
faster,  and  become  improved  more  rapidly,  by  the 

plan*of  operations  I  have  suggested,  than  in  the 
manner  which  the  bill  provides? 

For  the  purpose,  sir,  of  testing  the  views  of  Sen- 
ators on  the  subject,  I  will  now  offer  my  amend- 

ment.     It   is  simply,  sir,   to  appropriate    
dollars,  out  of  any  money  in  the  treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated,  to  be  expended  by  the 
Secretary  of  War  in  exploring  the  everglades  in 
Florida,  with  a  view  to  ascertain  the  practicability 
of  draining  the  same,  and  that  he  cause  a  report 
to  be  made  at  the  next  session  of  Congress,  or  as 

■soon  thereafter  as  may  be  practicable. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  It  is  true,  as  stated  by  the 

Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  we  have  had  no  top- 
ographical survey  made  with  the  view  of  ascer- 

taining the  precise  estimate  of  the  amount  neces- 
sary to  be  appropriated  to  effect  the  draining  of 

the  everglades,  and  to  make  the  proposed  canal. 
That  is  so;  but  so  far  as  respects  the  objects  of 

this  bill,  that  information  would  be  perfectly  use- 
less to  Congress.  Now,  what  information  have 

we  got?  We  have  got  information  that  is  authen- 
tic beyond  a  dispute.  We  have  got  authentic 

information,  derived,  first,  from  the  surveyor  gen- 
eral of  the  State;  secondly,  from  the  Commisioner 

of  the  Land  Office;  thirdly,  from  the  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury;  fouithly,  from  the  intelligent  gen- 
tleman sent  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 

examine  the  lands.  We  have  letters  from  Judge 
Sheriff,  who  is  well  acquainted  with  the  situation 
of  the  lands,  from  Colonel  Harney,  from  General 
Gadsden,  and  others,  who  traversed  that  coun- 

try thirty  years  ago,  all  of  them  coinciding  in  the 
statements  that  these  lands  are  perfectly  worth- 

less to  the  Government,  and,  if  surveyed,  would 
not  pay  the  cost  of  surveying.  Then,  sir,  with 
all  the  information  necessary  to  be  obtained  by 
Congress,  unless — and  I  will  at  once  meet  the 
question  propounded  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 

tucky— unless  Congress  are  at  once  disposed  to 
enter  upon  a  system  of  public  improvement,  why 
should  we  refuse  to  put  it  in  the  power  of  the 
State  to  bring  these  lands  into  an  available  con- 

dition? Is  Congress  prepared  to  do  it  ?  That  is 
the  question,  if  I  mistake  not,  which  the  Senator 

from  Kentucky  propounds  to  the  Senate.  Is  Con- 
gress prepared  to  enter  upon  the  business  of  im- 

provement with  regard  to  these  lands,  as  well  as 
those  tracts  which  are  overflowed  by  the  Missis- 

sippi and  its  tributaries,  and  which  can  only  be 
redeemed  by  the  construction  of  canals  or  embank- 

ments? The  Senator  says  that  there  is  no  obstacle 
to  these  improvements  being  made  by  the  General 
Government. 

Mr.  President,  there -are  some  who  entertain 
constitutional  objections  as  to  the  power  of  Con- 

gress to  improve  either  private  or  public  lands,  and 

to  enhance  their  value  by  making  public  improve- 
ments within  the  States;  for  the  power  would  be 

abused  as  long  as  the  Federal  Government  owned 
a  foot  of  land  in  the  new  States.  But,  as  I  said  on 

&  former  day,  I  have  objections  besides  these  con- 
stitutional objections.  Of  all  methods  under  heaven 

that  can  be  devised  for  making  public  improve- 
ments of  this  character,  those  undertaken  by  the 

General  Government  are  always  the  most  expen- 
sive and. the  most  likely  to  be  inefficacious  when 

effected.  Of  all  public  improvements,  those  de- 
vised, carried  on,  and  completed  by  the  Federal 

Government  are  the  worst.  I  do  not  mean  to  de- 
tract from  the  intelligence  and  capacity  of  our  corps 

of  topograpical  engineers.  1  am  fortunate  in  being 
acquainted  with  several  of  them,  whom  I  regard 
as  my  most  valued  friends.  Among  them  are  the 
most  intelligent  persons  to  be  found  in  this  or  in 
any  country.  But  look  at  tt+e  public  works  that 
have  been  conducted  by  this  Government,  works 
even  of  the  most  trifling  character,  and  you  will 
find  that  impediments  continually  intervened  to 
protract  the  work.  You  will  find  that  all  sorts  of 
expenditures  are  accumulated  upon  you.  You  will 
find   that  it  takes  a  year  to  prepare  to  enter  upon 

the  work;  another  year  to  make  the  necessary  re- 
connoissances  and  surveys;  anotheryear  td  put  the 
result  of  the  calculations  in  proper  form,  in  printed 
statements  and  maps;  another  year  to  bring  the 
matter  before  Congress;  another  year  or  two  to 
have  it  criticised  and  canvassed;  and  some  three 

or  four  years  after  that  to  get  an  act  passed  autho- 
rizing the  commencement  of  the  work. 

This  is  the  way  in  which  improvements,  under- 
taken and  carried  on  by  the  Federal  Government, 

are  managed  where  the  persons  carrying  on  the 
works  are  not  interested  in  their  completion.  The 
delays  are  innumerable,  the  expense  almost  incred- 

ible. 1  would  inquire  of  the  Senators  from  Ar- 
kansas how  long  the  Federal  Government  have 

been  endeavori^  to  get  the  raft  removed  from  Red 
river?  Ten  or  twelve  years,  I  believe.  Sir,  I 

happened  accidentally  to  look  at  debates  in  Con- 
gress when  that  work  was  first  proposed,  and  1 

remember  that  we  were  assured  that  it  could  be 

completed  in  eighteen  months. 
A  Senator.     The  work  was  completed. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  It  ivas,  after  a  fashion,  but 

it  filled  up  again.  In  1838  a  work  was  undertaken 
in  Florida.  It  cost  some  seven  or  eight  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  the  work  is  now  not  worth 
a  single  dollar.  And  so  with  all  public  works 
where  the  persons  employed  are  not  interested  in 
the  work  being  well  done.  So  with  all  public 
works.  Except  those  of  a  peculiarly  scientific 
character,  the  army  officers  are  the  worst  persons 
to  be  employed  on  them.  They  are  gallant  in 
warfare,  but  they  know  very  little  of  other  matters. 
There  are  fewer  practical  men  among  them  than 
among  our  civil  engineers  throughout  the  country; 
and  I  would  rather  trust  the  execution  of  a  work 

to  a  practical  civil  engineer  than  to  the  whole 
corps  of  topographical  engineers,  as  high  a  respect 
as  I  have  for  most  of  them.  But  this  is  not  such 

a  work  as  belongs  properly  to  them.  We  do  not 
expect  to  construct  this  work  in  very  superior 
style;  it  requires  no  carved  marble,  no  elegant 
columns,  no  superb  gilding,  nothing  of  the  kind. 
On  the  contrary,  all  that  we  want  is  plain  old- 
fashioned  work,  such  as  the  most  unskilled  can 
accomplish.  Any  man  can  dig  a  ditch.  Sir,  I 
should  be  opposed  to  the  Federal  Government  un- 

dertaking it,  because  I  do  not  believe  it  would  be 
done  in  twenty  years;  and  when  done,  which 
would  be  whenever  the  officers  became  tired  of 

remaining  there  among  the  musquitoes  and  the 
frogs,  it  would  not  be  more  than  half  done  as  it 
should  be.  It  would  be  executed  infinitely  better 
by  officers  appointed  by  the  State,  who  would  be 
interested  in  having  it  done  effectually. 

As  before  said,  if  the  State  accepts  this  grant, 
there  will  be  no  possibility  of  misapplying  the  pro- 

ceeds, for  every  surplus  dollar  must  go  for  the  sup- 
port of  educatron  within  the  region  thus  ceded  and 

reclaimed. 
While  up,  I  wiii  answer  one  objection,  or  rather 

misstatement,  that  was  made  by  the  Senator  from 
Connecticut.  He  slated  that  there  were  not  a  mil- 

lion of  acres  overflowed.  There  are  two  millions 
five  hundred  thousand  overflowed.  Of  these,  one 

million  have  been  surveyed  for  a- number  of  years, 
and,  so  far  from  being  available,  as  my  friend  from 
Connecticut  supposes,  they  are  as  worthless  as  the 
rest — about  three  hundred  and  sixty  acres  only 
having  been  disposed  of  out  of  that  whole  tract  of 
a  million  of  acres.  If  the  lands  should  ever  be  re- 

claimed, they  will  be  worth  perhaps  one  dollar  and 

a  quarter  per  acre;  but  with  regard  to  the  sand- 
bottoms,  they  will  never  be  worth  the  cost  of  sur- 

veying. Sir,  I  hope  the  amendment  of  the  Sen- 
tor  from  Kerrtucky  will  be  rejected,  for  1  am  ex- 

tremely anxious  that  this  matter  should  be  decided 
without  further  delay. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  I  am  not  prepared  to  vote 

for  this  bill  in  the  shape  in  which  it  has  been  re- 
ported by  the  committee.  On  the  contrary,  I  am 

incltned  to  favor  the  amendment  proposed  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky,  as  well  for  the 
reasons  winch  have  been  assigned  by  hirn,  as  for 
others  which  are  apparent  upon  the  face  of  the  bill 

itself  as  reported.  The  object  which  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  has  in  view  in  making 

this  grant  to  the  State  of  Florida,  if  it  be  made  at 
all,  is  to  secure  the  accomplishment  of  the  work 
for  which  the  lands  are  to  be  granted.  Now,  it 

appears  to  me  that  this  bill  affords  no  such  secu- 
rity to  the  Government.  The  grant  is  founded 

upon  the  basis  of  a  donation  of  all  these  lands  to 
the  State  of  Florida,  upon  certain  conditions  to  be 

acceded  to  by  the  State,  and  one  of  these  condi- 
tions is,  that  the  State,  within  a  specified  time, 

shall  enter  upon  the  execution  of  this  work,  and 
shall  complete  it  within  the  period  of  ten  years, 
But  what  are  the  powers  of  the  State  in  the  mean 
time?  She  is  authorized  to  sell  every  acre  of  this 
land  which  is  already  surveyed,  or  capable  of 
being  surveyed:  thus  she  is  authorized  to  sell,  at 
all  events,  a  large  portion  of  the  land;  and  sup- 

pose, having  made  sale  of  this  land,  the  State 
should  fail  of  completing  the  work  within  the  pe- 

riod assigned:  what  remedy,  what  redress,  has  the 
Government  of  the  United  States?  What  means 

of  enforcing  the  future  execution  of  the  work  for 
which  those  public  lands  were  ceded?  Settlers 
will  have  bought  them  and  paid  for  them  in  good 
faith;  they  cannot  be  disturbed  in  consequence  of 
any  condition  appended  to  the  grant,  for  the  pro- 

visions of  this  act  recognize  the  right  of  the  State, 
notwithstanding  those  conditions,  to  proceed  to 
make  sale  of  the  lands,  limiting  her  only  in  regard 
to  the  price  at  which  the  lands  are  to  be  sold.  But, 
furthermore,  the  State  will  not  be  bound  to  com- 

plete the  work  within  the  period  often  years,  nor 
within  any  definite  period,  unless  the  President  of 
the  United  States  should  deem  it  expedient  to 
issue  an  order  in  writing  authorizing  an  intrusion 
irpon  that  portion  of  the  lands  which  has  been 
assigned  to  the  Seminole  Indians.  The  4th  section 
of  the  bill  is  as  follows: 

"Until  die  President  of  the  United  States  shall  authorize, 
the  paine  in  writing,  n.o entry  or  encroachment  shall  be  made 
or  allowed  by  said  Stale  into  or  upon  the  distriel  reserved 
for  the  Seminole  Indians  yet  remaining  in  Florida,  part  of 
which  is  within  said  boundaries;  and  ior  any  delay  occa- 

sioned to  the  commencement  or  completion  of  said  work,  by 
the  withholding  of  such  authority,  the  period  stipulated  tor 
such  commencement  and  completion  in  said  first  condition 
shall  be  extended  a  corresponding  term." 

So  that  until  the  President  of  the  United  States 

shall  issue  an  order  in  writing  authorizing  the  au- 
thorities of  the  State  of  Florida  to  enter  upon  this 

Indian  reservation,  the  period  for  the  commence- 
ment of  the  work  is  to  be  prolonged,  and  of  course 

the  period  for  its  completion  will  also  be  prolonged 
indefinitely.  Now,  I  am  not  satisfied  with  these 
provisions  of  the  bill.  I  think  they  are  entirely 
wrong.  But,  however  guarded  the  bill  might  be 
in  respect  to  its  provisions,  I  altogether  prefer, 

upon  the  information  which  we  now  have  in  re- 
gard to  these  lands,  adopting  the  course  suggested 

by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  Will  make  one  remark, 

which  I  think  will  be  sufficient  to  correct  the  mis- 

apprehension of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Con- 
necticut. He  seems  to  think  that  the  State  ought 

to  give  some  security  that  it  will  appropriate  the 
funds  derived  from  the  disposal  of  these  lands 
according  to  the  intention  of  Congress  in  making 
the  grant.  Sir,  if  the  State  fail  in  the  performance 
of  the  conditions  accompanying  the  grant,  it  will 
be  an  anomaly.  But  it  so  happens  that  there  is  a 
security  provided  by  this  bill  which  is  better  than 
any  bail,  even  if  it  be  justified  bail.  That  security. 
is  this:  There  is  not  one  acre  of  land  comprised 
within  the  grant  that  is  worth  twenty-five  cents; 
there  is  not  one  acre  in  the  whole  grant  that  can  be 
sold  at  any  price  until  the  everglades  are  reclaimed. 
And  that  is  proved  by  these  facts.  It  is  so  stated 
in  all  the  reports  that  have  been  made  on  the  sub- 

ject— in  the  report  of  the  Surveyor  General,  in  the 
report  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  Land  Office,  in 
that  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  in  all 
the  official  reports:  it  is  proved  also  by  the  fact 

that  a  large  portion  of  these  lands  has  been  sur- 
veyed for  many  years,  and  they  have  never  been 

able  to  sell  more  than  three  hundred  and  sixty 
acres.  Now,  sir,  the  law  expressly  provides  that, 
untii  the  work  is  completed,  a  sinele  foot  of  land 
shall  not'be  sold  for  less  than  $1  25  per  acre.  Sir, 
they  never  can  find  a  purchaser  for  a  foot  of  it, 
unless  it  be  purchased  with  a  view  to  the  prospec- 

tive completion  of  the  work.  Thus,  my  honor- 
able friend  will  see  that  he  is  under  a  mistake  in 

regard  to  the  interest  of  the  purchaser,  and  in  re- 
gard to  the  supposed  want  of  security. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  The  chief  object  of  the  amend- 
ment, as  I  understand  it,  is  to  have  an  examina- 

tion made  in  order  to  ascertain  the  value  of  the 

land.  It  happens  that  in  this  case,  though  it  is  a 
rare  thing,  there  is  a  report  on  the  subject;  and 
during  a  tedious  passage  in  low  water  upon  the 
Mississippi  I  read  it  from  beginning  to  end.  It 
contains  sufficient  to  satisfy  my  mind,  though  per- 

haps not  sufficient  to  satisfy  every  Senator,  that 
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the  bill  ought  to  pass.  It  is  true,  weido  not  know 
what  may  be  the  value  of  these  lands  hereafter; 

but  we  know  this,  that'  the  lands  proposed  to  be 
eeded,  the  everglades,  are  now  totally  worthless  to 
the  United  States.  The  fact  hiShtioried  by  the 

gentleman  from  Florida,  that  a  large  portion  of  the 
land  has  been  surveyed,  and  that  out  of  more  than 
a  million  of  acres  not  more  than  one  hundred  and 

thirty-six  have  been  sold,  is  sufficient  to  prove 

that  they  are  totally  worthless.  Now,  when  this 
fact  is  ascertained,  I  think  that,  in  regard  to  the 

lands  in  Florida,  as  in  regard  to  those  in  every 

other  State,  the  Government  of  the  United  States 

ought  riot  to  hesitate  a  moment.  It  is  a  feeling 

which  is  very  prevalent  in  all  the  new  States,  that 

the  holding  over  f<3r  a  great  length  of  time  of  the 

public  domain  in  those  new  States,  is  a  diminution 
of  the  power  and  resources  of  those  States. 

The  question  has  sometimes  been  raised  whether 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  could  hold 

the  public  land  unsold  in  this  way  at  all.  Of  its 
power  to  do  so  I  have  no  doubt,  but  all  admit  that 
it  is  an  interference  with  the  authority  and  re- 

sources of  a  State  to  hold  large  bodies  of  public 
knfl  within  it  which  are  not  available  either  for  the 

purposes  of  the  General  Government,  or  for  the 
use  of  the  State.  Now,  here  is  a  very  large  por- 

tion of  territory,  not  less  than  one-eighth  of  the 
Slate  of  Florida,  that  is  totally  worthless  both  to 
that  State  and  the  General  Government.  The 

State  thinks  that  she  can  make  these  lands  avail- 
able; that  she  can,  instead  of  permitting  them  to 

remain  a  desert,  where  a  human  being  can  scarcely 

penetrate  either  by  land  or  by  water,  make  them 
available.  I  think,  then,  it  is  one  of  those  cases 

in  which,  the  fact  which  1  have  stated  being  satis- 
factorily ascertained,  there  ought  to  be  no  hesitation 

in  ceding  the  land  to  the  State  even  without  con- 

ditions. '  But  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  thinks 
that  a  better  system  might  be  adopted,  and  that  (I 
believe  his  amendment  embraces  this  proposition) 

the  improvement  should  be  made  by  the  United 
States  Government,  and  that  it  is  important  as  a 

part  of  the  system  that  the  most  that  can  be  made 
from  the  lands  should  be  made  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  proceeds  should 
be  distributed  among  the  several  States.  These 

are  his  ideas,  if  I  rightly  understood  the  gentle- 
man's remarks.  Now,  I  cannot  concur  in  opinion 

with  him.  Apart  from  the  general  principle  that 
the  United  States  Government  has  no  right  to 

make  improvements  such  as  these,  it  would  be  un- 
equal and  unjust  to  make  such  improvements  at 

the  common  expense. 
In  Louisiana  one-third  of  the  waste  lands  have 

been  reclaimed  at  her  own  expense.  It  is  certainly 

neither  fair  nor  just  nor  equal  towards  the  State  of 
Louisiana,  where  the  value  of  her  lands  have  been 
immensely  increased  by  her  own  resources,  that 
that  increased  value  should  be  made  a  common 
fund  to  be  distributed  among  the  States.  A  large 

portion  of  the  alluvial  land  in  the  State  of  Missis- 
sippi has  been  reclaimed  by  individuals.  Are  we 

to  take  those  improvements,  or  their  value,  and 
make  it  a  common  fund  to  be  distributed ?  I  think 

not.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  just  or  reason- 
able, and  I  trust  it  will  never  be  attempted  to  be 

carried  into  effect.  When  such  attempt  is  made, 
if  1  should  have  the  honor  of  having  a  seat  here, 
I  shall  certainly  insist  that  Louisiana  and  the  other 
States  where  those  improvements  have  been  made 
shall  first  be  reimbursed.  But  a  more  equitable, 
reasonable,  and  propor  course  is,  in  accordance 
with  the  proposition  contained  in  this  bill,  and  one 
submitted  by  a  Senator  from  Arkansas  at  the  last 
session,  (which  I  hope  will  come  up  again,)  to 
make  something  of  these  lands  if  you  can,  and  to 
provide  that  they  shall  remain  no  longer  than  is 
absolutely  necessary  in  a  condition  in  which  they 
are  utterly  unprofitable  to  the  State  or  to  the  Gen- 

eral Government.  If  the  Senator  from  Kentucky 
continues  to  press  his  motion,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  vote  against  the  amendment. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  will  only  remark  that 
I  did  not  allude  to  my  policy  in  reference  to  the 
distribution  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
public  lands  as  having  an  immediate  bearing  upon 
this  bill  or  upon  the  adoption  or  rejection  of  my 
amendment.  I  stated  the  policy,  to  be  sure,  to 
which  I  was  attached,  to  show  that  I  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  system  of  the  administration  of  the 
public  lands  which  now  prevails.  But  this  amend- 

ment of  mine  does  not  propose  now  to  distribute 
the  proceeds  of  the  public  lands.     If  my  amend- 

ment be  adopted  it  does  not  touch  that  question. 
All  that  it  proposes  to  accomplish  is  to  get  certain 
information  which  I  think  we  do  not  now  possess. 
All  that  my  amendment  seeks  to  do  is  to  employ 
the  officers  of  the  topographical  corps  in  obtaining 
for  us  the  information  that  we  desire;  that  is  all; 
and  the  simple  question  upon  the  amendment  is, 
whether  the  Senate  prefers  by  a  little  delay  to  get 
more  information,  or  to  give  away  at  once  seven 
million  eight  hundred  thousand  acres  of  land. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Seven  million  eighr hun- 
dred thousand  acres  of  land  and  water!  Four 

million  three  hundred  thousand  acres  of  it  is  alto- 

gether valueless. Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  The  Commissioner  of 

the  General  Land  Office,  in  his  r^ort  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  states  as  follows: 

"That  the  greater  part  of  the  peninsula  below  this  line, 
between  townships  thirty-six  and  thirty-seven,  and  which 
it  is  proposed  hy  the  bill  now  before  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands  of  the  Senate  (which  bill  has  been  submitted 
to  me  by  Messrs.  Weslcott  and  Cabell,  of  said  State)  to  be 
ceded  to  the  State  of  Florida,  being  unsurvejed,  and  tin  re 
not  being  any  nautical  surveys  oJ  ihe  western  coast  below 
Tampa  in  tins  otiiee.  an  appioximate  estimate  only  can  be 
made  of  the  area  of  the  peninsula  and  keys,  including  the 
lands  and  interior  walers  south  of  *aid  line,  and  excluding 
the  islands  and  keys  south  and  east  »f  Cape  Sable.  It  is 
supposed,  however,  trial  such  area  may  he  stated  at  about 
seven  millions  eight,  hunt! red  thousand  acres  of  land  and 
water.  Of  this  aggregate  area  it  is  estimated  that  there  is 
always  covered  with  water  about  four  millions  three  hun- 

dred thousand  acres.  This  estimate  includes  the  rivers, 
lagoons,  sounds,  and  Okeechobee  and  other  lakes  south  of 
said  line  that  it  is  not  proposed  to  drain  and  cannot  he 
drained.  Jft  includes,  also,  the  swamps  and  all  those  por- 

tions of  country  comprising  parts  of  the  region  called  the 
everglades,  the  greater  part  of  which  it  is  not  supposed  can 

be  reclaimed." 
Mr  WESTCOTT.  It  has  never  been  contem- 

plated to  attempt  reclaiming  the  lagoons.  It  is 
supposed,  however,  that  the  everglades  may  be 
drained. 

'  Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  When  I  speak  of  seven 
millions  eight  hundred  thousand  acres  as  being 
the  quantity  of  land  to  be  given  to  the  State,  1  do 
not  mean  to  convey  the  idea  that  every  foot  of  that 
land  can  be  drained  and  made  useful.  A  great 
portion  of  the  lagoons  and  lakes,  I  admit,  can 
never  be  drained,  but  that  is  the  whole  amount 

ceded  by  the  provisions  of  this  bill — waterland, 
swamp,  and  all.  Well,  the  question  comes  up 

between  the  provisions  of  the  bill  and  the  amend- 
ment. Will  you  wait  for  more  information?  Will 

you  employ  the  Topographical  Bureau  to  get  that 
information?  or  are  gentlemen  satisfied  now  to 
make  this  large  grant  upon  the  information  they 
have?  If  they  are,  let  them  do  so.  All  that  1  can 
say  is,  that  notwithstanding  the  confidence  of  the 
gentleman  from  Florida  in  those  officers  who  may 
be  employed  by  the  State,  he  must  excuse  me  if  I 
have  more  confidence  in  the  officers  of  the  Topo- 

graphical Corps  than  1  have  in  any  gentlemen 
who  may  be  selected  for  the  occasion.  This  being 
a  short  session,  if  the  bill  be  passed  with  the 
amendment  which  I  propose,  it  cannot,  I  presume, 
delay  our  progress  very  much.  We  will  be  in 
possession  of  the  requisite  information  by  the  time 
of  the  next  meeting  of  Congress.  But  let  this  bill 
pass  as  it  now  stands,  and  it  cannot  but  be  evident 
that  it  will  be  the  entering  wedge  for  other  grants 
of  a  similar  kind.  My  honorable  friend  from 
Louisiana  will  assuredly  come  forward  with  an 
application,  and  I  shall  certainly  vote  for  his  bill 
as  readily  as  for  this  one,  that  all  may  stand  upon 
equal  ground.  I  will  assure  my  honorable  friend 
from  Florida  that  1  shall  not  be  opposed  to  ceding 
lands  of  this  description  to  the  States  in  which 
they  lie;  but  let  us  first  have  a  report  from  the 
Topographical  Bureau.  I  believe  there  are  within 
the  Yacco  Points  hundreds  of  thousands  of  acres 

that  might  be  drained.  I  lay  down  the  proposi- 
tion, however,  that  if  Congress  will  do  nothing  in 

reference  to  the  improvement  of  these  lands,  it  is 

the  duty  of  the  Government  to  surrender  them  to- 
the  States  rather  than  leave  them  in  their  present 
condition.  All  that  I  ask  is,  that  legislation  be 
deferred  until  the  report  comes  in,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  it  will  be  of  such  a  character  as  to  induce 

Congress  either  to  undertake  the  work  or  to  cede 
the  land  to  the  State  without  any  longer  hesita- tion. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  As  regards  the 
suggestion  made  by  the  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  the  United  States  should  retain  these  lands 

and  endeavor  to  render  them  saleable;  as  the  sub- 
ject is  connected  in  some  degree  with  the  present 

condition  of  a  part  of  the  public  lands  in  Louisiana 

and  other  States,  I  wish  to  make  a  single  remark. 
As  far  as  regards  this  Government  attempting  to 
improve  those  lands,  I  consider  it  utterly  out  of 
the  question.  There  has  not  been  a  single  instance 
since  the  formation  of  the  Government,  of  the  Uni- 

ted States  adopting  a  measure  of  that  kind.  I  recol- 
lecta  proposition  being  made  on  behalf  of  Louisiana 
some  ten  or  twelve  years  ago,  and  strong  argu- 

ments used  to  induce  Congress  to  cut  a  canal  for* 
the  purpose  of  reclaiming  some  of  the  lands  in  that 
State,  and  it  was  made  manifest  that  it  would  have 
reclaimed  a  very  large  extent  of  country,  and  would 
have  brought  a  large  sum  into  the  treasury  of  the 
the  United  States.  The  proposition  was  hooted 

at;  and  a  very  distinguished  member  of  the-Gov- 
ernment  was  the  first  to  oppose  it.  The  United 
States  Government  never  has  listened,  and  never 

will  listen,  to  a  scheme  for  the  purpose  of  accom- 
plishing a  work  of  internal  improvement. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Will  my  honorable  friend 
allow  me  to  make  a  single  remark  ?  It  is  this:  If 
you  will  look  into  the  reports  made  by  the  Com- 

mittee on  Public  Lands,  upon  applications  by 
which  it  is  proposed  to  obtain  a  cession  of  land 
for  the  purpose  of  constructing.railroads  in  Illinois 
and  in  other  States,  you  will  find  that  in  all  those 
reports  the  principle  upon  which  the  cession  is 

sought  to"  be  justified  is,  that  it  would  render  the 
lands  still  retained  by  the  Government  so  much  the 
more  valuable.  Now,  if  the  Government  can  give 
to  a  State  or  a  company  a  portion  of  the  public 
domain,  in  order  to  render  that  which  is  reserved 
the  more  valuable,  I  ask  my  friend  why  may  not 

the  Government  accomplish  the  same  object  di- 
rectly, by  opening  a  canal  or  otherwise  draining 

the  land,  for  the  purpose  of  making  the  whole  so 
much  the  more  valuable?  That  is  the  principle 
running  through  all  these  cases. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  works  to  which  the  hon- 
orable Senator  alludes  are  works  performed  by  the 

States,  not  by  the  General  Government.  It  is  true 
that  making  these  donations  for  these  purposes 
will  have  the  effect  of  rendering  the  remainder  of 

the  lands  more  valuable,  but  that  was  not  the  ob- 
ject. The  object  was  to  enable  the  State  to  perform 

a  great  work — a  work  important  not  only  to  the 
State  itself,  but  to  the  whole  nation.  This  is  the 

purpose  for  which  these  grants  were  made. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Will  the  Senator  pardon 

me?  The  principle  upon  which  the  grants  were 
made  was,  as  I  have  stated,  with  reference  to  one 
side  of  the  House.  If  I  understand  the  matter 

correctly,  the  Democratic  members  put  it  upon  the 
ground  that  it  tended  to  make  the  remaining  lands 
so  much  the  more  valuable,  while  the  other  party 
contended  for  the  making  of  the  improvement 

directly  by  the  Genera!  Government;  and  my  argu- 
ment was  to  show  that  if  aportion  might  be  granted 

for  the  purpose  of  making  the  remainder  more  val- 
uable, the  General  Government  might,  by  under- 
taking the  work,  make  the  whole  valuable. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  A  question  of  that  sort  arose 

after  the  acquisition  of  Louisiana;  and  in  a  discus- 
sion it  was  contended  by  an  honorable  Senator 

from  Virginia  and  others  that  it  was  incompatible 
with  the  interests  of  the  other  States.  There  were 

complaints  from  different  States  against  the  United 
States  for  retaining  the  public  lands  in  its  posses- 

sion when  they  might  have  been  disposed  of  ad- 
vantageously. I  have  not  gone  to  that  extent, 

thougTi  representing  a  southern  State.  I  have  been 

willing  to  give  a  sufficient  time  for  their  dis- 
posal, but  there  should  be  a  limit  to  that  time.  I 

should  be  glad  to  know  what  length  of  time  would 
be  necessary.  It  is  forty-five  years  now  since 
Louisiana  was  acquired.  Some  portions  of  the 
State  have  been  overflowed  from  the  Mississippi. 

To  reclaim  these  lands  a  large  outlay  in  the  con- 
struction of  levees  and  otherwise  would  be  re- 

quired. Some  of  them  never  have  been  reclaimed. 
Congress  have  been  appealed  to,  year  after  year, 
to  make  the  necessary  works  to  reclaim  them,  or 
else  to  cede  them  to  the  States.  But  they  have 
uniformly  refused  to  do  either.  Proposition  after 
proposition  has  been  made  to  this  Government  to 
take  measures  for  rendering  these  lands  available, 
but  such  propositions  have  always  been  rejected. 

It  is  utterly  out  of  the  question,  then,  I  conceive, 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  should 

ever  think  of  adopting  a  system  of  internal  im- 
provement within  the  limits  of  the  States;  and  I 

concur  entirely  with  the  Senator  from  P'lorida, 
that  if  they  should  attempt  to  do  it,  it  can 
never  be  effected  as  well  by  the  General  Gov- 
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ernment  as  by  the  States.  It  they  were  to  under- 
take it,  it  would  cost  twenty  times  as  much  as  it 

would  if'accomplished  by  the  States.  In  the  State 
of  Mississippi  certain  portions  have  been  reclaimed 

by  individuals,  in  consequence  of  which  the  Gen- 
eral Government  has  already  derived  considerable 

benefit;  yet  there  are  still  remaining  extensive 
tracts  of  country  that  are  overflowed  and  rendered 
uninhabitable,  and  other  portions  rendered  so  un- 

healthy that  the  persons  living  there  are  obliged  to 
absent  themselves  for  a  part  of  the  year;  but  when- 

ever the  subject  has'been  brought  up  before  Con- gress, it  has  been  put  off.  Three  or  four  years  ago 
a  bill  was  brought  in  and  discussed;  the  depart- 

ments were  called  upon  for  information;  a  select 
committee  was  appointed,  with  the  distinguished 
Senator  from  South  Carolina  at  its  head;  eC  very 
lengthy  report  was  made,  containing  estimates 
from  the  departments  and  from  officers  in  Lou- 

isiana; and  yet,  when  we  came  to  act,  further  in- 
formation was  required,  and  it  was  suggested  that 

it  ought  to  be  deferred.  Now  the  time  lias  arrived 
when  I  think  the  question  should  be  settled. 
There  ought,  I  think,  to  be  some  limit  to  the  time 
in  which  the  lands  are  to  be  disposed  of,  and  that 
the  Government  is  now  bound  to  adopt  some 
measure  to  reclaim  the  lands,  or  else  yield  them 
to  the  States.  The  resources  of  the  estates  are 

crippled  by  having  a  large  extent  of  country  within 
their  borders  uninhabited,  and  the  adjacent  lands 
rendered  almost  uninhabitable  by  reason  of  the 
unhealthiness  produced  by  the  overflow. 

As  it  regards  this  particular  bill,  1  am  under  the 
impression  that  we  have  already  sufficient  inform- 

ation to  enable  Congress  to  act.  A  part  of  the 
land  in  question  is  constantly  covered  with  standing 
water;  it  is  somewhat  different  from  swamp  land, 
but  it  may  possibly  be  reclaimed  by  great  ouilay. 
I  rose,  however,  merely  to  offer  a  single  remark  m 
reply  to  the  proposition  which  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  had  suggested,  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  ought  to  undertake  the  work  of 
improvement,  which  1  am  perfectly  satisfied  is  out 
of  the  question. 

Mr.  BENTON.  We  have  appropriate  officers 
under  our  laws  for  reporting  the  condition  of  the 
public  lands.  We  have  officers  whose  duly  it  is, 
under  very  high  obligations,  to  report  upon  the 
character  of  all  public  lands.  Their  report  must 
be  minute  in  regard  to  the  qualities  and  the  de- 

scription of  the  public  lands.  These  officers  belong 
to  the  General  Land  Office.  These  officers  are 

employed  in  examining  the  public  lands  and  sur- 
veying them  and  in  making  reports.  These  are 

the  officers  who  are  able  to  give  us  all  the  informa- 
tion that  we  want  upon  the  subject.  The  topo- 

graphical corps  (I  say  it  with  great  deference  to  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky)  is  not  the  ap- 

propriate corps  for  doing  business  of  this  kind, 
it  was^ever  created  for  this  kind  of  business;  it 
has  never  been  employed  in  this  kind  of  business; 
and  if  that  corps  should  be  so  employed  it  would 
be  taken  away  from  its  appropriate  duties  and  set 
to  do  the  duties  of  other  officers.  If  we  need  any 
information,  then,  the  place  to  look  for  it  is  through 
the  General  Land  Office,  and  through  the  reports  of 
the  surveyors  employed  in  Florida,  and  by  them 
transmitted  to  the  Commissioner  of  the  General 

Land  Office.  That  is  the  means  of  getting  inform- 
ation that  concerns  public  lands.  We  already 

have  the  report  of  the  proper  officers  upon  this 
point;  we  have  the  report  of  the  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office,  founded  upon  the  report 
made  officially  to  him  by  the  surveyors  whose  duty 
it  is  to  survey  and  report.  The  Commissioner  of 
the  General  Land  Office,  in  his  letter  to  the  Secre- 

tary of  the  Treasury,  states: 

"That  the  entire  peninsula  south  of  the  northern  line  of 
the  proposed  grant  to  Florida,  whether  occasionally  covered 
with  water  or  not  suhjectto  overflow,  is  at  this  time  utterly 
worthless  lo  the  United  States  fur  any  purpose  whatever. 
Colonel  Robert  Butler,  the  Surveyor  General  of  that  Slate, in  his  official  report  made  October2, 1847,  says  :  '  1  now  a=k 
your  attention  to  the  everglades,  wjncli  cannot  be  surveyed without  fint  being  drained.'  And  that  officer  recommends the  cession  of  a  moiety  of  that  region  to  the  State  of  Florida 
for  the  purpose  of  having  the  lands  reclaimed."     ■ 

Here  is  an  official  report  which  states  that  the 
lands  cannot  be  surveyed  until  they  have  first  been 
drained.  So,  then,  we  have  all  the  information 
which  it  is  necessary  for  us  to  possess  in  order  to 
act  definitively  upon  this  bill.  The  bill  applies  to 
the  everglades — a  name  which  of  itself  implies  a 
kind  of  ground  different  from  that  which  is  covered 
by  lakes,  and  different  from  dry  land.     The  name 

itself  implies  that  it  is  land  partly  and  slightly 
covered  with  water,  but  so  deeply  covered  as  to 
be  of  no  use  while  the  water  remains  upon  it.  The 
history  of  that  portion  of  the  country  to  which 
this  name  applies  is  perfectly  well  known;  it  has 
been  known  from  the  time  that  Florida  was  first 

known;  it  has  been  traversed  by  our  army  officers 
during  the  late  war,  besides  having  been  examined 
and  reported  upon  by  our  land  officers.  We  know, 
as  well  as  the  reports  of  all  tiie  officers  in  the  world 
can  ever  make  us  know  it,  that  these  everglades 
are  land  covered  with  water;  that  they  are  a  species 
of  marsh;  that  they  have  vegetable  productions  in 
them;  that  they  have  shallow  places  and  deep 
places;  and  that  they  never  can  be  used  until  ihe 
water  is  drained  off.  I  have  understood  that  there 

lies  upon  these  everglades  a  very  rich  mould  of 
earth,  which,  being  exposed  to  the  action  of  the 
sun  and  the  weather,  will  become  very  valuable  in 
furnishing  all  the  productions  peculiar  to  that  part 
of  the  country;  but  while  the  water  remains  upon 
it,  it  is  of  no  use  whatever. 
Now,  it  is  an  axiom  that  when  any  property 

passes  from  hands  that  cannot  use  it  inio  hands 
that  can  use  it,  there  is  a  public  gain,  and  in  that 
point  of  view  I  look  upon  it,  that,  with  regard  to 
all  these  inundated  lands  now  lying  not  only  use- 

less to  the  United  States,  but  injurious  to  the  country 
in  which  they  lie,  it  would  be  a  great  public  benefit 
to  pass  them  away  from  the  United  States,  which 
can  make  no  use  of  them,  into  hands  that  can; and 
for  that  purpose  I  prefer,  infinitely  prefer,  the  action 
of  the  local  government  of  the  Stale  to  lhat  of  this 
Government,  at  this  remote  distance.  I  have  no 
idea  of  this  Federal  Government  making  money 
by  any  operation  it  engages  in.  1  do  not  think  it 
can  make  money  by  any  enterprise  it  undertakes. 
It  ought  not  to  do  it  if  it  could.  The  resources  of 
the  country  should  be  developed  by  operations  to 
be  carried  on  by  individual  enterprise.  From  these 
the  Government  will  derive  advantage  in  the  ame- 

lioration of  the  condition  of  the  people.  That  is 
the  only  way  in  which  it  ought  to  be  a  gainer. 

The  State  governments  have  a  direct  interest  in 
removing  whatever  is  pestilential  in  their  respective 
States,  and  introducing  whatever  is  useful,  and  in 
rendering  valuable,  if  possible,  whatever  is  not  so 
originally;  and,  being  upon  the  spot,  they  are 
capable  of  regulating  the  details  and  of  superin- 

tending those  who  are  engaged  in  the  work.  The 

Stale  governments  are  the  proper  parties  to  under- 
take matters  of  that  kind.  1  am,  therefore,  utterly 

opposed  to  employing  any  officers  to  make  any 
further  explorations  here,  and  particularly  opposed 
to  employing  the  Corps  of  lopogntplucal  Engi- 

neers, for  the  reason  I  have  given.  The  informa- 
tion is  to  be  obtained  through  the  Land  Office. 

We  have  already  everything  that  is  necessary  for 
us  to  know.  We  have  the  official  information 

through  the  proper  channel,  and,  besides  that,  we 
all  have  a  general  knowledge  of  the  subject  from 
our  reading  and  experience,  that  here  is  a  tract  of 
country,  consisting  of  what  are  called  everglades, 
which  is  a  harbor  for  pestilential  animals,  a  region 
that  is  wholly  useless  to  the  Federal  Government. 

I  think  we  have  all  the  information  that  we  can 
require.  We  have  sufficient,  at  all  events,  to  con- 

vince us  that  it  will  be  the  interest  of  the  Federal 
Government,  as  well  as  of  the  people  of  Florida, 
that  we  should,  as  soon  as  possible,  put  those  lands 
in  a  condition  in  which  they  may  be  useful.  It  is 
a  large  region  of  country,  running  far  down  to  the 
extremity  of  the  peninsula,  a  point  that  requires 
protection  and  defence.  The  population  of  that 
country  requires  the  means  of  communication 
through  it,  and  I  think  we  should  be  making  a 
most  beneficial  disposition  of  all  that  peninsula  if 
we  could  pass  it  off  to  the  State  government,  which 
would  bring  it  under  the  dominion  of  man,  which 
would  put  people  upon  it,  which  would  make  roads 
through  it,  and  make  it  valuable  and  more  easily 
traversable  for  military  purposes.  Upon  national 
considerations,  then,  as  well  as  upon  considera- 

tions which  apply  to  the  State,  I  think  it  import- 
ant that  we  should  pass  this  bill. 

Mr.  BREESE.  As  I  reported  this  bill,  it  may 
be  reasonably  expected  that  I  should  say  a  few 
words  in  regard  to  the  views  entertained  by  the 
committee.  And  first,  I  must  be  permitted  to  ob- 

serve, that  the-committee  bestowed  much  attention 
upon  the  subject,  and  sought  all  the  informtition 
that  they  could  gather,  in  order  that  they  might 
have  as  clear  a  knowledge  of  the  facts  as. they 
could  obtain. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  hope  the  gentleman  will  give 
way,  for  the  purpose  of  going  into  Executive  ses- sion. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  If  the  bill  will  come  up  for 
consideration  to-morrow,  I  have  no  objection  that 
it  should  be  deferred;  but  I  am  exceedingly  anx- 

ious that  it  should  encounter  no  unnecessary 

delay. 

The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  post- 
poned until  to-morrow;  and, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  BUTLER,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  Executive  business; 

and,  after  a  short  time  so  engaged,  the  doors  were 
reopened,  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Friday,  December  22,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

THE  PRIVATE  CALENDAR. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  private  calendar. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  rose  to  inquire  of  the 
Speaker  whether  it  would  not  be  in  order  to  move 
that  the  House  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  yesterday  by  the  gentleman  from 

Michigan,  [Mr.  Stuart,]  to  reconsider  the  vote 
by  which  the  House  had  adopted  the  resolution  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Gott,]  in- 

structing the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 
bia to  report,  as  soon  as  practicable,  a  bill  for  the 

abolition  of  the  slave  trade  in  the  said  District. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  that  immediately  before 
the  adjournment  of  the  House  yesterday,  he  had 
given  notice,  that  Friday  being  private-bill  day, 
that  order  of  business  would  have  the  preference. 
If  the  House  should  now  refuse  to  proceed  to  the 
consideration  of  the  private  calendar,  then  the 
business  first  in  order  would  be  the  motion  to 
reconsider. 

Mr.  COBB  said  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 

go  into  private  business,  but  would  proceed  to  the 
disposition  of  the  motion  to  reconsider. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  said  this  was  what  was 

known  as  objection  day,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  proceed  with  the  regular  order  of  business. 
The  question  on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Rockwell 

was  then  taken,  and  the  vote  stood:  Ayes  76, 
noes  49. 

Mr.  COBB  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered,  and  being  taken,  were:  Yeas  96, 

nays  63. 
So  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Whereupon  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Com- 

mittee of  the  Whole,  (Mr.  McClelland,  of  Mich- 
igan, in  the  chair,)  and  proceeded  to  the  considera- 

tion of  bills  on  the  private  calendar,  under  the 
restriction  prescribed  in  the  30th  rule,  which  is  in 
the  following  words: 

"  Op  the  first  and  fourth  Friday  of  each  month,  the  cal- 
endar of  private  bills  shall  be  called  over,  and  the  bills  to 

the  passage  of  which  no  objection  shall  then  he  made,  shall 
be  first  considered  and  disposed  of." 
The  following  bills  were  read  and  ordered  to  be 

reported  without  amendment,  viz: 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  grandchildren  of  Baron 

de  Kalb. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zachariah  Lawrence,  of 

Ohio. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 
Bernard  Todd,  deceased. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Fuller. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Campbell. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 

Captain  Samuel  Jones,  deceased. A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of 

Joseph  Savage, deceased. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A.  Barnitz,  hus- 

band of  Margaret  Barnitz,  the  only  surviving  heir 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  David  Grier,  of  the  army  of 
the  Revolution. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  William  McFarland,  deceased. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Young,  a  com- 
mander in  the  navy  of  the  United  States,  and  a 

joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  T.  Ander- 
son. 

The  following  bills  were  amended  by  striking 
out  the  item  allowing  interest,  and  ordered  to  be 

reported  to  the  House,  viz: 
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for  the  relief  of  the  grandchildren  of  Ma- 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Joshua  Eddy, 
deceased;  and 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Blake. 

The  following  bills  were  read  and  objected  to, 
viz  : 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lyon  and  Howard; — by 
Mr.  Wentworth. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Skinner  and  the 

legal  representatives  of  Isaac  Green; — by  Mr. 
Hammons 

A  bi 
for  General    Baron    De  Kalb; — this  bill   was  laid 
aside  to  be  reported  to  the  House.  .       „ 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  Antonio  Pacheco; — objected  to. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  heirs-at- 
law  of  Silas  Duncan,  late  commandant  in  the  Uni- 

ted States  navy; — by  Mr.  Hammons. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Noah  A.Phelps;—  by  Mr. 

Thomas. 

."A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  Colonel  Francis  Vigo; — by  Mr.  Peck. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mathews,  Wood,  and 

Hall; — by  Mr.  Thomas. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 

of  William  D.  Cheever; — by  Mr.  Daniel. 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Jeannete  C.  Hunting- 

ton, widow  and  sole  executrix  of  William  D. 
Cheever; — by  Mr.  Daniel. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  A.  Jones,  an  in- 
spector of  the  customs  of  the  port  of  New  York;-» 

by  Mr.  Sawyer. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Casper  B.  Cook  and 

others; — by  Mr.  Starkweather. 
A  bill  supplementary  to  the  joint  resolution  au- 

thorizing the  accounting  officers  of  the  treasury  to 
audit  and  settle  the  accounts  of  William  P.  Zant- 

zinger,  approved  the  15th  of  June,  1844; — by  Mr. 
Daniel. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Daniel  Steenrod; — by  Mr. 
Dickey. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 

of  Captain  William  Smallwood  Tillard; — by  Mr. 
Thomas. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  owners  and  crews  of 

certain  vessels  employed  in  the  cod  fishery; — by 
Mr.  Sawyer. 

Senate  bill  for  the  relief  of  Richard  S.  Coxe; — 
by  Mr.  Starkweather. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mrs.  Susan  C.  Randall; — 
by  Mr.  Thomas. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Francois  Ca- 

zeau; — by  Mr.  Dickey. 
Senate  bill  for  the  relief  of  Peter  Capella,  ad- 

ministrator of  Andrew  Capella,  deceased,  and  for 
the  relief  of  John  Capo,  and  for  the  relief  of  Elijah 
Petty  and  Hannah  Petty  his  wife,  heirs  of  John 
Beardon,  deceased; — by  Mr.  Bowlin. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Colonel  David 

Hopkins; — by  Mr.  Daniel, 
Senate  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Talbot  and 

others; — by  Mr.  Sawyer. 
Senate  bill  to  enable  and  authorize  the  account- 

ing officers  of  the  treasury  to  audit  and  settle  the 
accounts  of  certain  acting  officers  therein  men- 

tioned;— by  Mr.  Starkweather. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Ap  Catesby 

Jones; — by  Mr.  Sawyer. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  C.  Armstrong; — 

by  Mr.  Bowlin. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elisha  H.  Holmes; — by 

Mr.  Wentworth. 

A  joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  Alexander 
Hunter; — by  Mr.  Dickey. 
A  bill  to  renew  the  patent  heretofore  granted 

Hamilton  Lapham; — objected  to. 
A  bill  to  authorize  the  Commissioner  of  Patents 

to  renew  the  patent  of  Cyrus  H.  McCormick  for 
his  horizontal  plough; — by  Mr.  Rumsey. 

A  bill  for  the  payment  of  a  debt  due  to  the  heirs 
of  Antoine  Pelteir; — by  Mr.  Hammons. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Nicholas  La- 

chance  and  others; — by  Mr.  Dickinson. 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cassius  M.  Clay; — by 

Mr.  Dickey. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  Crown; — by  Mr. 
Thomas. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  George  R.  Ward',  of  the 
city  of  New  York; — by  Mr.  Hall,  of  Missouri. 

Abill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  George  W.  Milam,  deceased; — by  Mr.  Saw- 
yer. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lawrence  Daily; — by 
Mr.  Sawyer. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  widow  and  orphan 

children  of  Colonel  William  R.  McKee;— by  Mr. 
Dickey. 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Captain  Dan  Drake  Hen- 

ry;— by  Mr.  Dickey. An  act  for  the  relief  of  Mary  Mac  Rea,  widow  of 
Lieutenant  Colonel  William  Mac  Rea,  late  of  the 

United  States  army; — by  Mr.  Sidney  Lawrence. 
Mr.  HAMMONS  now  moved  that  the  commit- 

tee rise. 
Tellers  were  called  for  on  that  motion;  and  the 

vote  stood — ayes  37,  noes  52. 
There  was  no  quorum  voting. 
The  126th  rule  of  the  House  (adopted  on  the 

18th  of  December,  1847)  is  in  the  following  words: 
"  Whenever  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 

the  Union,  or  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  finds 
itself  without  a  quorum,  the  chairman  shall  cause  the  roll 
of  the  House  to  be  called,  and  thereupon  the  committee 
shnll  rise,  the  chairman  shall  report  the  names  of  the  ab- 

sentees to  the  House,  which  shad  be  entered  on  the  Jour- 

nal." 

The  Clerk  thereupon  proceeded  to  call  the  roll; 

which  having  been  done — 
The  Speaker  resumed  the  chair,  and  the  chair- 

man reported  that  the  committee  had  been  unable 

to'  proceed  with  its  deliberations,  in  consequence 
of  the  absence  of  a  quorum. 

And  the  names  of  the  absentees  were  thereupon 
ordered  to  be  entered  on  the  Journal. 

A  quorum  being  now  present,  the  chairman  re- sumed his  seat  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
Mr.  TURNER  moved  that  the  committee  rise. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  that  that  was  the  pend- 
ing question,  no  quorum  having  acted  upon  it 

when  it  was  originally  put. 

The  tellers  again  took  their  places,  and  the  vole 
being  again  counted,  stood  :  Ayes  67,  noes  54. 

So  the  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bills 
which  it  had  had  under  consideration — some  with 
amendments,  some  without. 

Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  rose  to  a  privileged 

question.  He  stated  that  his  name  was  not  re- 
corded as  having  voted  on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the 

table  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois, 
[Mr.  MgClernand,]  in  relation  to  the  disposition 
of  the  public  lands.  He  (Mr.  H.)  had  voted  in 
the  negative. 
The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  Journal  would 

be  so  amended  as  to  conform  to  the  fact. 
Mr.  MILLER  also  rose  and  stated  that  his 

■name  was  recorded  as  having  voted  in  the  affirma- 
tive on  the  same  resolution,  the  fact  being  that  he 

had  voted  in  the  negative. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  the  Journal  would  be  so 

amended  in  that  particular  also. 
Mr.  KENNON  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair 

whether  his  name  was  recorded  on  the  roll  of  the 
absentees  when  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  had 
risen  for  want  of  a  quorum? 

The  SPEAKER  said  it  was  not  in  order  now 

to  enter  upon  that  matter.  If,  when  the  Journal 
should  be  read  to-morrow  morning,  any  inaccu- 

racy should  be  found  to  exist,  it  would  then  be  in 
order  for  the  gentleman  to  state  it,  and  to  move 
that  it  be  corrected. 

colonel  Fremont's  report. 
Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  rose  and  said, 

that  there  seemed  to  be  a  difficulty  existing  in  re- 
lation to  the  order  of  the  House  of  yesterday, 

ordering  the  report  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Fre- 
mont and  the  accompanying  maps  to  be  printed 

with  the  reports  of  Lieutenant  Abert,  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Cook,  and  Captain  Johnson.  He  desired, 
therefore,  to  offer  the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  so  much  of  a  resolution  of  this  House, 
adopted  on  the  21st  instant,  as  orders  the  report  of  Lieuten- 

ant Colonel  Fremont  and  accompanying  maps  to  be  bound 
with  the  reports  of  Lieutenant  Abert,  Lieutenant  Colonel 
Cook,  and  Captain  Johnson,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby, 
rescinded  ;  and  that  twenty  thousand  extra  copies  of  said 
report  of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Fremont  (with  maps)  be 
printed  in  pamphlet  form,  similar  to  that  printed  lor  the 
Senate. 
The  SPEAKER  said  the  resolution  was  not 

now  in  order. 
And  it  was  not  received. 
The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  first  business 

in  order  would  be  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  private  calendar.  Those  private 
bills  which  had  been  passed  upon  last  Friday, 
would  be  first  in  order.  There  were  also  some 

private  bills  which  had  been  upon  the  calendar 
since  last  session,  and  the  rule  of  the  House  re- 

quired these  bills  to  be  proceeded  with  first,  in their  "order. 

lying  on 

CHRISTMAS  HOLIDAYS. 

Mr.  TURNER  moved  that  when  the  House 

adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  asked  and  ordered.' Mr.  COBB,  ofGeorgia,  suggested  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Turner,]  so  to  modify 

his  motion  as  that  the  House  should  meet  to-mor- 
row, and  that  when  it  adjourns  to-morrow,  it 

should  adjourn  to  meet  on  Wednesday. 
Mr.  TURNER  did  not  so  modify  his  motion. 
Mr.  COBB  inquired  of  the  Speaker,  whether  it 

would  be  in  order  for  him  to  move  an  amendment 

in  accordance  with  the  suggestion  he  had  made? 
The  SPEAKER  said  the  amendment  would  not 

be  in  order.  It  was  only  a  motion  that  when  the 
House  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  a  particular 
day  which  was  in  order. 

Mr.  TURNER  thereupon  withdrew  his  motion*, 
THE  PRIVATE  CALENDAR. 

And  the  House  resumed  the  consideration  of 

business;  on  the  private  calendar. 
Mr.  HAMMONS  suggested  that  as  there  had 

been  a  number  of  bills  reported  from  the  Commit- 
tee of  the  Whole  to  the  House,  without  amend- 

ment, they  should  severally  be  read  by  their  titles, 

and  passed. The  SPEAKER  said  that  that  course  could  be 

pursued  only  by  general  consent. 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  insisted  upon  the 

regular  course  of  proceedings. 
The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration 

of  the  bills  reported  this  day  from  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  when  the  amendments  to  the  two 
bills  last  mentioned  on  the  list  were  agreed  to;  and 

all  the  bills  reported  by  the  committee  were  sever- 
ally ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  being  engrossed, 

were  read  a  third  time  and  passed,  and  sent  to  the 
Senate  for  concurrence. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  following  bills  heretofore   reported   from   the 
Committee   of  the  Whole,  which  were 

the  Speaker's  table,  viz: 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  De  Buys,  late 

postmaster  of  New  Orleans; 
A  bill  to  refund  to  Charles  A.  Kellett  the  ton- 

nage duties  and  light  money  paid  on  the  Chinese 
junk  Keying; 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jeremiah  Moors; 

When  the  same  wereN severally  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  and  being  engrossed,  were  read  a  third 
time  and  passed, and  sent  to  the  Senate  for  concur- rence. 

Mr.  CONGER  from  the  Committee  on  Printing, 
to  whom  was  referred  a  communication  from  the 

Clerk  of  the  House,  of  the  11th  instant,  in  rela- 

tion to  furnishing  books'  to  the  members,  made  a 
report  thereon,  accompanied  by  the  following  res- olution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  House  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  directed  to  accept  the  above  recited  proposition  to 
furnish  the  American  State  Papers,  and  such  other  books  as 
have  been  not  yet  purchased  by  him,  at  prices  not  exceeding 
those  heretofore  paid. 

The  report  and  resolution  halving  been  read — 
Mr.  EMBR.EE  moved  to  amend  the  resolution, 

by  striking  out  all  after  the  word  "Resolved^"  and inserting  the  following: 

"That  the  original  resolution  of  the  last  Congress  [order- 

ing the  books]  be,  and  hereby  is,  rescinded." 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  had  been  in  the 

habit,  ever  since  he  had  had  a  seat  on  this  floor,  of 

voting  with  his  fellow-members  for  these  books. 
He  had  voted  them  for  himself,  and  had  received 
them  some  sessions  since.  But  when  the  individ- 

uals who  were  interested  here  in  the  sale  of  these 
books  had  come  to  himself  and  other  gentlemen  of 
the  same  Congress  of  which  he  was  first  a  mem- 

ber, and  in  which  he  had  received  the  books,  they 
had  suggested  to  him  that  the  edition  was  about 

exhausted;  that  there  were 'only  a  few  of  these 
books  remaining;  and  the  books  were  voted  by 
members  under  a  limitation  of  some  kind,  which 
it  was  expected  would  soon  put  an  end  entirely  to 
their  distribution.  The  next  Congress  had  adopted 
the  same  resolution,  with  a  similar  limitation;  and 
so  it  came  to  the  last  Congress,  when  he  had  voted 
for  them  also.  Still  these  books  were  to  be  found; 

and  upon  investigation,  he  was  perfectly  well  sat- 
isfied that  they  were  the  same  old  books.  He 

thought  there  had  been  some  three  or  four  hundred 
of  these  books  going  round  this  Congress  for  the 
last  ten  years.  Now,  he  was  willing  to  vote  for 
this  resolution,   but  he  wished  some  gentleman 
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would  have  it  modified,  so  that  the  Clerk  of  this 
House  should  take  these  books  and  send  them  to 

the  places  of  residence  of  gentlemen  who  were  to 
receive  them;  and  let  them  have  an  end  of  voting 
away,  over  and  over  again,  the  same  books.  He 
was  convinced  that  these  books  had  been  taken  by 

members,  bought  from  them  for  a  very  lew  dol- 
lars by  the  booksellers  in  the  city,  and  furnished 

by  them  again,  to  supply  the  new  orders  of  the 
House. 

M»  HUNT  begged  that  the  gentleman  would 
not  make  a  charge  of  that  kind  without  bringing 
forward  some  satisfactory  evidence  to  sustain 
it. 

Mr.  WENT  WORTH  said  he  had  given  his 
authority  and  his  evidence. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  said  he  could 
give  a  fact  bearing  upon  the  question.  He  had 
received  a  letter  at  home  from  some  of  the  book- 

sellers in  the  city,  offering  for  tikese  State  papers  a 

sum  which  was  a  good  deal  less  than  one-third  the 
sum  charged  by  them  when  furnished  by  them  to 
the  House  under  its  order. 

,  Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  hewished  new  mem- 
bers to  understand  that  he  was  not  embarrassing 

their  proposition  at  all.  He  was  not  going  to  op- 
pose it,  and  they  need  not  be  alarmed.  He  had 

got  the  books  himself,  and  he  was  ready  to  vote 
them  for  gentlemen  who  had  not  received  them; 
but  there  should  be  an  end  of  this  system  some- 

where, and  he  was  honestly  of  opinion  that  if  the 
books  now  distributed  could  be  sent  out  of  t^e  city 
and  kept  out,  future  orders  (if  the  House  should 
make  any)  could  not  be  supplied,  and  hundreds 
and  thousands  of  dollars  would  be  saved  to  the 
Government. 

Mr.  McLANE  wished  the  opportunity  to  say 
that  he  was  opposed  to  the  report  of  the  commit- 

tee and  to  the  resolution,  and  hoped  they  would 
be  laid  on  the  table.  He  thought  the  Clerk  of  the 
House,  in  the  exercise  of  his  own  sound  discre- 

tion, would  be  under  obligation  to  see  that  books 
were  not  purchased  from  former  members. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  (continuing)  said  there 
were  older  heads  in  the  matter  in  this  District  than 

any  gentleman  on  this  floor.  The  House  had 
guarded  the  resolution  every  year,  and  he  believed 
some  two  or  three  years  since  they  had  a  committee 
to  investigate  this  subject;  but  it  had  ended  in 
nothing.  The  books  were  given  to  members;  when 
they  went  away,  it  was  optional  for  them  to  take 
them  or  sell  them.  There  was  no  doubt  but  the 

books  had  been  sold;  but  when  they  voted  these 
books  to  members  of  Congress,  for  the  benefit  of 
their  districts,  their  schools,  their  libraries,  &c, 
(for  such  were  the  usual  pretexts  brought  up  to 
justify  the  vote,)  they  should  go  there — they  should 
be  taken  from  here;  and,  he  believed,  if  members 
of  Congress  should  take  the  books  home  which 
they  would  get  under  this  resolution,  there  would 
never  any  more  be  found  in  the  District. 

[Gi  eat  sensation,  and  cries  of  "Name  them."] 
He  wished  the  Clerk  to  draw  up  an  amendment 

which  he  would  offer,  providing  that  the  Clerk 
should  see  that  these  books  were  taken  to  the 

respective  residences  of  the  members  of  Congress 
receiving  them,  it  might  cost  a  little  for  transport- 

ation, but  it  would  save  the  Government  thousands 
of  dollars. 

Mr.  McLANE  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  adop- 
tion of  the  report  and  of  the  resolution.  He  did 

not  mean  to  indulge  in  speculations  as  to  the  course 

of  honorable  gentlemen  in  relation  to  this*  matter 
who  had  been  members  of  preceding  Congresses. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  at  all  that  this  Congress, 
when  they  had  adopted  the  resolution  at  the  last 
session  providing  for  these  books,  intended  in  good 
faith,  to  receive  all  the  books  which  were  at  the 
command  of  the  Clerk;  and  that  no  gentleman 
supposed  he  would  receive  the  books  which  some 
other  member  had  received  and  sold.  Now,  if  he 
understood  this  report  and  resolution,  it  was  sub- 

stantially to  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to  ob- 
tain, by  indirection,  the  books  which  had  been  fur- 

nished to  members  of  preceding  Congresses,  and 
by  them  sold,  and  which  had  found  their  way  into 
the  hands  of  booksellers  in  this  city.  This  was 
undoubtedly  the  substantial  effect  of  this  resolu- 

tion. He  was  opposed  to  it.  If  it  was  not  passed, 
he  supposed  he  should  receive,  as  a  member  of 
this  Congress,  all  the  books  ordered  by  the  reso- 

lution of  the  last  session  which  the  Clerk  could 
obtain  in  good  faith  without  reprinting,  without 
purchasing  from  former  members.     These  books, 

he  supposed,  were  now  ready  for  delivery.  And 
he  supposed  that  those  books  which  the  Clerk 
could  not  obtain  without  a  violation  of  his  duty, 
he  would  not  receive.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
either  lay  the  report  and  resolution  on  the  table, 
and  leave  the  Clerk,  on  his  own  responsibility  and 
character  as  a  public  officer,  to  execute  the  original 
resolution,  or  that  they  would  refer  this  whole 
subject  to  a  committee  of  this  House.  Now,  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  he  was  unwilling,  after  the 
statement  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  [Mr. 
Wentwortii,]  to  receive  these  additional  books, 
in  the  face  of  the  communication  of  the  Clerk  of  this 
House  that  he  could  not  obtain  them  except  by 
contract  with  the  booksellers,  and  of  the  statement 
made  by  a  member  of  this  House,  that  the  book- 

sellers got  them  from  members.  He  was  disinclined 
to  receive  them.  He  did  not  want  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois  to  designate  the  names  of  members 
who  had  sold  their  books;  he  should  not  be  called 
on  to  do  so.  It  was  enough  for  him  (Mr.  McL.) 
to  know  tha  it  was  within  the  knowledge  of  the 
gentleman  that  that  was  the  mode  and  manner  in 
which  the  booksellers  got  these  books. 

He  repeated  that  they,  as  members  of  this  House, 
knew  that  the  Clerk  was  ready  to  deliver  all  that 
could  be  obtained  in  good  faith;  and  he  submitted 
that  they  should  adopt  no  additional  resolution  to 
enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to  obtain,  by  indi- 

rection, what  no  gentleman  on  this  floor  would  ob- 
tain Ly  direction. 

He  moved  to  lay  the  report  and  resolution  on 
the  table.  He  however  withdrew  the  motion  at 

the  request  of — 
Mr.  BOTTS,  who,  remarking  that  ha  had  no 

desire  to  occupy  the  attention  of  the  House  for 
one  moment,  said  he  had  offered  this  resolution  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  to  furnish  members 
of  the  House  with  books;  and  he  simply  desired 
to  state  the  circumstances  under  which  he  had 
moved  it.  Having  been  a  member  here  several 
sessions  before,  he  had  himself  received  all  these 
books,  and  he  had  them  now  in  his  library  at 
home.  That  resolution  had  been  drawn  up  Irom 
the  Journal  of  some  preceding  session,  and  was, 

he  believed,  a  verbatim  copy  of  some  previous  res- 
olution of  this  character;  and  it  had  been  brought 

to  him  at  his  desk,  and  he  had  been  earnestly  so- 
licited, by  a  number  of  gentlemen  who  had  not 

received  these  books,  as  an  older  member  of  the 
House,  and  as  one  who  had  received  these  books, 

to  present  this  resolution.  Being  disposed  to  ex- 
tend to  gentlemen  the  same  liberality  [as  on  a 

former  occasion  had  been  extended  to  him,  he 

had  presented  the  resolution,  without  any  knowl- 
edge as  to  the  mode  by  which  these  books  had 

been  obtained;  and  he  was  rather  disposed  to  think 
that  some  of  these  gentlemen  who  had  been  so 
urgent  in  requesting  him  to  offer  the  resolution 
voted  against  it  on  the  yeas  and  nays.  [A  laugh.] 
That  was  their  look-oqt,  however. 
He  had  simply  desired  to  state  the  circumstan- 

ces under  which  he  had  offered  the  resolution  at 

the  last  session,  to  acquit  himself  from  any  parti- 
cipation in  any  such  arrangement  as  was  stated  to 

have  existed, and  to  state,  at  the  same  time,  that  the 
books  which  he  had  received,  he  had  at  home  in 
his  library. 

in  compliance  with  his  pledge  to  Mr.  McLane, 
he  concluded  by  renewing  the  motion  to  lay  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  McLANE,  at  the  earnest  request  of  Mr.  I 

Cocke,  and  on  pledge  of  its  renewal,  again  with- 
drew the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table. 

Mr.  COCKE  said,  he  thought  it  was  high  time  J 
for  the   House  of  Representatives   to  turn   their 
attention  to  this  system  of  purchasing  books  for  i 

members  of  Congress.    He  thought  that  the  great-  j 
est  frauds  and  the  most  outrageous  transactions 

had  been  carried  on  under  this  system,  of  which  ! 
the  House  had  no  conception  at  all.     He  thought 
it  was  wrong,  and  grossly  wrong,  and  the  less  the 
matter  was  stirred   by  the  House,  the  better,  he  j 

had  no  doubt,  it  would  be  for  gentlemen  on  this  ; 
floor  befoie  their  constituents.      The  people  knew 
nothing  about  this  matter,  about  what  had  been 
the  secret  working  of  this  system  heretofore.     He  | 
would  pledge  himself,  if  this  House  would  give  him 
a  committee,  to  examine  into  the  proceedings  and 

bring  to  light  the  history  of  this  system   of  pur- 
chasing books.     What  had   been  the  facts?     Did 

not  the  Clerk  of  the  House  tell  them  that  the  edi- 
tions of  these  books  had  been  exhausted  ?  that  the 

publishers  of  them  had  not  had  copies  for  years, 

and  that  [they  had  only  sold  them  to  Congress? 
How,  then,  did  the  booksellers  get  them  into  their 
possession  ?  How  could  they,  except  by  purchas- 

ing them  from  gentlemen  who  had  heretofore  been 
members  of  this  House?  What  had  been  the  his- 

tory of  the  matter  heretofore?     Why,  the  House 
of  Representatives  had  passed  resolutionsgiying   

Mr.  TURNER  here  interposed  and  begged  to 
inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  whether 
he  himself  had  got  these  books? 

Mr.  COCKE  would  respond  to  the  gentleman 
with  great  pleasure.  He  had  received  these  books, 
and  they  were  at  his  residence. 

He  wanted  the  country  to  see  the  manner  in 
which  the  system  had  worked.  How  had  it  been  ? 
Wrhy,  gentlemen  who  were  entitled  to  receive  these books  under  the  resolutions  which  had  been  passed 
from  time  to  time,  would  go  down  to  the  bookseller 
in  the  city  of  Washington,  who  had,  or  who  pro- 

fessed to  have  these  books  for  sale, (and  it  frequently 
happened  that  they  had  none  of  them,)  and  instead 
of  actually  getting  the  books,  would  receive  from 
the  bookseller  $150  or  $200,  and  execute  a  receipt 
in  satisfaction  of  his  claim  for  books  under  the  reso- 

lution of  the  House;  the  bookseller  would  present 
this  receipt  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House,  and  receive 
some  $700  or  $800,  without  a  book  being  produced 
or  received.  Why,  it  would  be  far  better  at  once 
to  give  the  member  who  desired  to  engage  in  this 
speculation  his  $150  or  $200;  and  the  Government 
would  save  the  $500  or  $600  which  the  bookseller 
put  into  his  pocket  by  it. 

He  was  opposed  to  the  whole  system;  and  if 
the  country  could  know  the  manner  in  which  it 
worked,  no  member  would  dare  go  before  his  con- stituents and  support  it. 

He  would  pledge  himself  before  this  House,  if 
the  House  would  just  institute  a  committee,  to 
expose  and  bring  this  whole  matter  to  light. 

[Some  gentlemen  suggested  that  there  had  been 
a  committee  raised  during  the  last  Congress  on this  question.] 

It  was  true  (said  Mr.  C.)  that  a  committee  was 
raised  during  the  last  Congress,  with  power  to 
send  for  persons  and  papers,  and  inquire  whether 
members  of  preceding  Congresses  had  sold  their 
books,  and  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they  were furnished  to  the  House. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  (in  his  seat.)  What 
was  the  report  of  that  committee? 

Mr.  COCKE.  They  never  reported  at  all. 
Mr.  COBB  said  he  did  not  know  whether  that 

committee  made  a  report;  but  the  result  of  their 
investigation,  he  believed,  was  to  furnish  them- selves with  books.     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  COCKE  replied,  that  the  result  of  their  in- 
vestigation was,  that  it  was  best  to  say  as  little  as 

possible — to  keep  th£  whole  thing  from  the  country. 
In  conclusion,  in  compliance  with  his  pledge,  he 
moved  to  lay  the  whole  subject  on  the  table. 
Mr.  TURNER  hoped  the  gentleman  would 

withdraw  the  motion,  as  he  wished  to  say  a  i'tw words. 

Mr.  COCKE  declined  to  do  so,  not  feeling  him- 
self at  liberty,  having  been  enabled  to  speak  him- 
self only  by  the  courtesy  of  Mr.  Botts,  and  that 

under  pledge  to  renew  the  motion. 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  demanded  the  yeas 

and  nays  on  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table;  which 
were  refused,  only  six  gentlemen  rising  to  order them. 

The  question  was  then  taken  without  a  division, 

and  the  House  refused  to  lay  the  report  and  reso- lution on  the  table. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  amendment  of 
Mr.  Embree — 
Mr  G1DDINGS  said  he  wished  to  detain  the 

House  but  a  moment.  He  had  received  these 
books  as  a  member  of  a  former  Congress;  they 
were  now  at  his  home,  and  at  the  service  of  his 
constituents;  and  he  hesitated  not  to  say,  he  would 
as  soon  sell  his  own  fair  fame  as  to  dispose  of  these 
books.  No  man  could  take  them  from  his  con- 

stituents. They  had  been  received  by  him  as  a 
trustee,  for  the  benefit  of  those  whom  he  repre- 

sented; they  were  held  by  him  as  such.  From  all 
parts  of  his  district  his  constituents  came  to  get 
information  from  them.  Now,  so  far  from  laying 
this  subject  on  the  table,  he  was  prepared  at  once 

to  vote  to  go  to  the  expense  of  printing  new  edi- 
tions, if  necessary,  of  all  these  works,  to  be  dis- 

tributed among  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
He  believed  it  was  a  far  higher  duty  to  send  out 
this  information  to  the  people  than  it  was  to  enter 
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into  the  expenditure  of  untold  millions  for  the  pur- 
pose of  destroying  people. 

Mr.  G.  said  we  could  carry  on  a  foreign  war, 
but  when  we  talked  of  sending  out  information  to 

the  people,  it  was  quite  another  thing  with  politi- cal economists  of  a  certain  school,  who  were  ready 

to  enter  into  petty  calculations  of  economy  and  re- 
trenchment. He  discarded  all  such  systems  of 

economy.  Any  expenditure  for  the  information 

of  the  public  mind — he. cared  not  in  what  form — 
he  was  prepaid  to  meet.  He  was  prepared  to  go 

to  any  amount  of  expenditure  for  the  purpose  of 

sending  out  to  the  people  that  information  which 
could  be  obtained  from  no  other  source,  for  the 
information  contained  in  these  publications  could, 
much  of  it,  be  found  nowhere  else.  He  had  these 

books  himself;  he  had  opposed  the  resolution  at  the 

time;  he  had  voted  against  it.  He  had  felt  hon- 
estly, sincerely  opposed  to  the  practice  of  voting 

bonks  to  be  distributed  among  the  members  of  Con- 
gress; butexpenence  had  taught  him  the  utility  and 

the  necessity  of  sending  out  these  publications  to 
the  country;  and  he  was  now  prepared  (as  he  had 
said  before)  to  vote  them.  He  would  not  take 
them  at  second  hand  from  former  members,  (if 

there  were  any  such  to  be  obtained,)  but  he  would 
go  to  the  expense  of  publishing  new  editions,  and 
distributing  them  to  every  member  who  had  not 

got  them.  Those  members  who-  came  from  the 
far  West  (for  there  had  never  been  a  copy  in  that 
section  of  country)  ought  to  be  supplied.  They 

ought  to  go  to  the  people,  and  be  accessible  *to 
them. 

He  concluded  by  moving  to  refer  the  whole  sub- 
ject to  a  select  committee. 

Mr.  VENABLE  said  he  had  been  somewhat 
astonished  at  the  course  of  remark  in  which  the 

gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Wentworth]  had 
indulged  in  relation  to  this  subject.  He  had 
been  somewhat  astonished  to  hear  gentlemen 
rise  and  make  declarations  and  charges  against 
the  House  which  well-bred  and  honorable  gentle- 

men would  repel  and  rebuke  in  a  becoming  man- 
ner, if  made  against  them  individually.  He  had 

heard  gentlemen  rise  on  this  floor  and  charge  mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Representatives  with  the 

low,  little,  dirty  trick  of  selling,  for  their  own 
private,  pecuniary  advantage,  books  which  had 
been  given  them  by  the  vote  of  this  House.  He 
had  heard  the  charge  made;  and  no  man  ought  to 

make  it  without  being  willing  to  name  the  indi- 
viduals who  were  guilty.  He  had  been  taught 

from  his  childhood  to  consider  the  man  who  in- 
sulted a  crowd  as  a  coward,  because  he  assailed 

them  all  equally,  and  no  one  had  the  opportunity 
to  rise  and  redress  the  insult.  He  held  that  a  man 
who  rose  and  insulted  the  American  Congress  had 
traveled  without  the  rules  of.  good  breeding,  if 
there  was  a  man  who  had  sold  his  books — who 

had  committed  this  little,  dirty  act — let  him  be 
known. 

The  gentleman  should  not  shoot  from  behind  a 
wall.  If  they  had  to  make  laws  to  prevent  pecu- 

lation and  fraud  by  the  American  Congress,  the 

American  people  should  be  informed  whose  mis- 
deeds occasioned  such  laws.  It  had  been  neces- 

sary heretofore  to  make  rules  for  the  restraint  of 
abuses  in,  the  use  of  paper  and  stationery  and  the 
franking  privilege;  but  he  supposed  the  facts  which 
made  such  rules  necessary  were  well  established. 
He  felt  the  blush  of  shame  upon  his  cheek,  that  this 
House — that  an  American  Congress  should  have 
this  slander  upon  them,  thrown  broadcast  before 
their  constituents  and  before  the  world,  that  they 
were  a  low  class  of  swindlers.  He  called  upon  gen- 

tlemen to  fix  the  charge — to  specify  the  individual 
members  who  had  been  guilty.  He  [Mr.  V.]  never 
made  a  charge  which  he  was  not  willing  to  substan- 

tiate by  specific  facts. 
He  had  voted  against  receiving  these  books, 

but  the  resolution  having  passed  the  House,  he 
meant  to  receive  them,  and  he  meant  to  stand 
before  his  constituents  upon  that  action.  He  had 
received  the  Congressional  Globe  last  fall,  a  por- 

tion of  it:  he  meant  to  receive  all  these  books,  and 
to  carry  them  home  for  the  use  of  his  constituenis. 

He  repeated,  that  the  American  Congress,  com- 
posed of  gentlemen,  (for  they  came  as  gentlemen 

to  represent  the  people  of  the  United  States,)  for 
the  protection  of  its  character  and  good  name, 
should  demand,  that  when  a  charge  was  made  in- 

volving dishonor  upon  all  those  to  whom  it  ap- 

plied, the  member  who'made  it  should  fix  it 
specifically  upon  those  who  were  guilty. 

[Several  voices:  "Give  them  the  committee."] 
He  was  willing  (he  said)  to  give  them  the  com- 

mittee, but  he  hoped  he  should  never  see  the  day 
when  he  should  stand  on  this  floor  and  charge 
members  with  swindling,  without  being  willing 
to  name  the  individuals  who  were  guilty. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  wished  to  explain,  and 

(the  floor  being  yielded)  stated  that  his  remarks 
were  based  upon  these  facts,  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  [Mr.  Venable,]  viz:  that  the  first  time 
they  had  got  these  books,  they  had  been  told  that 
there  were  only  so  many  to  be  had;  the  next  Con- 

gress had  been  told  the  same  story,  but  had  ordered 
and  received  the  books;  and  now  Congress  heard 
the  same  thing,  that  the  books  could  scarcely  be 
found,  and  yet  they  had  a  bookseller  of  this  city 
offering  to  contract  to  furnish  them. 

This  had  been  the  case  for  several  Congresses, 
and  he  wished  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
to  bear  in  mind,  if  he  was  a  member  of  the  next 

Congress,  the  prophecy  which  he  (Mr.  W.)  now 
made,  that  unless  some  such  measure  as  he  pro- 

posed were  taken  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  this 
proceeding,  in  spite  of  all  the  difficulties  they  now 
had  to  obtain  the  books,  the  same  resolution  would 
be  offered,  and  the  books  would  be  furnished  by 

the  booksellers.  Where,  he  would  ask  the  gen- 
tleman, did  the  booksellers  get  them? 

Mr.  VENABLE  continued— 
,  He  hoped  the  House  would  understand  him. 

He  objected  to  the  intimation  of  the  gentleman 
from  Illinois,  [Mr.  Wentworth,]  that  in  order  to 
preserve  the  morals  of  the  members  of  this  House, 
it  was  necessary  that  an  order  should  be  passed 

taking  these  books  out  of  their  control,  and  send- 
ing them  to  the  place  of  their  destination  by  spe- 
cial messengers,  or  by  the  public  carrier.  The 

gentleman  was  afraid  to-trust  the  books  in  the 
possession  of  those  to  whom  they  belonged,  lest 
they  should  enter  into  some  low,  dirty  contract  for 
the  disposition  of  them.  Every  suggestion  of  that 

kind  was  a  reflection  upon  the  American  Con- 
gress— it  was  a  reflection  upon  every  member 

of  the  body,  and  especialiy  upon  every  new  mem- 
ber. The  gentleman  was  so  much  afraid  to  trust 

the  new  members  of  this-House,  that  he  proposed 
to  take  the  guardianship  of  their  property  upon 
himself,  or  to  make  the  Clerk  of  this  House  the 

special  guardian  of  it.  If  there  were  any  mem- 
bers of  this  House  who  had  acted  wrongly  in  re- 

gard to  this  matter,  it  was  to  their  shame.  He 
trusted  there  were  none  such  here  now.  He  could 

not  sit  here,  and  hear  the  honor  and  the  integrity 
of  the  American  Congress  assailed  by  a  proposi- 

tion which  was  designed  to  keep  them  from  cheat- 
ing the  public. 

He  would  vote  for  the  resolution  of  the  commit- 

tee. He  would  vote  for  the  books — they  were  valu- 
able. He  had  already  received  a  portion  of  them, 

and  he  had  taken  them  home,  where  his  constituents 

might  have  the  benefit  of  them.  There  was  no 
necessity  to  reprint  them.  If  members  had  sold 
them,  and  booksellers  had  bought  them,  that  was 
a  question  of  morality  between  the  member  and 
the  bookseller.  The  books  were  none  the  less 

valuable  for  having  passed  through  other  hands. 
Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  rose  to  explain. 
Mr.  VENABLE  having  yielded  the  floor- 
Mr.  EVANS  was  understood  to  say,  that  the 

gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Wentworth]  had 
stated  that  quite  a  limited  number  of  copies  of 
these  books  were  printed  at  first.  He  (Mr.  E.) 
was  informed  that  there  had  been  as  many  as  sever, 
hundred  and  fifty  copies  printed.  There  certainly 
had  not  been  seven  hundred  and  fifty  members. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH.     How  many  yesxrs  is 
it  since  we  first  had  these  books? 

Mr.  VENABLE  claimed  the  floor. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  asked  Mr.  V. 
to  yield  for  one  moment. 

Mr.  VENABLE  having  done  so — 
Mr.  BROWN  said  he  desired  to  state  the  facts 

of  the  case.      There  had  always  been  an  indis- 
position to  circulate  these  books;  but  it  was  said 

that  they  were  printed  on  the  faith  of  Congress, 

and  that  it  was  due   to    the   printers    that  Con- 
gress should   pay  for  them,  and  distribute  them. 

This  was  the  ground  upon  which  the  books  were 
distributed  at  first.   All  the  old  members  knew  that. 

Mr.  VENABLE  resumed   the  floor,  and  pro- 
ceeded. He  repeated  that  these  books  were  of  value, 

and  he  was  glad  that  he  had  them  in  his  office. 
I  He  did  not  think  the  money  misspent.     He  be- 

lieved that  they  contained  political  and  historical 
information  of  great  value  to  the  country,  and 
that,  fur  the  records  of  facts  which  they  contained, 
they  would  continue  to  be  valuable.  But,  in  the 
name  of  every  member  who  had  not  received  the 
books,  in  the  name  of  the  American  Congress, 
and  for  the  honor  of  the  American  people,  he  en* 
tered  his  solemn  protest  against  any  member  ma- 

king a  direct  charge  of  immorality,  without  dis- 
tinctly naming  before  the  House  the  individuals 

who  had  committed  it.  • 

He  concluded  by  demanding  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER  directed  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  fact,  that  an  amendment  had  been 

offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Em- 
bree,]  providing  that  the  order  of  the  House  in relation  to  the  distribution  of  these  books  should 
be  rescinded. 

There  was  some  parliamentary  authority,  the 
Speaker  was  understood  to  say,  for  deciding  that 
the  order  might  be  rescinded.  But  in  the  present 

case  the  order  had,  as  far  as  possible,  been  execu- 
ted. So  far  as  it  had  been  executed,  it  was  not 

the  subject  of  reconsideration.  The  Speaker  ruled 
the  amendment  out  of  order. 

Mr.  EMBREE  submitted  that  the  question  on 
his  amendment  should  be  taken,  so  far  as  it  could 

operate  in  this  case.' 
The  SPEAKER  expressed  doubts  on  the  point 

of  order 

Mi>EMBREE -insisted  on  his  amendment. 
The  SPEAKER  requested  the  gentleman  to  re- 

duce it  to  writing;  which  was  accordingly  done. 
And  the  Speaker  admitted  it. 

A   motion   was  made  that  the  House  adjourn; 
which  motion  was  rejected. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  modified 
amendment  of  Mr.  Embree,  which  was  to  strike 
out  from  the  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Print- 

ing all  after  the  word  "Resolved,"  and  insert  a 
provision  that  so  much  of  the  order  contained  -in 
the  original  resolution  as  had  not  been  executed, 
should  be  rescinded. 

Mr.  BOTTS  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Chair  what 
the  effect  of  this  amendment  would  be?  It  was 
known  to  the  House  that  some  of  the  books  had 

already  been  received  by  the  members. 
The  SPEAKER  interposed  with  the  remark, 

that  the  previous  question  having  been  called  for, 
it  was  not  in  order  t6  debate. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  demand  for 
the  previous  question;  and  there  was  a  second. 

And  the  main  question  (being  first  on  the  modi- 
fied amendment  of  Mr.  Embree,  and  then  on  the 

resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Printing)  was 
ordered  to  be  now  taken. 

Mr.  EMBREE  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 
his  amendment. 

But  on  seconding  the  demand  therefor,  only  four 
members  rose. 

So  the  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 
The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the 

negative. So  the  amendment  as  modified  was  rejected. 
And  then  the  original  resolution  was  adopted. 
Mr.  STRONG  moved  a  reconsideration  of  the 

vote;  which  was  laid  upon  the  table. 
A  motion  was  made  that  the  House  adjourn;  but 

was  withdrawn  at  the  request  of — 
The  SPEAKER,  who,  by  general  consent,  laid 

before  the  House  the  following  communications: 
I.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  trans- 

mitting, in  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  18th  instant,  a  copy  of  "Order  No. 
172,  issued  at  the  mouth  of  the  Rio  Grande,  in 
Texas,  on  the  7th  July,  1848,  by  command  of 

Major  General  John  E.  Wool." II.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State,  trans- 
mitting, agreeably  to  the  act  of  March  2,  1799,  an 

abstract  of  the  returns  made  to  the  Department  of 
State  by  the  collectors  of  customs,  pursuant  to  the 
act  of  May  28th,  1796,  for  the  relief  and  protection 

of  American  seamen;  showing  the  number  of  sea- 
men registered  in  the  several  ports  of  entry  of  the 

United  States  during  the  year  ending  30th  Sep- tember, 1848. 

Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
III.  A  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 

transmitting,  in  compliance  with  a  resolution  of 
December  14,  a  statement  showing  the  amount 
of  coal  imported  under  the  several  tariffs  of  184G 
and  1842,  and  the  amount  of  revenue  derived therefrom. 
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Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

IV.  A  letter  from  the  Postmaster  General,  trans- 

mitting, in  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  21st  instant,  a  report  from  the  First 
Assistant  Postmaster  General  in  regard  to  a  system 
of  reduced  postages,  &c. 

Laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
And  then  the  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,  ETC. 
The  following  petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 

under  the  rule,  and  referred  : 
By  Mr.  STEPHENS:  The  memorial  of  Dr.  D.  V.  Quenau- 

don,  asking  a  grant  of  land  lo  a  regiment. of  volunteers  to 
go  to  Oregon,  on  certain  conditions,  &.C.:  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

By  Mr.  CUMAUMS:  The  petition  of  Ephraim  Harrison 
and  112  others,  citizens  of  Coshocton  county,  Ohio,  praying 
for  the  establishment  of  a  post  route  from  Humphrey's  Viila, 
in  Holmes  county,  via  Van  Buret),  to  Warsaw,  in  Coshoc- 

ton couutv,  Ohio. 

By  Mr.  "GRIN  NELL:  The  petition  of  S.  C.  Dillingham and  thirty-eight  other  citizens  of  Falmouth,  Massachusetts, 
asking  the  reduction  o'fpostage  on  letters  to  the  unifogu  rate 
of  three  cents.  Also,  the  petition  ol.E.  Swift  and  twenty- 
five  other  citizens  of  Falmouth,  and  forty-lout  citizens  of 
Nantucket,  asking  an  appropriation  lor  the  preservation  of 
Great  Woods  Pole  Halbor,  in  Massachusetts. 

By  Mr.  NICOLL :  Tne  memorial  of  Andrew  J.  Clifton, 
praying  compensation  for  the  salvage  of  public  property 
wrecked  at  Tampico,  Mexico:  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Claims. 

By  Mr.  TALLMADGE  :  The  memorial  of  George  Wilks, 
of  the  city  of  New  York,  for  the  construction  of  a  national 
railroad,  commencing  at  a  point  on  the  Missouri,  and  ex- 

tending to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 
By  Mr.  BOWLIN  :  The  petition  of  Solomon  Davis  and 

siity  other  citizens  of  Oregon  county,  Missouri,  praying  a 
change  of  entry  of  a  small  tract  of  laud  which  by  mistake 
was  located  upon  hills  entirely  unfit  for  cultivation,  or  any 
other  purpose,  instead  of  his  home,  which  he  designed  to 
enter:  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

By  Mr.  N.  K.  HALL  :  The  petition  of  sundry  inhabitants 
of  the  county  of  Eric,  praying  for  a  new  mail  route  from 
Evans  to  Brant,  in  said  county,  with  statements  of  the  post- 

masters at  Evans,  Collins,  Brant,  and  Irving,  in  favor  of  the 
same.  j   

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 
Saturday,  December  23,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read. 
Mr.  KENNON  rose  to  a  privileged  question, 

and  stated  that  his  name  was  recorded  on  the 

Journal  in  the  list  of  absentees  reported  yesterday 
from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  the  House. 

He  was  present,  (he  said,)  and  answered  to  his 
name,  but  he  presumed  the  Clerk  did  not  hear 
him.  He  moved  that  the  Journal  be  amended  to 

state  the  fact  that  he  was  present. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 

the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 

Whole  on  the  private  calendar;  but  waived  the 
motion  for  a  moment  at  the  request  of — 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Georgia,  who  moved  that  when 

the  House  adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Wednes- 
day next. 

Mr.  GREELEY  moved  to  amend  the  motion  by 

striking  out  "  Wednesday  "  and  inserting  "Tues- 

day;'' and  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the amendment. 

The  House  refused  to  order  the  yeas  and  nays, 
and  the  question  being  taken,  the  amendment  was 
rejected. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  resolution — 
Mr.  GREELEY  asked  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 

were  not  ordered. 

The  resolution  was  then  adopted. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  renewed  his  motion;  but 
again  waived  it  at  the  suggestion  of — 

The  SPEAKER,  that  there  was  lying  on  the 

Speaker's  table  the  joint  resolution  for  the  relief 
of  SamuelT.  Anderson,  which  had  been  engrossed, 
and  that  it  now  be  put  on  its  passage. 

The  joint  resolution  having  been  taken  up  for 
consideration,  the  reading  of  the  report  was  called 
for;  and  some  delay  arising  in  finding  the  paper,  the 
resolution  was  passed  over  informally. 
The  SPEAKER  propounded  the  question  on 

Mr.  Rockwell's  motion. 
Mr.  PETT1T  moved  that  the  House  adjourn. 
On  this  question  the  yeas  and  nays  having  been 

asked  and  not  ordered,  the  vote  was  taken,  and 
stood — ayes  50,  noes  C2 — no  quorum  voting. 

The  question  was  again  taken  by-tellers,  and  the 
vote  stood; — ayes  57,  noes  66 — a  quorum. 

So  the  House  refused  to  adjourn. 

The  question  recurring  on  Mr.  Rockwell's 
motion,  was  taken  by  tellers,  and  the  vote  stood — 

ayes  71,  noes  26 — no  quorum  voting. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  moved  a  call  of  the 
House,  and  on  that  motion  demanded  the  yeas  and 
nays. 
Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  moved 

that  the  House  adjourn. 

Mr.  PETTIT  rose  simultaneously  to  make  the 
same  motion. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  asked  and  ordered,  the 
question  was  taken,  and  the  vote  stood — yeas  68, 
nays  101. 

So  the  House  again  refused  to  adjourn. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  (a  quorum  having  voted) 

withdrew  his  motion  for  a  call  of  the*  House. 

And  the  question  recurred  on  Mr.  Rockwell's motion. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  moved  that  the  House 
resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  motion  to  go 

into  Commitiee  of  the  Whole  on  the  private  cal- 
endar was  still  pending,  and  had  the  preference. 

If  that  motion  was  rejected,  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Illinois  would  be  in  order. 

THE  PRIVATE  CALENDAR. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Rock- 
well's motion,  and  was  decided  in  the  affirma- tive. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a 
Commitiee  of  the  Whole  House,  (Mr.  Boyd,  of 
Kentucky,  in  the  chair,)  for  the  consideration  of 
bills  on  the  private  calendar. 

The  CHAIRMAN  announced  that  the  first  bill 

in  order  was  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Lyon  and 
.Howard. 

At  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of 
Conner.tieut,  who  stated  that  it  was  the  desire  of 
gentlemen  who  were  interested  in  this  bill  upon 

both  sides,  it  was  informally  passed  over  by  gen- 
eral consent. 

The  bili  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Skinner  and 

the  legal  representatives  of  Isaac  Green  next  came up. 

[It  provides  for  the  payment  from  the  treasury 

to  the  parties  named  of  £.8,313  34,  "being  the 
amount  received  by  the  United  States,  on  a  judg- 

ment, recovered  by  them  against  the  said  John  P-. 
Skinner  and  Isaac  Green,  in  his  lifetime,  as  sure- 

ties of  Thomas  Emmerson." 
The  reading  of  the  report  was  called  for;  and  it 

having  been  read — 
The  bill  was  laid  aside  to  be  reported  to  the 

House. 
Mr.  DICKINSON  inquired  if  the  rule  did  not 

require  the  committee  to  commence  at  that  point 
on  the  calendar  where  they  had  left  off  at  their  last 
session? 
The  CHAIRMAN  replied,  he  believed  it  had 

not  been  the  practice,  excepton  objection  days. 

The  next  bill  was  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  rep- 
resentatives of  Antonio  Pacheco. 

[This  bill  was  reported  February  9,  1848,  by 
Mr.  Burt,  from  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs, 
and  provides  for  the  payment  to  the  parties  named  of 

$1,0(J0,  "this  sum  being  the  value  of  a  slave  trans- 
ported with  the  Seminole  Indians  to  the  West,  by 

order  of  General  Jesup." 
Two  reports  accompany  the  bill:  the  majority 

report  by  Mr.  Burt,  and  the  minority  report  by 
Mr.  Dickey,  signed  also  by  Messrs.  Wilson, 

Fisher,  and  Marvin.  The  majority  and  the  mi- 
nority agree  in  the  statement  of  the  facts  in  the 

case,  which  are  thus  set  forth  by  Mr.  Burt,  in 
behalf  of  the  majority  of  the  commiitee: 

"  It  is  thus  proved  that  Pacheco  was  the  owner  of  a  negro 
slave  named  Lewis,  who  was  hired  by  an  officer  of  the  army, 
duly  authorized  from  his  owner,  as  an  interpreter  and  guide 
to  trie  ill-fated  command  of  Major  Dade;  that  he  was  one  of 
the  few  survivors  of  the  disastrous  defeat  of  thai  command, 
and  remained,  either  voluntarily  or  as  a  captive,  among  the 
hostile  Indians,  until  the  spring  of  1837,  when  he  accompa- 

nied Jumper,  a  Seminole  chief,  to  one  of  the  military  posts 
in  Florida ;  that  he  was  then  claimed  by  his  owner ;  and  the 
military  commander  in  whose  control  be  was  refused  to  de- 

liver him  to  his  owner,  and  ordered  that  he  he.  sent  with  the 
Indians  to  the  West,  because  he  deemed  his  transportation 
proper,  inasmuch  as  he  was  considered  capable  of  exercising 
an  injurious  influence  over  the  Indians;  and  that,  in  pursu- 

ance of  this  order,  he  was  transported  to  the  West,  and  his 
owner  thereby  deprived  of  his  value." 

The  constitutional  and  other  questions  involved 
are  elaborately  argued  by  both  the  majority  and 
the  minority  of  the  committee:  the  former  report 
the  bill,  the  latter  "  that  the  petitioner  is  not  enti- 

tled to  relief."] 
Mr.  DICKEY  desired  the  Clerk  to  read  so 

much  of  the  report  as  presented  the  facts  of  the 

case.     There  was  a  very  elaborate  report  made 
by  the  majority  of  the  committee  for  payment  for 
the  slave.     The  minority  in  their  report  resisted 
the    payment   for   the  slave    upon    constitutional 
grounds.     The  constitutional  question    was  elab- 

orately argued  both  by  the  minority  and  the  ma- 
jority.    But  apart  from   the  constitutional  objec- 

tions, the  minority  contended  that  there  was  noth- 
ing in   this  case  which  would  constitute  a  good 

claim  for  the  payment  for  this  man  Lewis,  even  if 
he  were  property;  and  they  contended  further,  that 
slaves  had  never  been  recognized  as  property,  and 
never  paid  for  as  such  by  Congress,  except  in  one 
solitary  case;  which  occurred   at  the  first  session 
of  the  twenty-eighth  Congress.     In  that  instance, 
the  bill  was  allowed  to  pass  on  an  objection  day, 
by  oversight.     He  himself  was  a  member  of  the 
House  at  that   time,  and   being    aware    that  the 
late  distinguished  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
{Mr.  Adams,]  and  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr. 
Giddings,]  were  watching   it,  he    had   not    paid 
particular  attention  to  it.    It  passed  in  the  absence 
of   the   gentleman  from    Massachusetts,  and   for 
some  reason  or  other  it  escaped  the  notice  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio,  and  it  was  the  only  instance 
on  our  legislative  records  where  a  slave  liad  been 

paid  for  as  property.    Upon  investigation,  it  would 
be  found  that  cases  much  stronger  than  the  present 
one  had  been  presented  and  rejected.    One  of  these 
arose  upon  application  made  by  a  person  of  the 
name  of  Larche,   for  payment  for  a   negro  man 
who  was  killed  at  the  battle  of  New  Orleans.    The 
slave,  together  with  a  horse  and  cart,  the  property 
of  Larche,  were  impressed  into  the  public  service 
by  order  of  the  commanding  officer.     During  the 
battle  the  negro  and  horse  were  killed,  and   the 
cart  destroyed,  by  the  cannon  shot  of  the  enemy. 
The  Committee  on   Claims  reported  in   favor  of 
paying  for  the  horse  and   cart  as  property,  but 
against  paying  for  the   man,   because    he  was  a 
person.    This  was  one  of  the  strongest  cases  that 
could  be  presented  to  the  consideration  of  Congress. 
The  owner  had  not  hired  the  slave  to  Government, 
but  the  slave  had  been  impressed,  against  the  will 
of  his  master.     If  any  case  could  be  attended  with 
circumstances  which  demanded  pay  from  the  Gov- 

ernment for  the  loss  of  a  slave,  this  was  surely  such 
a  case.     Yet  the  committee,  composed  of  men  from 
the  southern  States  as  well  as  from   the   northern 

States,  appeared  to  have  come  to  the  unanimous 
conclusion  that  to  allow  this  claim  would  be  an 

overturning  of  the  established  usages  of  the  Gov 
ernment.     That  committee  said,  that  upon  exami- 

nation   made  at  the  Treasury  Department,  they 
had  learned  that  no  instance   could   be  found  of 
slaves   killed    during   the    revolutionary   war,   or 
during  the  war  of  1812,  being  paid  for,  although 
claims  had   been  presented  in  various  instances. 
If  gentlemen  would  examine  into  our  past  history, 
they  would  find  that  it  had   been  an   established 
principle  of  the  legislation  of  Congress  never  to 
pay  for  slaves  as  property. 

He  referred  to  another  case,  in  which  this  sub- 
ject had  undergone  a  very  deliberate  consideration 

by  Congress  in  the  year  1828:  it  was  a  claim  pre- 
sented by  a  Mr.  De  Autrieve,  for  payment  for  a 

negro  man  who  was  pressed  into  the  public  service 
in  1812,  at  New  Orleans.  In  this  case,  the  slave 
was  not  killed,  but  was  wounded.  Time  was  lost 
in  healing  those  wounds,  and  a  medical  bill  was 
incurred.  The  committee  who  had  charge  of 
this  case  reported  against  paying  for  these  items; 
and  a  gentleman  who  was  then  a  distinguished 
member  of  this  House  from  Louisiana,  [Mr.  Liv- 

ingston,] moved  to  amend  the  bill,  by  providing 

for  payment  for  the  time  lost  and  the  services  ren- 
dered by  the  slave.  The  question  underwent  dis- 

cussion in  this  House  for  three  weeks;  and  gen- 
tlemen who  would  refer  to  that  debate,  would  find 

from  its  tenor,  as  well  as  from  the  ultimate  result, 
that  Congress  did  not  contemplate  payment  for  the 
time  and  services  of  this  person  as  property;  and 
this  had  been  the  uniform  legislation  of  Congress. 

Within  a  few  years  past,  he  knew  that  efforts 
had  been  made  to  establish  a  different  principle — 
the  principle  of  paying  for  slaves  as  property.  It 
was  that  which  the  minority  of  the  committee 
resisted,  and  which  they  resisted  on  constitutional 

grounds.  He  would  not  now  enter  into  the  con- 
stitutional argument;  but  he  contended,  that  in 

this  particular  case,  (independently  of  the  consti- 
tional  objections,)  Congress  were  not  bound,  by 

•any  principles  of  law  or,  of  equity,  to  sustain  the claim. 
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He  must  ask  the  Clerk  to  read  to  the  House  the 

statement  of  facts  as  presented  by  the  majority  of 
the  committee,  and  which  he  beJieved  were  cor- 

rectly stated. 
The  Clerk  commenced  the  reading,  when — 
Mr.  WHITE  interposed,  and  asked  the  gentle- 

man from  Pennsylvania  if  it  was  necessary  to  have 
the  report  read  ?     It  was  very  long. 

Mr.  DICKEY  said  he  should  like  to  have  the 

facts  presented  to  the  consideration  of  the  House. 
This  case  involved  a  very  important  principle, 
which  must  be  presented  to  the  consideration  of 

Congress. 

The  Clerk  then  continued  and  conclude'd  the 
reading  of  that  portion  of  the  report  (given  above) 
which  sets  forth  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  DICKEY  continued.  The  House  would 

perceive  (he  said)  from  the  statement  of  the  facts, 
that  this  negro  was  hired  as  an  interpreter  or  guide 

in  Dade's  command;  that  he  was  captured  by  the 
Seminole  Indians,  or  escaped  to  them;  that  he  was 
subsequently  recaptured,  or  came  in  with  Chief 
Jumper  at  the  capitulation  with  General  Jesup  in 
1837;  that  his  former  owner  claimed  him  as  his 

property;  that  the  officers  refused  to  deliver  him 
up,  because  he  was  a  captive  taken  in  the  war  fight- 

ing against  our  country.  Application  was  made 
to  the  court  of  Louisiana  by  the  owners  of  slaves 
for  the  delivery  of  slaves  who  had  come  in  under  the 
capitulation  with  General  Jesup.  General  Gaines 
defended  them  against  the  claims  of  their  masters, 
on  the  principle  that  they  were  prisoners  of  war, 
who  had  been  captured  bearing  arms  against  our 
country;  and  the  court  of  Louisiana  sustained 
General  Gaines's  view,  and  refused  to  deliver  them 
over;  and  they  went  to  the  western  country,  and 
were  now  there. 

Mr.  BURT  wished  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania to  do  him  the  favor  to  mention  the  case 

in  which  that  decision  was  made. 

Mr.  DICKEY  replied,  that  he  could  not  at  the 
moment  give  the  honorable  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  the  title  of  the  case;  but  he  would  refer 

him  to  document  No.  225,  third  session  twenty- 
fifth  Congress,  in  which  he  would  find  set  forth 
all  the  facts  he  was  now  stating  to  the  House;  and 
it  might  be  when  he  (Mr.  D.)  came  to  reexamine 
that  document  No.   225,  he  might  find  that  the 
man  Lewis  was  one  of  some  sixty  slaves  captured 
by  the  Creek   Indians,  and  claimed   by  them  as 

their  property  under  the  General  Orders  of  Gen- 
eral  Jesup.      Our   Government  finding   itself  in 

difficulty,  growing  out  of  that  order  of  General 
Jesup,  instead  of  paying  some  $6,000  or  $7,000 
for  the  negroes  thus  captured,  concluded  to  deliver 
them  over  to  the  Creek  chiefs,  and  they  sold  the 
right  and  title  to  them  to  a  Mr.  Watson,  whom 
the  gentleman   from  Georgia  [Mr.  Cobb]   knew. 

He    was   not'  certain  but  that  this  man  (J_.ewis) 
would  be  found  among  this  number. 
Mr.GlDDlNGS  (from  his  seat)  said  he  would  not. 
Mr.  DICKEY.     The  gentleman  from  Ohio  said 

he  would  not.     But  he  would  refer  his  friend  from 
South  Carolina  to   document  No.  225,  where  he 
would  find  that  the  courts  of  Louisiana  held  that 

these  persons  could  not  be  turned  over  to  the  in- 
dividuals claiming  them  as  slaves,  because  they 

were  warriors,  and  must  go  to  the  western  country; 
and  they  had  gone  there.     Our  officers  could  not 
deliver  them  up,  and  they  very  properly  refused, 
and  we  were  not  answerable  for  this  man  being 
taken,  on  the  ground  that  he  was  taken  for  the 
public  use.     We  had  not  got  this  property  in  our 
possession;  we  were  not  using  him.     He  was  now 
in  the  West,  enjoying  all  the  rights  of  a  freeman 
among  the  Indians.     It  was  not  such  a  taking  of 

private  property  for  the  public  use  as  was  contem- 
plated by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  be- 
cause, they  contended,  by  the  Constitution  of  the 

United  States   there  could  be  no  property  in  man. 
No  such  principle  was  recognized  in  that  Consti- 

tution.    The  Constitution  treated  slaves  as  per- 
sons subject  to  be  hired  into  your  service,  as  his 

son  or  your  son  might  be  hired;  and  if  they  were 
lost  or  killed  in  the   public  service,  as  his  son  or 
your  son  might  be  lost  or  killed,  those  who  claimed 
to   be  their  owners  were  no   more  entitled  to  be 
paid  for  them  than  he  would  be  for  his  son.     The 
principle  was  the  same.    They  were  recognized  as 
persons  by  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States; 
they  were    recognized  as   property  by  the  local, 
municipal  laws  of  the  State.     There  was  no  part 
of  the  Constitution   of  the  United   States  which 

recognized  any  claim  to  them  but^that  which  en- 

abled those  to  whom  their  labor  was  due,  to  re- 
claim them  when  escaping  from  that  service  into  a 

free  Slate;  and  there  was  nothing,  so  far  as  he  knew, 
to  hinder  the  owner  of  the  man  Lewis  from  going 
to  the  Indian  territory  and  reclaiming  him.  He  was 
there;  his  owner  could  get  him.  This  Government 
interposed  no  opposition  to  his  doing  so.  The 
representatives  of  Pacheco  had  no  right  to  claim 
of  this  officer  the  delivery  of  this  man. 

If  they  had  the  right,  there  were  the  judicial  tri- 
bunals to  which  they  might  have  resorted  to  enforce 

their  claims:  #why  did  not  they  resort  to  them? 

Because  he  supposed  they  were  aware  of  the  de- 
cision of  the  courts  of  Louisiana,  where  General 

Gaines  had  defended  the  rights  of  these  persons, 
and  had  been  sustained  by  the  court. 

As  he  had  before  said,  he  was  not  going  to  enter 
into  the  constitutional  argument  at  this  time.  It  was 
elaborated  in  the  majority  and  minority  reports; 
and  he  only  begged  of  gentlemen  on  all  sides  of 
the  House  to  examine  'into  these  reports,  to  go 
back  and  refer  to  the  past  legislation  of  Congress — 
legislation  sanctioned  by  some  southern  men;  for 
in  the  case  of  Larche,  a  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
Mr.  McCoy,  a  former  distinguished  member  of 
this  House,  acquiesced  with  the  Northern  men  in 
settling  that  principle;  and  it  had  never  been  broken 
down  since  the  organization -of  the  Government. 
He  hoped  Congress  were  not  now  about  to  break 
it  down  for  the  first  time.  The  question  of  prop- 

erty Irad  been  fully  argued  by  the  Congress  of  1828, 
for  three  weeks  together;  and  yet  we  found  that 
the  proposition  of  Mr.  Livingston  to  pay  for  the 
medical  attendance  and  the  loss  of  time  which  the 

slave  owner  suffered  from  the  maiming  of  his  ser- 
vant, was  laid  on  the  table.  « 

In  every  sentiment  which  he  had  uttered  or 
might  utter,  he  wished  to  be  understood  as  having 
no  desire  to  wound  the  feelings  of  gentlemen 

from  the  South,  or  to  injuriously  affect  their  in- 
terests; but  he  would  call  them  to  a  sense  of  the 

duty  which  they  owed  to  this  Confederacy  of 
ours — that  when  a  principle  was  so  well  established 
as  this  had  been  for  sixty  years  past,  they  would 
not  now,  when  other  questions  of  magnitude  and 
importance  were  pending,  urge  upon  them  of  the 
North  to  appropriate  from  the  treasury  of  our 
common  country  for  the  payment  of  slaves  as 

property,  when  it  never  had  been  done  in  the  his- 
tory of  our  Government,  except  in  the  case  re- 

ferred to,  which  claim  was  accidentally  passed. 
Why  should  Southern  gentlemen  now  ask  them 
to  abandon  this  principle,  which  had  been  settled 
in  part  by  themselves  ?  for  when  we  came  to  refer 
to  the  history  of  this  question,  we  found  Southern 
men  joining  with  Northern  men  in  this  expression 
of  opinion,  in  this  establishment  of  principle. 
There  had  been  nothing  of  sectional,  partisan  feel- 

ing in  the  establishment  of  this  principle;  and 
nothing  of  such  feeling  ought  now  to  be  enterr 
tained,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to  undo  thatlong 
and  well-settled  principle. 

If  gentlemen  from  the  South  would  forbear — as 
the  men  of  the  South  seemed  to  think  they  ought 
to,  in  the  debate  of  1828,  when  they  conceded  the 
principle  that  these  persons  could  not  be  paid  for 
as  property,  even  when  impressed  into  the  public 
service,  and  lost  or  killed — if  they  would  forbear 
to  urge  upon  the  men  of  the  North  this  question 
of  paying  for  slaves  as  property,  and  if  they  would 
go  one  or  two  steps  further,  (where  they  ought  to 
go,  and  in  doing  which,  their  jurisdiction  over  their 
own  slaves  would  not  be  affected,)  and  would 

abolish  the'traffic  here  in  this  District,  there  would 

no  longer  be  furnished"  causes  for  agitating  the 
peace  and  harmony  of  this  Union — whether  by 
fanatics  of  the  South,  or  by  fanatics  of  the  North; 

if  they  would  concur  in  the  support  of  the  prop- 
osition which  had  been  submitted  to  this  House, 

and  which,  he  was  proud  to  say,  had  met  the  sanc- 
tion of  a  majority  of  the  American  House  of  Rep- 

resentatives—to abolish  the  slave  traffic  in  this 
District;  if  they  would  provide  for  its  abolition, 
and  would  cease  to  press  claims  upon  Congress 

for  payment  for  slaves  as  property,  which  ques- 
tion had  long  agitated  the  country, — the  bonds  of 

the  Union  would  be  cemented,  and  we  would 
continue  a  united  and  prosperous  people  for  all 
future  time. 

Mr.  BURT  interposed,  and  rose  to  a  question of  order. 

Mr.  DICKEY  disclaimed  any  intention  of  being 
out  of  order,  and  said  he  had  concluded  what  he had  to  say. 

Mr.  BURT  said  the  gentleman  seemed  con- 
scious that  he  had  voluntarily  violated  the  rule  of 

order.  He  did  not  rise  to  make  any  objections 
to  the  allowing  of  a  latitude  in  this  debate;  but  he 
did  rise  to. know,  in  advance,  whether  it  was  the 
intention  of  the  committee  that  these  subjects  were 
to  be  debated  at  this  latitude  upon  this  bill.  If  such 
was  the  desire  of  the  committee,  he  was  ready  to 
take  his  chances  in  a  discussion  which  they  all 
knew  was  out  of  order.  He  did  not  shrink  from  it, 
buthe  wished  to  know  whatcourse  the  Chair  would 

pursue  in  reference  to  this  latitude  of  debate? 
The  CHAIRMAN  was  understood  to  reply 

that  it  was  difficult  for  him  to  prescribe  particular 
limits  within  which  gentlemen  must,  confine  their 
remarks;  but  he  would  decide, questions  of  order 
as  they  arose. 

Mr.  STANTON  said  he  did  not  know  but  he 

would  make  a  speech  at  this  time  upon  this  or 

some  other  subject,  were  it  not  for  the-fact  that  he 
understood  most  of  the  reporters  were  absent  from 
the  city,  which  would  be  a  very  great  misfortune 
to  him  if  he  were  to  address  the  committee,  as  he 
should  be  anxious  to  have  what  he  might  say 

reported  and  published.  He  did  not  know  that 
other  gentlemen  felt  so,  but  he  had  thought  that 

he  would  give  this  information  to  those  who- were 
disposed  to  make  speeches.  Under  these  circum- 

stances, he  was  not  inclined  to  address  the  com- 
mittee, but  would  move  that  they  rise. 

The  motion  being  agreed  to — 
The  committee  rose  and  reported  progress  upon 

the  bill  under  their  consideration,  together  with  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Skinner  and  the  legal 

representatives  of  Isaac  Green. The  latter  bill  was  considered,  ordered  to  be 
engrossed,  read  a  third  time,  passed,  and  sent  to 
the  Senate  for  concurrence. 

Mr.  MEADE  stated  that  he  had  offered  a  reso- 
lution a  few  days  since,  which  was  adopted,  call- 

ing for  certain  correspondence.  He  had  found 
that  he  had  given  it  an  improper  direction,  and 
that  the  call  should  have  been  made  on  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States;  and  he  asked  the  general 

consent  of  the  House  now  to  modify  the  resolu- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  if  there  wa3  no  objection, 
the  resolution  would  be  received. 

No  objection  being  made — Mr.  MEADE  offered  the  following  resolution, 

which  was  read,  considered,  and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  cause 

to  be  transmitted  to  this  House,  if  compatible  with  the  public 
interest,  the  correspondence  of  George  W.  Gordon,  late,  and 
Gorliam  Parks,  the  present  consul  of  the  United  States  at 
Riode  Janeiro,  with  the  Department  of  State,  on  the  sub- 

ject of  the  African  slave  trade  ;  also,  any  unpublished  cor- 
respondence on  the  same  subject  by  the  Hon.  Henry  A. 

Wise,  our  late  Minister  to  Brazil.* 
Mr.  McLANE  moved  that  the  House  adjourn; 

which  being  agreed  to — The  House  adjourned  to  Wednesday  next,  at 

twelve  o'clock,  rn. 

PETITIONS,   ETC. 

The  following  petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 
under  the  rule  and  referred  : 

By  Mr.  BOWLIN:  The  petition  of  the  citizens  of  Perry 
county,  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  praying  the  establishment 
of  the  Western  Armory  at  the  town  of  Birmingham,  in  the 
State  of  Missouri;  which  petition  is  accompanied  with  a 
petition  of  the  president  and  two  directors  of  said  town, 
proffering  every  facility  for  the  accomplishmf  nt  of  said 
object.  Also,  the  petition  of  William  R.  Dawson,  and  187 
others,  citizens  of  Missouri,  setting  forth  the  superior  ad- 

vantages of  the  site,  and  praying  for  the  establishment  of  the 
Western  Armory  at  the  city  of  Cape  Girardeau,  Missouri. 

By  Mr.  TAELMADGE:  The  memorial  of  George  Willcs, 
of  the  city  of  New  York,  for  the  construction  of  a  national 
railroad,  commencing  at  a  point  on  the  Missouri  and  ex- 

tending to  the  Pacific  Ocean. 

IN  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  December  26,  1848. After  the  custQmary  prayer, 

Mr.  ALLEN  rose  and  said:  Understanding  that 
the  Vice  President  is  absent,  I  submit  the  follow- 

ing resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  Hon.  David  R.  Atchison  be  ap- 

pointed President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

The  resolution  was  then  considered,  and  unani- 
mously agreed  to. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  then  took  the  chair,  and 
The  Journal  was  read. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BRIGHT,  it  was 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretaryof  the  Senate  inform  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  and  the  House  of  Representatives, 

that  the  Hon.  David  R.  Atchison  has  been  elected  Presi- 
dent pro  tern,  for  this  body. 
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Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  the  cre- 
dentials of  Augustus  C.  Dodge,  elected  a  Senator 

from  the  State  of  Iowa;  which  were  read. 
Mr.  DODGE  presented  the  credentials  of 

George  W.  Jones,  elected  a  Senator  from  the 
Stale  of  fowa;  which  were  read. 

The  two  Senators  were  then  qualified,  and  took 
their  seats. 

Mr.  ALLEN  offered  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  proceed  to  ascertain  the  classes 
in  which  the  Senators  from  the  State  of  Jowa  shall  be  in- 

serted, in  conformity  with  the  resolution  of  the  14th  May, 
1789,  and  as  the  Constitution  provides. 

Mr.  ALLEN  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That,  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  put  into  the 
ballot-box  two  papers  of  equal  size,  one  of  which  shall  be 
numbered  "oney'  and  the  other  shall  be  numbered  "  three  ;" 
and  each  Senator  shall  draw  out  one  paper.  That  the  Sen- 

ator who  shall  draw  the  paper  numbered  "  one"  shall  he inserted  in  the  class  of  Senators  whose  term  of  service  will 
expire  on  the  3d  day  of  March,  1849;  and  the  Senator  who 
shall  draw  the  paper  numbered  "  three"  shall  be  inserted  in 
the  class  of  Senators  whose  term  of  service  will  expire  the 
3d  day  of  March,  1853. 

The  Secretary  then  proceeded  to  place  the  ballots 

in  a  box,  and  the  two'  Senators  drew  therefrom,; when  it  was  announced  that  George  W.  Jones 

had  drawn  number  "three,"  and  Augustus  C. 
Dodge  had  drawn  number  "one." 

The  term  of  Mr.  Jones  will  therefore  expire  on 
the  3d  day  of  March,  1853. 

The  term  of  Mr.  Dodge  will  expire  on  the  3d 
day  of  March,  1849. 

The  PRESI  DENT  pro  tern,  laid  before  the  Senate 
a  communication  from  the  Treasury  Department, 
containing  a  report  from  the  Commissioner  of  the 
General  Land  Office,  with  certain  papers  from  the 
surveyor  of  the  land  district  of  Louisiana;  which 
was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Also,  a  communication  from  the  Posmaster  Gen- 
eral, made  in  compliance  with  a  resolution  calling 

for  the  report  made  by  S.  R.  Hobbie,  Assistant 
Postmaster  General,  to  the  Postmaster  General  of 
the  United  States;  which  was  read  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  memorial  of 
Barclay  and  Livingston,  of  New  York,  asking  to 
be  refunded  the  duties  on  goods  destroyed  by  fire; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Cqmmittee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  BADGER  presented  the  petition  of  William 
Plummer,  legal  representative  of  William  A.  Tur- 

ner, asking  to  be  released  from  a  judgment  against 
the  deceased;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary. 
Mr.  CALHOUN  presented  the  memorial  of 

Peter  Von  Schmidt,  proposing  a  plan  for  render- 
ing the  gold  mines  in  California  productive,  &c; 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Terri- 
tories. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  STURGEON,  the  petition  of 
James  Harvey  was  ,taken  from  the  files  of  the 
Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Patents 
and  the  Patent  Office. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  the  papers 
on  file  in  the  case  of  J.  P.  Mackall  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  JONES  gave  notice  that  he  should  to-mor- 
row, or  on  some  spbsequent  day,  ask  leave  to  in- 

troduce a  bill  for  the  construction  of  a  mail  route 

from  the  city  of  Dubuque,  via  the  city  of  Iowa,  to 
Keokuk,  in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  gave  notice  that  he  would 
to-morrow,  or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill  to  cause  the  northern  boundary 
of  the  State  of  Iowa  to  tyj  run  and  marked. 

Mr.  BENTON  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  to  establish  a  land  office  in  the  State 
of  Missouri. 

BILL  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  pursuant  to  notice, 
asked  and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  grant- 

ing to  the  State  of  Mississippi  a  right  of  way  and 
a  donation  of  public  lands,  for  the  purpose  of  lo- 

cating and  constructing  a  railway  from  Brandon 

to  Montgomery,  in  Alabama;  which  was  read  a 
first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  BELL,  on  leave,  introduced  a  joint  resolu- 
tion authorizing  the  Secretary  of  War  to  pay  to 

John  C.  Mulloy  $550,  for  expenses  incurred  by 
him  in  taking  the  census  of  1840;  which  was  read 
a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  the  Judiciary. 
HOUSE  BILLS  AND  RESOLUTIONS. 

The*following  joint  resolution  and  bills  were 
received  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  and 
were  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred: 
A  joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  Samuel  P. 

Anderson;    . 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  Moore; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A.  Kelly; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 

of  Captain  Samuel  Jones,  deceased; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  J.  Young,  a  com- 

mander in  the  navy  of  the  United  States; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Campbell; 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Zachariah  Lawrence",  of 
Ohio; 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  Fuller; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  grandchildren  of  Major 

General  Baron  de  Kalb; 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 
of  William  McFarland,  deceased; 

A  bilLfor  the  relief  of  the  heirs  of  Joshua  Eddy, 
deceased ; 

A  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Skinner  and  the 

legal  representatives  of  Isaac  Reid; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  Charles  A.  Barnitz; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 

of  Bernard  Todd,  deceased; 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  William  De  Buys,  late 

postmaster  at  New  Orleans;  and 
A  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representatives 

of  Joseph  Savage,  deceased. 
RESOLUTIONS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NILES, 
Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be  directed  to 

report  to  the  Senate  the  amount  of  expenditure  for  the 
freight  of  provisions,  clothing,  small  stores,  and  other  sup- 

plies for  our  squadron  in  the  Pacific,  on  the  northwest  coast, 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  June,  1846;  also,  du- 

ring the  first  two  quarters  of  the  present  fiscal  year;  also, 
the  expenditure,  if  any,  for  transporting  seamen  or  oilier 
persons  connected  with  the  naval  service  on  that  station; 
and  also  to  inform  the  Senate  of  the  number  of  officers, 
seamen,  and  marines,  who  have  been  employed  on  said 
station  during  the  aloresaid  period. 

Mr.  FELCH  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  be 
instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  reducing  the 
price  of  public  lands  on  Lake  Superior  to  the  minimum 
price  of  other  public  lands,  and  of  allowing  preemption 
lights,  as  in  other  cases. 

On  motion  af  Mr.  UNDERWOOD, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands  he 

instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  establishing 
one  or  more  boards  of  commissioners,  to  ascertain  the 
quantity  of  appropriated  lands  in  California  and  New  Mex- 

ico ;  and  also  what  disposition  should  be  made  of  the  pub- 
lic domain  in  the  Territories  upon  which  gold  and  other 

minerals  are  found. 
GENERAL  ORDERS. 

Several  bills  were  then  called  from  the  general 

orders,  but  were  severally  postponed  in  conse- 
quence of  the  absence  of  Senators  interested  in  their 

progress. 
SAGINAW  INDIAN  LANDS. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  provjrJe 
for  the  sale  of  the  lands  purchased  by  the  United 
States  of  the  Saginaw  tribe  of  Chickasaw  Indians. 

The  report  accompanying  the  bill  having  been 

read — 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  would  inquire  of  the 

Senator  from  Michigan  [Mr.  Felcii]  where  this 
band  of  Saginaw  Indians  are  to  be  found  at  this 

time  :  whether  they  reside  in  the  State  of  Mich- 

igan ? Mr.  FELCH.  A  portion  of  them  only  are  re- 
siding upon  the  territory  embraced  in  the  provisions 

of  the  bill;  other  portions  are  scattered.  I  do  not 
know  their  exact  location. 

Mr.  DOWNS.     There  can  be  no  doubt  what- 

ever that  the  lands  ought  to  be  sold  at  some  price. 
As  the  report  states,  the  price  of  these  lands  was 
limited  by  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty,  and  by 
repeated  acts  of  Congress  the  price  has  been  fixed 
at  five  dollars  per  acre  atone  time,  and  two  dollars 
and  a  half  at  another,  for  limited  periods  of  time. 
These  limits  will  expire  very  soon.  The  present 
bill  provides  that  these  lands  shall  be  sold  at  the 
ordinary  Government  price.  It  is  approved  by 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  I 

trust  that  it  will  meet  with  no  objection  on  the 

ground  that  the  price  is  to  be  reduced;  and  this  is" 
the  only  question  involved  in  this  bill.  The  other 
bill  reported  with  it  is  of  a  private  nature. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  My  attention  was  first 

directed  to  this  bill  when  it  was  brought  before  the 
Senate  the  other  day. 

Mr.  DOWNS,  (in  his  seat.)  This  is  not  the 
same  bill. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  am  aware  that  there  are 
two  bills.  As  a  member  of  the  Committee  of 

Claims,  having  had  under  consideration  one  or  two 
claims  founded  upon  stipulations  referred  to  in  these 
treaties,  1  have  some  understanding  of  the  matter. 
If  I  understand  the  matter  aright,  the  Saginaw  In- 

dians are  a  portion  of  the  Chippewa  Indians  who 
were  hostile  to  this  Government  in  the  war  of  1812 

between  this  country  and  Great  Britain.  Some 
time  after  the  war  treaties  were  made  between  this 

!  Government  and  these  Indians;  and  in  one  of  these 

treaties  it  was  stipulated  that,  for  certain  spolia- 
tions which  ihey  had  committed  upon  the  defence- 

less inhabitants  of  Michigan- -d uring  the  war  and 
after  the  peace — there  should  be  deducted  from  the 
price  of  the  lands  ceded  by  these  Indians  to  the 
United  States  an  amount  of  money  sufficient  to 
reimburse  the  sufferers  for  their  spoliations.  The 
amount  of  these  claims  was  to  be  adjudged  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  A  number  of  them 

were  accordingly  presented  to  the  President,  and 
passed  upon  by  the  War  Department;  but  some 
of  them,  owing  to  difficulties  arising  from  the 
want  of  the  necessary  evidence  to  establish  their 
validity,  were  not  presented  within  the  time  pre- 

scribed for  their  adjustment.  A  number  of  them 
have  since  been  presented  to  the  department,  and 
then  afterwards  to  Congress — the  War  Department 
refusing  to  act  upon  them  because  not  presented 
within  the  time  prescribed  in  the  treaty. 

I  have,  Mr.  President,  some  difficulty  in  regard 
to  this  bill,  because  it  affects  the  treaty.  In  the 
first  place,  we  have  seen,  at  the  last  session,  in  the 
case  of  the  claims  of  the  Creek  and  Cherokee  na- 

tions, how  the  time  of  the  Senate  was  consumed 

for  weeks,  in  consequence  of  Congress  having  im- 
properly interfered  by  legal  enactments  with  the 

terms  of  treaties  made  with  those  Indian  tribes. 

There  is  no  Senator  but  can  remember  that  nearly 
two  weeks  of  our  time  was  thus  consumed.  The 

practice  of  recognizing  tribes  of  Indians  as  sover- 
eign nations,  and  making  treaties  with  them,  if  it 

had  not  been  hitherto  recognized,  ought  not  to  be 
commenced.  For  one,  I  am  opposed  to  making 
such  treaties.  I  would  as  soon  make  a  treaty  with 
a  tribe  of  mules  as  with  a  tribe  of  Indians.  I  have 

never  yet  voted  for  one  of  these  treaties,  and  I 

never  expect  to  do  so.  But,  since  this  is  the  prac- 
tice of  the  Government,  I  submit  that  it  will  be 

unjust  in  Congress  to  change  the  terms  of  such 
treaties  by  ex  parte  legislation,  without  the  consent 
of  the  Indians.  What  is  to  prevent  us  from  ap- 

pointing commissioners  to  meet  the  Saginaws,  and 
so  change  the  terms  of  the  treaty  as  to  make  them 
equitable  on  both  sides,  stipulating  expressly  for 
the  payment  of  these  spoliations — which  injustice 
ought  to  be  paid — out  of  the  proceeds  of  these lands? 

I  understand,  from  the  report  which  has  been 
read,  that  the  last  bill  reported  provides  merely  for 
the  sale  of  these  lands  at  reduced  prices;  and  that 

the  first  bill  reported — the  private  bill — provides 
for  the  payment  of  these  claims  for  spoliations.  In 
the  general  bill  there  is  inserted  a  rule  for  the  ad- 

justment by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  these  lands,  of  all 
the  just  claims  for  these  Indian  spoliations  in  1813 

which  have  not  yet  been  paid.     I  submit  whether 
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there  should  not  be  an  arrangement  made  with 
these  Indians  fully  covering  the  whole  ground. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  no  very  serious  objections 

to  authorizing  the  sale  of  these  lands,  if,  of 'such 
lands  as  can  be  disposed  of,  the  proceeds  shall  be 
applied  as  directed  by  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty. 
The  question  is,  whether;  by  reducing  the  price  of 
these  lands  to  the  minimum  price,  we  do  not  ren- 

der ourselves  liable  to  the  Indians  for  the  difference 

between  their  proceeds  at  seventy-five  cents  per 
acre  and  what  they  would  amount  to  at  a  dollar 
and  a  quarter  per  acre?  I  think,  in  strict  honesty, 
we  should  be  bound  to  pay  this  difference.  We 
gave  to  these  Indians  all  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
of  these  lands  for  the  purpose  of  getting  them 
away — said  proceeds  to  go  for  their  benefit  after 
satisfying  the  claims  for  spoliations,  amounting  in 
all  to  twelve  thousand  dollars,  the  residue  to  be 
invested  for  the  benefit  of  the  tribe.  But  it  was 
found  that  the  Government  could  not  sell  the  land 

at  that  time,  and  Congress  was  urged  to  do  some- 
thing for  them.  Congress,  in  the  superabundance 

of  its  liberality,  advanced  the  sum  of  seventy-five 
thousand  dollars,  to  be  applied,  under  the  direc- 

tion of  the  President,  for  the  benefit  of  these  In- 

dians, to  be" reimbursed  out  of  the  subsequent 
receipts  from  sales  of  the  lands — the  Government 
receiving  no  present  advantage  except  that  of  get- 

ting the  Indians  away.  Row,  the  Government  is 
asked,  and  may  be  urged  in  other  bills,  to  assume 
the  payment  of  these  claims  by  an  appropriation 
out  of  the  treasury.  This  suggestion  has  compli- 

cated the  matter  very  much.  It  renders  the  Gov- 
ernment liable  for  the  payment  of  claims  which  it 

never  expected  to  be  responsible  for.  Instead  of 
goinar  on  in  good  faith,  in  conformity  to  the  terms 
of  the  treaty,  in  our  anxiety  to  accommodate  we 
have  stepped  aside  from  the  original  terms  of  the 
contract,  and  we  are  now  urged  to  make  ourselves 
still  further  liable,  and  extend  our  generosity  so 
far  as  to  pay  these  claims  before  any  land  can  be 
sold.  And  supposing  that  they  be  all  sold  at  the 
price  now  proposed,  they  will  not  bring:  the  re- 

quisite amount  for  the  payment  of  these  claimants. 
JL  think  we  shall  render  ourselves  liable  for  the 

difference  of  the  receipts  under  the  sale  at'the  re- 
duced price  proposed  and  what  the  receipts  would 

be  at  the  regular  price;  and  it  is  for  the  Senate  to 

say  whether  they  will  pass  the  bill  With  this  pro- 
vision and  take  the  chance  of  this  liability.  We 

may  rest  assured  that  the  matter  will  not  sleep 
here  if  this  bill  should  pass  with  that  provision. 
Shall  we,  then,  take  the  chance  of  thus  becoming 
liable,  and  sell  these  lands,  which,  it  seems,  can- 

not be  sold  at  the  present  minimum  price? 

Mr.  DOWNS.*  There  certainly  can  be  found 
no  serious  objection  to  this  bill  upon  a  just  appre- 

hension of  its  provisions.  The  Senator  from  Florida 
[Mr.  Westcott]  mistakes,  when  he  intimates 
that  the  passage  of  this  bill  will  interfere  with  our 
Indian  treaties.  Tiie  reading  of  the  bill  itself  dis- 

pels that  ohjection.  The  bill  does  not  propose  to 
modify  any  Indian  treaty,  but  it  repeals  an  act  of 
Congress  the  provisions  of  which  did  modify 
several  Indian  treaties  upon  this  subject.  A  proper 
understanding  of  the  subject  will  aiso  remove,  all 
the  doubts  of  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  [Mr. 
King.]  This  bill  will  neither  increase  nor  diminish 
the  liability  or  responsibility  of  the  United  States. 
By  the  original  treaty  with  these  Indians,  these 
lands  were  not  to  be  sold  at  a  price  less  than 
seventy-five  cents  an  acre.  Some  years  afterwards, 
the  prices  of  these  lands  being  high  on  account  of 
the  rapid  emigration  to  that  quarter,  an  act  was 
passed  providing  that  these  lands  should  not  be 
sold  for  less  than  five  dollars  an  acre,  and  after- 

wards an  act  was  passed  fixing  the  price  at  two 
dollars  and  a  half  per  acre. 

Finding  upon  trial,  that  the  limitations  imposed 
by  these  acts  would  not  extricate  the  Government 
from  responsibility  in  this  matter,  but  rather  in- 

creased the  difficulty,  in  consequence  of  their  ina- 
bility to  sell  the  land  at  these  prices,  and  in  order 

to  get  through  with  this  business,  the  Committee 
on  the  Public  Lands  have  thought  it  necessary  and 
proper  that  these  lands  should  be  reduced  to  the 
ordinary  Government  price,  and  when  sold,  the 
money  will  of  course  be  appropriated  under  the 
direction  of  Congress.  Whether  the  Government 
shall  be  liable  for  the  whole  amount  of  these  claims 

which  are  set  up  is  immaterial;  but  certainly  we 
are  bound,  in  good  faith,  to  make  the  money  out 
of  these  lauds  as  soon  as  we  can.  As  it  is  now, 
under  the  present  arrangement,  it  i3  probable  that 

not  a  dollar  can  be  paid  towards  these  claims  for 
several  years.  I  think,  that  so  far  from  increasing 

the  obligations  of  the  Government  by  thus  pro- 
viding for  the  sale  of  these  lands,  we  rather  decrease 

them.  If  we  pass  this  act,  the  Government  may 
very  well  require  of  these  claimants  to  wait  a  brief 
period,  and  see  whether  the  proceeds  of  the  lands 
will  be  sufficient  for  their  demands,  and  so  the 

matter  will  be  adjourned  for  the  present.  If  the 
proceeds  of  the  land  sales  should  prove  not  to  be 
sufficient  for  this  purpose,  the  question  may  after- 

wards come  up,  whether  the  United  States  shall  be 
held  responsible  for  the  remaining  portion  of  the 
claims  due? 

If  any  alteration  is  to  be  made  in  the  bill,  I  would  , 

suggest  an  amendment  providing:  that  lands  in  un- 
favorable locations  shall  be  sold  for  their  value.  I 

would  not  object  to  a  provision  that  such  portions 
of  the  lands  should  be  sold  at  something  less  than 
the  Government  price. 
The  Senator  from  Florida  also  suggests  that  a 

new  treaty  ought  to  be  made  with  tfyese  Indians. 
But  if  the  Senator  will  look  at  the  treaties  already 
made,  he  will  find  three  or  four  of  them,  and  so 

confused  and  complicated  were  they  in  their  char- 
acter, that  an  act  of  Congress  was  rendered  neces 

sary  in  order  to  elucidate  them  and  declare  what 
should  be  done  on  the  subject.  It  is  absolutely 
necessary,  in  order  to  get  along  with  this  case  at 
all,  that  a  bill  of  the  character  now  before  the  Sen- 

ate should  be  passed. 
Mr.  KING.  Do  I  understand  the  honorable 

Senator  from  Louisiana  to  say  that,  by  the  treaty, 

the  price  of  the  land  is  fixed  at  seventy-five  cents 

per  acre? 
Mr.  DOWNS.  The  treaty  stipulates  that  the 

land  shall  not  be  sold  for  less  than  seventy-five 
cents  an  acre. 

Mr.  KING.  We  shall,  then,  at  any  rate,  get 

seventy-five  cents  per  acre!  The  objection  to  the 
reduction  is  withdrawn  on  my  part,  which  brings 

us  back  to  the  original  bill. 
Mr.  FELCH.  The  question  in  regard  to  the 

assumption  by  the  United  States  of  a  certain  lia- 
bility does  not  arise  here.  When  the  bill  was 

presented  the  other  day  for  the  payment  of  these 

claims,'!  desired  time  to  look  into  the  treaties.  I 
have  not  yet  pursued  these  examinations  far 
enough  to  satisfy  my  mind  as  to  whether  it  would 
be  proper  to  pay  them.  But  as  to  this  bill,  it  is 
nothing;  more  nor  less  than  a  modification  of  ex- 

isting laws.  1  would  call  the  attention  of  the 
Senate  to  the  situation  of  this  land.  It  was  in  the 

possession  of  the  fraction  of  a  tribe  of  Indians — 
one  hundred. thousand  acres  in  extent — embracing 
sixteen  sections,  and  scattered  in  their,  location 
upon  the  waters  of  various  rivers  emptying  into 
the  Saginaw  bay.  At  the  time  of  the  treaty,  or 
shortly  afterwards,  the  probability  was  that  the 
lands  would  sell  for  a  much  higher  price  than  the 
prescribed  limit;  and  the  acts  of  1844  were  passed 
in  view  of  this  fact,  and  were  fully  justified  by  the 
tide  of  emigration  which  was  then  coming  in.  But 

these  prices  ($,5  and  $2  50  per  acre)  it  soon  be- 
came impossible  to  obtain;  and  it  was  plain  that 

many  years  must  elapse  before  they  could.be  sold 
at  those  prices.  The  question  of  reducing  these 
prices  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  question  of  the 
liability  of  the  United  States  to  pay  these  individual 
claims.  That  must  depend  upon  the  construction 
of  the  treaty  itself.  The  United  States,  according 
to  this  treaty,  have  undertaken  the  sale  of  these 
lands.  The  title  having  been  ceded  to  the  United 
States— whether  they  are  liable  for  the  claims  or 
not— they  are  bound  to  sell  the  lands  within  a 
reasonable  time,  and  under  the  stipulated  lim- 

itation, for  not  less  than  seventy-five  cents  per 
acre.  It  is  impossible  to  make  sale  of  the  lands 
now  at  the  prices  fixed  by  the  Government.  The 
Government  stands  as  a  trustee  in  the  case;  and 
it  becomes  its  duty  to  fix  prices  upon  the  lands  at 
which  their  sale  can  be  the  most  readily  and  profit- 

ably effected.  The  bill  proposes  nothing  more 
nor  less  than  to  fix  their  price  at  the  minimum  of 

one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents,  instead  of  seven- 

ty-five cents. Mr.  BADGER.  I  simply  desire  to  ask  of  the 
Senator  from  Louisiana  whether  the  bill  was  re- 

ported with  the  unanimojis  concurrence  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands? 

Mr.  DOWNS.  According  to  my  recollection 
the  committee  were  unanimous  in  recommending 
it.  Upon  the  bill  for  the  private  claims  they  were 
not  unanimous. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  ordered 
to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  and  was  read 
a  third  time  and  passed. 

CADWALADER  WALLACE.. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  UNDERWOOD,  the  Senate, 

as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  resumed  the  con- 
sideration of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Cadwalader 

Wallace. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  I  rise 

for  the  purpose  of  giving  Senators,  and  particularly 
my  friends  on  the  opposite  side  of  the  Chamber, 
such  information  on  this  subject  as  I  .have  col- 

lected. Since  this  bill  was  under  consideration  the 

other  day,  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  look  over 
all  the  documents  connected  with  it,  and  I  believe 
now  that  I  understand  the  facts  and  the  principle 
on  which  the  Military  Committee  have  reported 
in  this  case.  The  bill  allows  compensation  for  a 
horse  valued  at  one  hundred  and  eighty  dollars. 
It  then  allows  compensation  for  collateral  services 
as  the  aid  of  General  Hull  for  one  year.  Gentle- 

men on  the  other  side  desire  to  know  on  what  prin- 
ciple the  allowance  was  made.  .First,  as  to  the 

horse.  I  have  taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the 

statutes  in  regard  to  private  claims^of  this  char- 
acter; and  among  the  various  actsv  of  Congress 

passed,  there  have  been  several  allowances  made 
for  the  purpose  of  compensating  their  owners  for 
horses  lost  in  the  service  of  the  United  States.  1 

will  only  trouble  the  Senate  with  reading  from  one 
or  two  of  them.  Indeed,  sir,  it  is  difficult  to  pass 
over  this  subject  without  looking  at  a  few  of  those 
acts.  I  will  only  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 

by  way  of  precedent,  to  a  few  of  the  first  acts 
which  have  been  passed  in  relation  to  the  subject. 
In  the  year  1816  an  act  for  the  relief  of  Joseph 
Wilson  was  passed,  paying  for  a  horse  killed  by  a 
sentinel.  The  accounting  officer  was  directed  to 
ascertain  the  value  of  the  horse,  and  the  Government 

paid  for  the  horse  thus  destroyed,  as  being  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States.  In  1820  an  act  was 

passed  for  the  relief  of  Joseph  Bruce,  allowing  the 
sum  of  sixty-five  dollars  in  full  for  his  claim  against 

the  United  States  for  a  horse  lost  in  the  public  ser- 

vice; and  this,  too,  without  saying  how  lost — 
whether  killed  by  a  sentinel,  shot  by  the  enemy, 
lost  for  want  of  forage,  or  escaped  and  run  away. 
In  1820  an  act  was  passed  for  the  value  of  a  horse 
lost  in  the  service.  The  next  class  of  acts  are  for 

payments  allowed  for  horses  lost  for  want  of  for- 
age. Now,  sir,  in  this  case  the  horse  has  been  lost 

in  consequence  of  an  American  general  surrender- 
ing an  American  army  to  the  enemy.  The  horse 

has  been  lost  in  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
and  without  the  fault  of  his  owner.  The  owner 

has  been  deprived  of  that  property — the  fault  being 
with  the  commanding  general,  who  refused  to 
allow  him  to  fight.  If  you  pay  for  horses  lost  for 
want  of  forage,  you  may  say  you  pay  because  the 
Government  failed  to  furnish  the  means  of  keeping 

the  horse  alive.  If  you  pay  for  an  accident  where- 

by a  certain  piece  of"  property  has  been  lost  by  an individual,  and  he  is  not  to  blame  for  it,  upon 

what  principle  do  you  refuse  to  pay  for  this  horse, 
lost  because  an  American  general,  in  violation  of 

his  duty,  surrenders  an  army  to  the  enemy?  Rec- 
ollect General  Hull  was  tried  for  this  offence,  con- 

demned, and  ordered  to  be  shot  for  it;  and  by  that 

proceeding — the  act  of  your  own  court  martial — 
you  fix  the  offence  upon  the  head  of  the  general, 
and  exonerate  the  troops.  Thus,  in  the  rejection 
of  this  bill — in  the  refusal  to  pay  for  this  horse — 

you  are  about  to  say,  that  when  an  officer  or  sol- 
dier loses  his  property  by  the  default  of  his  gen- 
eral iii  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  he  pre- 

sents a  claim  against  the  Government,  it  is  not  to 

be  respected.  Yet,  by  your  own  acts,  the  princi- 
ple has  been  established,  that  when  property  has 

been  lost  in  the  service  of  the  Government,  acci- 

dentally, without  the  fault  of  the  loser,  the  Gov- 
ernment is  under  moral  obligations  to  pay  for  it. 

But,  sir,  let  me  contrast  this  case  with  other 
cases,  in  which  you  have  sanctioned  this  principle. 
What  did  you  do  in  the  case  of  Captain  Center? 
You  directed  in  that  case  that  where  officers  of  the 

Government  destroy  property  to  prevent  its  falling 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  which,  if  not  so  de- 

stroyed, most  assuredly  would,  the  sufferer  should 

be  paid  for  his  property.  You  there  established 
the  principle,  for  the  first  time  upon  its  discussion, 
that  when  an  officer  or  soldier  has  property  so 
situated  as  not  to  be  worth  one  cent  to  him,  on 
account  of  indications  that  it  will  certainly  fall  into 
the  hands  of  the  enemy,  and  so  be  lost  or  destroyed, 
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that  in  such  a  case — where  property  is  destroyed 
to  prevent  it  falling:  into  tne  hands  of  the  enemy 
— the  officer  or  soldier  should  be  reimbursed.  But 

here,  where  the  horse  was  lost  in  the  service  with- 
out fault  of  his  owner,  notwithstanding  the  prece- 
dent you  have  established,  you  refuse  to  reimburse 

the  owner. 

Now,  as  to  the  value  of  the  horse,  and  the  testi- 
mony in  the  case  proving;  that  he  was  worth  two 

hundred  dollars,  I  can  inform  the  gentleman  on 
the  other  side  of  the  Chamber,  who  thinks  this  a 

high  price,  that,  in  the  country  where  I  reside — a 
horse-raising  country — every  horse  purchased  for 
the  use  of  the  army  uniformly  sells  for  from  one 
hundred  and  fifty  to  two  hundred  dollars.  So  much 
upon  that  subject. 
Now,  as  to  the  objection  to  paying  Colonel 

Wallace  as  the  aid  of  G-eneral  Hull.  Here  is  a 
case  of  the  payment  of  an  individual  precisely  un- 

der similar  circumstances.  General  Jesup  certifies 
that  one  of  the  aids  of  General  Scott,  (A,  H.  Ken- 
ner,)  called  an  aid-decamp,  was  paid  under  cir- 

cumstances precisely  similar  to  the  case  of  Colonel 
Wallace.  Wallace  was  appointed  as  the  aid  af 
Governor  Meigs,  and  held  his  commission  under 
the  great  seal  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  as  also  did  Gov- 

ernor Meigs.  He  assisted  Governor  Meigs  in  the 
organization  of  the  army  of  1812.  After  thus 
cooperating  with  the  Government  for  some  time 
■he  was  turned  over,  with  the  army  raised,  as  vol- 

unteer aid  to  General  Hull.  While  acting  under 
that  commission  he  rendered  the  service  upon 
which  this  claim  is  founded;  and  while  acting  in 
that  capacity  the  circumstances  occurred  which 
induced  the  surrender  of  General  Hull.  The  ob- 

jection as  applied  to  Wallace  is,  that  he  was  not 
commissioned  by  the  United  States.  But  it  hap- 

pens that  in  the  case  of  Kenner  that  officer  was 
appointed  under  similar  circumstances  as  aid  to 
General  Scott  in  the  southern  campaign. 
And  now,  with  that  precedent  before  us,  can 

gentlemen  refuse  to  pay  Wallace  upon  the  ground 
that  he  was  not  commissioned  under  the  authority 
of  the  United  States?  He  was  commissioned  by 
State  authority;  mustered  into  service  in  the  army 
thus  organized  by  State  authority;  and  nov^,  having 
performed 'certain  laborious  services,  1  ask  upon 
what  principle  you  can  refuse  to  tlve  laborer,  the 
wages  which  are  his  due?  If  he  had  performed 
this  service  without  any  commission;  if,  as  a  vol- 

unteer, he  had  served  in  your  ranks  and  fought 
your  battles,  it  would  have  been  but  liberal,  and 

just,  and  moral,  and  right  to  pay  him  for  the  ser- 
vices rendered.  And  now,  because  he  was  received 

into  service  with  a  higher  rank  conferred  upon  him 
by  State  authority,  will  Congress  say  that  he  shall 
not  be  paid?  1  hope  not.  Here  is  all  the  proof. 
His  commission  under  the  great  seal  of  the  State 
of  Ohio;  the  affidavits  establishing  the  value  of  the 
horse;  the  certificates  of  General  Jesup  and  of 
General  Cass,  who  knew  his  rank  and  the  service 
rendered  by  him.  All  the  facts  are  now  before  the 

Senate.  I  have  thus  performed  my  duty  in-behalf 
of  this  old  gentleman.  The  bill  comes  from  the 
House  of  Representatives,  where  it  passed  without 
objection.  It  has  now  been  unanimously  reported 
by  the  Military  Committee  of  this  body;  and  what 
ground  can  be  taken  against  the  passage  of  the 
bill? 

Mr.  NILES.  I  understand  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  to  say  that  this  individual  was  in  the 
military  service  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  commissioned 
by  the  Governor  of  the  State,  and  that  from  the 
service  of  the  State  he  was  called  into  the  service 

of  the  United  States.  Now,  this  being  the  case, 
it  appears  to  me  that  he  must  have  been  paid  as 
the  other  officers  in  the  service  were,  either  by  the 
United  States  or  by  the  State  of  Ohio.  Why  this 
particular  officer  has  to  come  here  for  pay  seems 
to  me  a  little  singular.  Why  was  he  not  paid  when 
his  associates  were  paid  ?  All  the  others  who  were 
in  the  same  service,  I  take  for  granted,  were  paid. 
Having  been  transferred  to  the  service  in  which 
General  Hull  had  command  does  not  alter  the  na- 

ture of  his  claim  for  pay. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  If  the  Senator  will  allow 

me,  I  will  explain  how  it  was  that  he  was  not 

paid. 
Mr.  NILES.  Certainly.  I  shall  befextremely 

glad  to  be  informed. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  Wallace  was  never 

attached  to  any  regiment  or  brigade  in  the  service 
of  the  State  which  was  turned  over  to  the  United 

States;  if  he  had  been,  he  would  have  been  regu- 

larly paid,  as  all  troops  mustered  into  the  service 
of  the  United  States  were  paid;  but  Mr.  Wallace, 
being  commissioned  by  the  Governor  of  Ohio, 
went  into  the  service  of  the  United  States  as  vol- 

unteer aid  to  General  Hull,  and  was  not  reported 

upon  any  muster-roll  of  brigade  or  State  troops 
that  were  mustered  into  the  service  of  the  United 

States.  If  he  had  been  reported  upon  any  such 
roll,  he  would  have  been  paid;  but  going  into  the 
service  as  a  mere  volunteer  aid  to  General  Hull, 

his  name  did  not  appear  upon  the  army  roll.  I 
will  now  state,  in  answer  to  an  inquiry  that  Was 
made  the  other  day,  and  which  I  omitted  to  do 
when  I  was  up  before,  the  reason  given  by  Mr. 

Wallace  himself  why  this  claim  has* been  so  long 
delayed.  When  the  subject  was  up  for  considera- 

tion a  few  days  ago,  it  was  asked  why  this  claim 
had  been  delayed  for  such  a  length  of  time.  In 
the  response  which  I  made  to  the  inquiry  at  the 
time,  I  anticipated  the  very  reason  assigned  by 
the  petitioner.  He  says  the  reason  why  he  never 
preferred  the  claim  before  was,  because  he  had 
never  thought  of  doing  it  until  necessity  com- 

pelled him  to  do  it.  Having  belonged,  as  he  says 

in  his  petition,  to  an  unfortunate  corps  which  sur- 
rendered to  theenemy,  he  thought,  so  long  as  he 

could  do  without  the  money,  he  would  never  make 
application  for  it;  but  having  been  reduced  to  very 
straitened  circumstances,  he  asks  the  Government 
now  to  do  him  that  justice  to  which  he  conceives 
himself  entitled. 

Mr.  KING.  I  hope  it  will  not  be  considered 
necessary  to  consume  any  more  of  the  time  of  the 
Senate  in  discussing  this  bill,  especially  when, 
owing  to  the  thin  attendance  of  Senators,  it  would 
hardly  be  proper  to  take  the  vote  upon  its  final 
passage.  The  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky 
has  fairly  stated  the  action  of  the  Government  in 
regard  to  payment  for  horses.  The  course  pursued 
by  Government  originally  was  to  pay  for  the 
horses  that  were  lost  in  the  service  in  consequence 
of  a  want  of  sufficient  forage  to  sustain  the  lives  of 
the  animals,  the  Government  being  bound  to  sup- 

ply the  necessary  quantity.  The  fault,  therefore, 
being  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  there  was  an 

evident  propriety  in  the  Government  paying  indi- 
viduals for  the  loss  of  their  horses.  They  went  a 

step  further.  They,  in  some  particular  instances, 
paid  for  horses  lost  in  the  service  by  the  act  of  an 
officer  of  the  Government,  such  as  dismounting 
the  men,  those  who  entered  the  service  as  cavalry, 
forcing  them  to  leave  their  horses,  by  means  of 
which  they  were  lost,  when  in  all  probability  they 
would  not  have  been  lost  but  for  the  action  of  the 

officer  in  forcing  the  men  to  depart  from  the  line 
in  which  they  had  entered  the  service.  This  was 
the  case  in  Florida.  With  regard  to  the  peculiar 
case  which  the  honorable  Senator  alluded  to,  in 
which  the  horse  was  killed  by  a  sentinel,  that  was 
also  considered  to  be  the  act  of  the  Government,  a 

man  in  the  service  of  the  Government  having  de- 
stroyed an  animal  belonging  to  one  of  the  soldiers. 

That  is  but  a  solitary  case,  however;  and  I  think 
the  honorable  Senator  will  not  be  able  to  find  an 
instance  where  horses  killed  in  battle  have  been 

paid  for.  The  destruction  of  horses  in  battle  was 
one  of  those  risks  to  be  encountered  upon  entering 

the  service;  the  lives  of  the  animals  were  neces- 
sarily exposed  to  the  fire  of  the  enemy.  I  know 

no  instance  in  the  history  of  the  Government  in 
which  we  have  paid  for  horses  thus  destroyed. 
The  Senator  has  also  alluded  to  a  special  case,  in 
which  a  bill  was  passed  to  indemnify  an  individual 
for  the  loss  of  his  horse;  but  shall  we  now,  be- 

cause there  has  been  one  case  in  which  a  bill  has 

been  passed  to  make  good  a  loss  of  this  kind,  sus- 
tained by  an  individual,  assume  the  responsibility 

in  all  cases?  The  Senator  does  not  state  the 

grounds  upon  which  the  payment  was  made  in 
that  case.  Is  it  not  reasonable  to  presume,  that  the 

loss  in  that  particular  case  arose  from  some  action 
of  the  Government  itself,  such  as  failing  to  supply 

forage?  Why  was  the  individual  paid  in  that  in- 
stance, unless  the  loss  arose  from  some  fault  on 

the  part  of  the  Government?  Unless  it  can  be 
shown  that  there  was  some  fault  on  the  part  of  the 

Government,  I  apprehend  the  honorable  Senator 
cannot  sustain  his  case. 

Again,- with  regard  to  the  payment  of  thisgen- 
tleman  as  the  volunteer  aid  of  Gen.  Hull.  As  to 

his  being  the  aid  of  the  Governor  of  Ohio,  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  case.  He  ceased  to  be  in 
the  service  of  the  State  of  Ohio;  and  where  is  the 
evidence  to  show  that  he  was  in  the  service  of  the 

United  States?  He  had  the  certificate  of  General 
Cass  and  of  General  Jesup  that  he  performed  ser- 

vices. Sir,  what  right  had  General  Hull  to  employ 
volunteer  aids? 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  If  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator will  allow  me,  here  is  the  letter  of  General 

Hull  thanking  this  officer,  and  complimenting  him 
upon  the  manner  in  which  he  had  discharged  his 

duty. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  not  going  to  controvert  the 
fact  that  this  gentleman  did  serve  as  a  volunteer 
aid  to  General  Hull;  but  I  would  ask  military  men 
whether  it  is  in  the  power  of  a  commanding  officer 
to  draw  around  him  officers  at  his  pleasure,  and 

make  their  pay  a  charge  to  be  borne  by  the  treas- 
ury? He  has^jof  course  the  power  of  selecting 

aids,  but  they  must  be  taken  from  the  army. 
There  are  certain  established  rules  in  regard  to 
this  matter.  There  was  the  army  from  which  he 
might  have  made  his  selection.  These  were  the 
officers  who  were  entitled  to  be  so  chosen;  and 

that' a  commanding  officer  should  be  at  liberty  to 
go  beyond  them,  and  select  a  man  who  was  not 
commissioned  in  the  service  at  all,  seems  to  me,  1 
confess,  somewhat  strange.  If  you  once  establish 
a  principle  of  that,  kind,  there  will  be  no  limit;  it 
may  be  carried  to  any  extent.  -A.nd  this  is  the 
reason,  I  entertain  no  doubt,  why  this  claim  has 
been  suffered  to  remain  for  a  quarter  of  a  century 
without  being  brought  before  Congress.  I  know 
nothing  of  the  individual;  I  take  the  case  as  I  find 
it;  and  really  it  does  appear  to  me  that  if  we  are 
bound,  after  the  lapse  of  so  many  years,  to  pay 

claims  of  this  description,  we  cannot  tell  where  we 
shall  stop.  Claimants  innumerable  will  come  for- 

ward and  say,  although  we  had  a  valid  claim  ve 
did  not  need  the  money,  and  therefore  we  were 
silent,  but  now  our  necessities  compel  us  to  ask 
that  it.be  granted  to  us.  Establish  a  precedent  of 
this  kind,  and  you  will  have  cases  enough.  I  have 
seen  how  this  thing  goes  on  from  unwillingness  to 

vote  against  the  claim  of  an  individual  who  repre- 
sents that  he  has  performed  services.  Establish 

such  a  precedent,  and  you  open  the  doors  of  the 
treasury  to  every  applicant  who  can  make  out  any- 

thing like  a  plausible  case. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  am  not  altogether  cer- 

tain, but  I  believe  that  it  is  provided  by  act  of 
Congress  that  horses  killed  in  battle  are  to  be  paid 
for.  I  think  I  have  some  recollection  of  such  an 
act,  and  that  the  honorable  Senator  is  mistaken  in 

regard  to  that  point. Mr.  KING.  It  will  be  well  to  examine  the  law 
and  ascertain  whether  it  is  so  or  not. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  would  like  to  have 
time  to  do  so;  but  I  do  not  wish  that  the  passage 
of  this  bill  should  be  again  deferred.  1  would 
rather  let  the  case  be  disposed  of  without  further 
delay.  If  I  find  the  act,  or  any  authority  which 
bears  upon  it,  I  will  point  it  out  to  the  honorable 
Senator  over  the  way  for  his  satisfaction.  One 
remark,  though,  before  the  Senate  votes.  The 
honorable  Senator  from  Alabama  says  there  is 

danger  of  opening  the  door  to  cases  in  which  per- 
sons, under  a  change  of  circumstances,  and  upon 

a  plea  of  present  necessity,  may  bring  forward 
claims  which  they  had  previously  abandoned.  Sir, 
if  services  have  been  rendered,  they  should  be  paid 
for  upon  every  principle  of  equity  and  propriety. 

The  only  question  is,  has  the  service  been  ren- 
dered, and  has  it  been  paid  for?  If  you  have 

received  the  service,  you  ought  to  pay  what  it  is 
reasonably  worth.  When  you  have  done  this, 
you  are  not  a  loser:  it  is  but  a  just  equivalent. 
That  you  have  received  the  service  in  this  case, 
the  gentleman  over  the  way  himself  acknowledges. 
Besides,  here  is  the  evidence  of  General  Hull,  of 
General  Cass,  and  of  General  Jesup — the  evidence 
of  all  those  who  were  present  when  the  service 
was  rendered — that  you  have  received  that  service. 
Then,  sir,  why  should  you  refuse  to  pay  for  it? 

My  honorable  friend  over  the  way  does  not  dis- 
criminate between  the  case  of  Kennan  and  this 

case.  Here  it  is  as  set  forth  in  the  report,  and 

gentlemen  who  have  opposed  the  principle  in  this 

case  have  taken  up  the  report  of  the  Military  Com- 
mittee, and  shown  why  Kennan  ought  to  have  been 

paid  and  the  claim  of  Wallace  rejected.  Sir,  I  dis- 
like that  unfortunate  rule  of  human  action  which 

allows  to  one  individual  what  is  denied  to  another. 

I  dislike  that  principle  of  human  nature  which  is 
ready  to  yield  everything  to  one,  and  equally  ready 
to  condemn  another  for  the  very  same  thing  for 
which  the  first  is  commended.     Sir,  I  admit,  that 
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an  indiscriminate  allowance  of  claims  of  this  kind 

would  be  highly  improper;  but  we  have  here  a  case 
which  is  not  without  the  support  of  precedent, 
and  which  is  sustained  by  abundant  testimony  in 

regard  to  the  fact  of  the  service  having  been  ren- dered. 

Mr.  NILES.  I  think  the  main  point  to  be  de- 
termined is,  whether  we  will  recognize  the  service 

and  make  it  regular.  One  thing  is  certain,  which 
is,  that  the  service  was  recognized  by  General 
Hull.  The  individual  was  not  regularly  in  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  the  whole  matter 

turns  upon  the  point  as  to  whether  we  will  over- 
look the  informality,  and  regard  the  service  as  reg- 

ular. It  is  clearly  contrary  to  usage  for  a  com- 
manding general  to  call  citizens  into  his  service  as 

aids.  But  there  is  another  fact  in  this  case' which 
should  not  be  overlooked.  General  Hull  was  not 

an  officer  in  the  regular  army  at  the  time  when 

this  gentleman  was  appointed  as  his  aid — he  was 
actingasGovernorof Michigan.  Now, itappears to 
me  that  his  position  as  Governor  of  that  Territory 
might  authorize  him  to  call  in  the  service  of  an  aid 
who  was  not  a  commissioned  officer  in  the  regular 

army.  Well,  if  this  be  so,  there  can  be  no  diffi- 
culty; but,  at  all  events,  I  think  it  certainly  de- 
serves consideration  whether  it  would  be  just 

towards  an  individual  who  had  been  called  into  the 

service,  and  who  had  continued  to  serve  for  a  con- 
siderable length  of  time,  that  he  should  be  treated 

as  a  stranger,  and  that  his  claim  should  be  dis- 
allowed. Would  it  not  be  more  proper  to  visit  the 

punishment  upon  the  officer  through  whose  means 
the  individual  was  brought  into  the  service?  The 
officer  is  the  party  who  should  be  held  amenable 
for  interfering  with  the  rights  of  the  officers  under 
him  when  appointing  his  staff. 

To  refuse  this  claim,  it  seems  to  me,  would  be 
rather  severe  upon  a  man  who  in  a  time  of  need 
had  nobly  volunteered  his  services,  and  had  served 
in  a  distinguished  position,  his  offer  of  service 
having  been  accepted  by  an  officer  of  the  army, 
and  he  having  been  employed  for  a  whole  year. 
To  be  told  now  we  know  nothing  about  you,  is, 
to  say  the  least  of  it,  rather  harsh.  Upon  the 
whole,  I  am  inclined  to  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  allowance  to  be  paid 
to  Mr.  Wallace  as  aid -de-camp  to  the  Governor 
of  the  Territory  is  not  without  precedent.  At  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  a  bill  was  brought  in  to 
remunerate  Charles  L.  Hill  for  services  rendered 
as  aid  to  the  Governor  of  Florida.  The  Military 
Committee  reported  in  favor  of  the  bill.  And  there 
have  been  instances  in  which  such  claims  have 

been  allowed  by  the  department  without  the  inter- 
vention of  Congress,  where  it  is  clearly  ascertained 

that  the  service  has  been  rendered,  though  not 
strictly  regular,  on  the  ground  that  the  service  was 
absolutely  necessary.  As  regards  the  payment 
for  the  horse,  for  that  I  cannot  vote. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi.  The  case  to  which 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Florida  refers  rests 

upon  very  peculiar  ground.  The  claim  was  not 
for  his  services  as  aid,  but  as  inspector  general  and 
mustering  officer  for  the  troops.  And  I  would 
observe  to  the  honorable  Senator  from  Kentucky, 
that  in  such  cases  as  these  we  should  always  make 
a  discrimination.  There  can  be  no  claim  for  ser- 

vices on  the  part  of  any  volunteer  aid,  because,  as 
has  been  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Alabama,  a 
commanding  officer  has  no  right  to  select  his  aids 
from  those  who  are  not  commissioned  officers  of 

the  army.  If  an  individual  serves  as  a  volunteer, 
he  must  do  it  for  the  honor  of  the  position;  he  can- 

not expect  to  be  paid.  If  paid,  it  is  out  of  grati- 
tude for  services  rendered,  without  an  obligation 

to  render  them,  and  cannot  be  demanded  as  a  right. 
And  if  Congress  decide  that  any  particular  person 
shall  be  paid  for  such  services,  it  must  be  after  a 
full  examination  of  what  such  services  were,  and 
upon  a  just  discrimination  in  regard  to  them.  The 
pay  department  of  the  army  cannot  exercise  any 
discretion  in  the  matter.  It  is  altogether  outside 
of  the  regular  business  of  that  department. 

I  will  state  simply — as  I  do  not  intend  to  detain 
the  Senate,  and  as  the  matter  has  been  examined 

by  the  Military  Committee — that,  as  an  individual 
member  of  this  body,  I  was  not  in  favor  of  the 
claim  in  either  case — that  of  Florida,  or  the  present 
one.  In  regard  to  the  claim  for  the  horse,  although 
the  law  does,  as  the  Senator  from  Kentucky  sup- 
Eoses,  authorize  the  payment  for  horses  killed  in 
attle,  I  have  never  heard  of  horses,  or  any  other 

property,  being  paid  for,  which  had  been  surren- 

dered to  the  enemy  by  the  volition  of  the  individual 
himself  to  whom  such  property  belonged. 

If  General  Hull  had  been  fighting  against  a 
semi-barbarous  foe,  we  might  easily  believe  that 
the  troops  would  be  plundered  of  their  property; 
but  we  all  know  the  usages  of  war  too  well  to  be- 

lieve that-in  this  case  the  private  property  of  indi- 
viduals was  taken  away  from  them.  If  the  Sena- 

tor from  Kentucky  will  make  it  apparent  that  his 
property  was  rendered  amenable  to  seizure  by  the 
British  troops  by  the  action  of  his  commander 
solely,  then  I  will  admit  that  a  case  is  made  out, 
and  that,  if  you  recognize  the  man  as  having  been 
in  service,  he  should  be  paid  for  the  horse  so  lost. 
But  I  put  the  Senator  on  his  guard  that  he  must 
first  fully  establish  these  facts. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  I  am 

happy  that  I  am  able  to  obviate  both  the  objec- 
tions of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi 

[Mr.  Davis]  and  those  of  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Alabama,  [Mr.  King.]  I  think  I  may  be 
permitted  to  say  that  I  have  had  a  little  experience 
in  relation  to  surrenders  to  combined  armies  of 

British  and  Indians,  and  consequently  that  I  pos- 
sess some  little  knowledge  of  such  matters.  I 

know,  from  personal  experience,  that  when  such 
unfortunate  and  lamentable  events  occur,  the  In- 

dians are  tolerated  in  seizing  the  property  of  the 
officers  of  the  captured  army,  and  are  allowed  to 
convert  it  to  their  own  use. 

Here,  then,  is  the  proof  called  for  by  the  Sena- 
tor from  Mississippi,  [Mr.  Davis.]  The  proof  is 

this:  the  last  that  was  seen  of  the  petitioner's 
horse,  an  Indian  was  upon  its  back — an-Indian 
had  it  in  possession. 
We  all  know  that  in  the  battles  fought  upon 

our  northwestern  frontier  during  the  last  war  with 
Great  Britain,  whenever  our  armies  surrendered  to 
a  combined  force  of  British  and  their  allies  the 
Indians,  the  rules  of  civilized  warfare,  to  which 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Mississippi  [Mr. 
Davis]  has  referred,  were  not  respected,  but  that, 
on  the  contrary,  they  were  uniformly  set  at  defi- 

ance; and,  as  before  stated,  we  have  in  this  case 
the  proof,  clear  and  indubitable,  to  show  that  this 

gentleman's  horse  was  taken  by  the  Indians. 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi.  Seeing  an  Indian 

on  the  horse,  or  in  possession  of  the  horse,  is  not 
the  proof  I  called  for. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  If  I  understand  the  gen- 
tleman, the  proof  required  is  this,  viz:  that  the 

rules  of  civilized  warfare  were  not  respected,  and 
that  the  petitioner  lost  his  horse  in  consequence  of 
this  disrespect,  and  not  by  reason  of  any  fault  of 
his  own.  All  I  can  say  in  relation  to  the  first 
point  is,  that,  from  personal  knowledge,  I  know 
the  rules  of  civilized  warfare  were  not  respected 
on  such  occasions.  We  have  need  of  no  other 

proof  on  this  point  than  our  country's  history 
furnishes,  or  that  which  the  memories  of  hun- 

dreds who  passed  through  those  bloody  scenes 
can  furnish. 

As  to  the  second  point,  we  have  here  cumulative 
testimony  amounting  to  incontrovertible  proof, 
that  the  petitioner  was  separated  from  his  horse, 
that  the  horse  was  forcibly  taken  from  him,  and 
that  the  last  that  was  seen  of  the  horse  it  was  in 

the  possession  of  an  Indian,  and  that  immediately 
after  the  surrender  of  the  army. 

If  this  does  not  prove  circumstantially  that  the 
petitioner  was  deprived  of  his  horse,  that  he  was 
not  permitted  to  retain  the  control  of  the  animal, 
then  it  does  not  come  up  to  the  requirements  of 
my  friend  over  the  way,  [Mr.  Davis;]  but  it  seems 
to  me  that,  on  every  principle  of  deduction,  this 
proof  comes  up  to  the  requirements  of  the  law. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi.  If  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Kentucky  will  allow  me,  I  will  put 
him  on  his  guard  in  relation  to  these  matters. 

There  is  a  very  great  distinction  between  an 
officer  losing  his  horse  in  the  moment  of  battle — 
whether  surrender  follow  or  not — and  that  of  his 
horse  being  taken  from  him  in  violation  of  the  rules 
of  war.  If  the  officer  abandons  his  horse,  if  the 
horse  runs  away  and  is  taken  by  an  Indian,  the 

loss  is  chargeable  to  the  loser's  own  neglect.  If, 
however,  the  honorable  Senator  shows  that  this 
officer  was  entitled  to  serve  on  horseback,  and  was 

dismounted  at  the  surrender  of  Hull's  army,  and 
his  horse  taken  from  him,  regardless  of  the  rights 
of  private  property,  his  claim  should  be  granted; 
otherwise,  it  should  not. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  think  I  can  come  up 

to  the  gentleman's  requirements.     Sir,  tho  evi- 

dence is,  first,  that  the  army  was  surrendered. 
Then  the  evidence  is,  that,  after  this  surrender,  the 
horse  was  seen  in  the  possession  of  an  Indian. 
Well,  now,  can  the  gentleman  infer  that  the  horse 
escaped, and  thatthe  Indian caughthim  byaccident? 
That  he  escaped,  through  some  accident,  from  the 
officer,  and  thatthe  Indian  caught  him  afterwards, 
is  .not  the  inference.  The  inference  is,  that  the 
horsej  as  well  as  the  officer,  was  surrendered  to 

the  enemy,  and  that  the  enemy  tolerated  this  In- 
dian in  taking  the  horse,  in  violation  of  the  rules 

which  the  gentleman  prescribes.  This  is  my  de- 

duction. 
Sir,  another  case,  and  I  have  done  with  this  pro- 

tracted argument.  I  am  requested  to  state,  in  an- 
swer to  some  suggestions  on  the  other  side,  that 

Hull  was  actually  a  general  of  the  American  army 
at  the  time  of  his  surrender,  and  not  the  mere 
governor  of  a  Territory. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi.  He  was  a  military 

governor  merely. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  He  was  a  general,  and 

acting  in  that  capacity. 

_  Now,  sir,  here  is  another  case,  furnishing  another 
precedent  in  favor  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I 
informed  my  friend  from  Alabama  [Mr.  King] 
that  I  had  not  read  the  hundredth  part  of  the  cases 
establishing  such  precedents;  but  since  the  argu- 

ment commenced  I  have  turned  to  this  case,  one 
of  the  very  many  which  this  book  contains. 

[The  honorable  Senator  held  in  his  hand  a  vol- 
ume of  the  acts  passed  by  Congress,  from  which 

he  read,  as  follows: 

"  Be  if  ordered,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  pay 
out  of  any  money  in  the  Treasury,  not  otherwise  appro- 

priated, to  Samuel  Chestnut,  the  sum  of  eighty-five  dollars, 
($85.)  for  loss  of  a  horse,  while  in  service,  by  reason  of  his 
being  dismounted  by  order  of  Governor  Shelby,  at  Portage 
river,  while  on  an  expedition  to  Canada.] 

Now,  sir,  here  is  a  soldier  dismounted  by  the 
order  of  the  Governor  of  a  State,  said  governor  not 
being  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  by  any 

commission;  for  Governor  Shelby  never  was  com- 
missioned by  this  Government.  He  orders  the 

soldier  to  dismount;  he  separates  him  from  his 
horse;  the  horse  is  lost,  and  the  Government  pay3 
for  it.  Here  is,  if  you  please,  a  volunteer  aid  in 

your  service,  and  the  general  commanding  surren- 
ders that  individual's  horse  to  the  enemy,  compels 

him  to  part  with  it,  and  you  refuse  to  pay  it.  I 
have  done  with  the  case. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  without 
amendment;  when  the  question  being  on  ordering 
it  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  on  a  division 

no  quorum  voted. Mr.  HALE  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays,  which 
were  ordered. 

A  motion  for  adjournment  was  made  and  nega- tived. 

The  yeas  and  nays  being  then  taken  upon  the 
engrossment  of  the  bill,  resulted  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Clarke, 

Clayton,  Corwin,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas,  Downs, 

Felch, "Fitzgerald,  Hale,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Louisiana, 
Metcalfe,  Niles,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sebastian,  Sturgeon,  Tur- 
ney,  Underwood,  Uphain,  Walker,  and  Westcott — 25. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Breese,  Davis  of  Mis- 

sissippi, Dickinson,  Dix,  Fitzpatrick,  Hamlin,  Johnson  of 

Georgia,  and  King — 10. 
So  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 

third  reading;  and  the  bill  was  then  read  a  third 
time,  by  unanimous  consent,  and  passed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DICKINSON,  the  Senate 

proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  Executive  busi- 
ness; and,  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  doors 

were  reopened,  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

IN  SENATE. 

Wednesday,  'December  27,  1848. 
Mr.  ALLEN  presented  the  petition  of  John  P. 

Brown,  asking  compensation  for  extra  services  as 

charge  d'affaires  at  "the  Sublime  Porte;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- tions. 

Mr.  ALLEN  presented  the  petition  of  citizens 
of  Guernsey  county,  Ohio,  asking  that  newspapers 
should  be  permitted  to  pass  free  of  postage  within 
thirty  miles  of  the  place  of  publication;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  A.  desired  particularly  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  committee  to  this  subject.  It  was  a  ques- 

tion of  great  importance  to  every  part  of  the  country, 
and  to  the  newspaper  press  in  particular.     Unless 
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the  committee  should  act  on  the  subject  shortly, 

he  might  himself  bring  the  matter  before  the  Sen- ate. 

Mr.  BENTON  presented  the  petition  of  Sashel 

Woods,  praying  for  mining  privileges  in  Califor- 
nia; which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public 

Lands. 
Mr.  JOHNSON,  oP  Maryland,  presented  the 

petition  of  the  heirs  of  William  Flanigan,  and 
William  Parsons,  deceased,  for  indemnification 
for  losses  sustained  in  building  a  frigate;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 
Mr.WESTCOTT  presented  the  petition  of  John 

P.  Duval,  praying  compensation  for  extra  services 
as  acting  Governor  of  Florida;  which  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Territories. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BADGER,  the  petition  of 

Guier  &  McLaughlin  was  taken  from  the  files  of 
the  Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BRIGHT,  the  papers  in  the 
case  of  the  petition  of  the  executors  of  Henry  King 
were  taken  from  the  files,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Revolutionary  Claims. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CORWIN,  the  papers  in  the 

case  of  Moses  Shepherd  were  taken  from  the  Sec- 

retary's office,  and  placed  on  the  files. 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  submitted  the  fol- 

lowing resolution: 
Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 

quested to  cause  to  be  communicated  to  the  Senate,  the 
expenditures  for  the  survey  of  the  coast,  from  the  time  of 
its  commencement,  in  1807,  to  the  period  when  the  work 
was  discontinued,  and  the  results  obtained;  the  expendi- 

tures from  the  period  when  the  work  was  resumed  in  1834, 
t«  1S44,  and  the  results  obtained;  the  expenditures  and  re- 

sults since  1844,  up  to  the  present  time,  under  the  present 
superintendent. 

At  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  session, 
On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  the  vote  on  the  adop- 

tion of  this  resolution  was  reconsidered;  and,  with 
the  consent  of  the  mover  of  the  resolution,  it  was 
so  modified  as  to  be  a  call  on  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury;  and,  in  its  modified  form,  was  agreed  to. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  last  session 
reuueing  the  mileage  of  messengers. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  gave  notice  that  he 
would  to-morrow,  or  some  subsequent  day,  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  establish  a  land  office 
in  the  State  of  Iowa. 

Mr.  JONES  gave  notice  that  he  would  to-mor- 
row ask  leave  to  introduce  a  bill. 

BILLS  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  BENTON,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  establish  an 
additional  land  district  in  the  State  of  Missouri; 
which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  DODGE,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  cause  the 
northern  boundary  of  the  State  of  Iowa  to  be  run 
and  marked;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second 
time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Public 
Lands. 

Mr.  DODGE  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  intro- 

duce a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Elisha  Hampton;  which 

■was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

WASHINGTON  AND  ALEXANDRIA  BOATS. 

Mr.  BENTON,  on  leave,  introduced  a  bill  in 

addition  to  an  act  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate 
the  Washington  and  Alexandria  Steamboat  Com- 

pany." The  bill  having  been  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
Mr.  BENTON  asked  that  the  Senate  would 

proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  at  this  time. 
It  was  important  that  there  should  be  immediate 
action  on  the  bill,  as  the  term  of  the  existing  charter 
had  nearly  expired. 

The  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  bill  was 
taken  up  for  consideration  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  was  reported  without  amendment;  and, 
the  question  being  on  its  third  reading   

Mr.  FITZPATRICK  wished  some  explanation 
of  the  bill.  He  was  opposed  to  monopolies;  and 
before  he  could  cast  his  vote,  he  desired  to  be  more 
fully  informed  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BENTON  briefly  replied,  that  the  act  char- 
tering this  company  had  been  in  existence  twenty 

years,  and  was  nearly  run  out.    To  stop  the  boats, 

would  be  a  great  inconvenience  to  the  public  of  the 
District. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  said  circumstances 
had  changed  since  the  charter  was  granted.  Alex- 

andria had  since  become  a  part  of  Virginia;  and 
to  renew  the  charter  now,  would  be  an  invasion  of 
State  rights.  He  was  also  opposed  to  it  on  the 

ground  of  monopoly.  Alexandria  might  now  ob- 
tain a  charter  from  the  State  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  KING  suggested  the  propriety  of  referring 
the  bill  to  a  committee  before  any  further  action 
be  taken  upon  it. 

Mr.  NlLES  asked  if  the  company  had  exclu- 
sive privileges  of  navigation.     He  supposed  not. 

Mr.  BENTON.     Certainly  not. 
Objection  being  made  to  the  third,  reading  of  the 

bill  at  this  time,  it  was  passed  over. 
PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BENTON,  the  Senate  pro- 
ceeded to  consider  the  joint  resolution  for  the  relief 

of  Major  R.  M.  Baker,  of  the  ordnance  corps;  and 
the  biil  was  considered  and  read  a  third  time  and 

passed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  DOWNS,  the  Senate  pro- 

ceeded to  consider  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  T.  W. 
Chinn  and  others;  and  the  bill  was  considered  and 

passed. COMMUNICATION  BETWEEN  ATLANTIC  AND 

PACIFIC. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Johnson, 
of  Maryland,  on  the  22d  instant: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  furnish  the  Senate  Willi  a  copy  of  an  official 

despatch  from  Mr.  Wheaton  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  dated 
at  Berlin,  the  7th  December,  1845,  concerning  a  communi- 

cation between  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  Oceans  and  the 
Mediterranean  Sea,  with  such  map  or  maps  as  accompanied 
the  same. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  stated,  that  since  the  resolution 
was  submitted,  a  communication  had  been  received 
obviating  the  necessity  of  its  adoption;  and  he 
moved,  therefore,  that  it  be  laid  upon  the  table; 
which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CLAIMS  ON  CHEROKEE  INDIANS. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 

following  resolution,  submitted  by  Mr.  Cameron 
on  the  10th  of  August  last: 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  War  be  requested  to  com- 
municate to  the  Senate  any  information  that  may  be  within 

the  knowledge  of  the  department  in  reference  to  claims 
made  against  the  Cherokees  who.are  parties  to  the  treaty  of 
AugustS,  1848,  especially  against  that  portion  of  the  nation 
called  old  settlers,  or  Western  Cherokees,  for  services,  or 
any  other  aid  and  assistance  rendered  the  said  Cherokees  in 
the  prosecution  of  their  claim,  which  resulted  in  the  treaiy 
afterwards.  II  such  claims  are  based  on  written  contracts, 
he  is  requested  to  state  whether  the  contracts  were  made 
by  the  duly  authorized  representatives  of  the  Cherokees  in 
their  national,  or  aggregate  capacity,  for  the  benefit  of  those 
wlto  are  made  recipients  by  the  treaty  irr  all  moneys  arising 
out  of  the  settlement  of  their  claims.  And  also  whether, 
within  the  knowledge  of  the  department,  such  contracts 
have  been  fully  and  faithfully  complied  with,  as  far  as  prac- 

ticable, by  the  other  parties  named  in  them.  And  that  he 
will  communicate  the  evidence  upon  which  he  bases  Iris 
opiirion,  with  any  paper  in  the  possession  of  the  department 
showing  the  extent  of  the  services  rendered,  and  the  char- 

acter of  the  claims  thus  made  against  the  moneys  which 
may  be  awarded  under  the  treaty  of  August  6,  1846. 

Mr.  KING  stated  that  "the  Senator  from  Penn- 
sylvania was  absent,  and  moved  that  the  further 

consideration  of  the  resolution  be  postponed  until 
to-morrow;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

GOVERNMENT  LAND  PURCHASE. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana, 

the  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  autho- 

rize the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  the  ap- 
probation of  the  Attorney  General,  to  purchase  for 

the  United  States  the  interest  of  Balic  Peyton  in 

the  tract  of  land  on  which  the  light-house  stands, 
at  the  Southwest  Pass,  at  the  Mississippi  river. 

Mr.  JOHNSON  said:  Mr.  President,  the  object 
of  this  bill  is,  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  purchase  from  the  holder  his  interest 
in  a  certain  tract  of  land  near  the  mouth  of  the 

Mississippi  river,  in  the  State  of  Louisiana,  on 
which  there  has  been  erected  a  light-house.  This 
tract  of  land  was  settled  originally  by  a  man  of  the 
name  of  Fitzgerald,  who  obtained,  under  the  act 
of  Congress,  a  preemption  right  to  it.  He  paid 
for  the  land  and  settled  it.  After  he  had  estab-. 
lished  his  claim  and  obtained  his  certificate  of 

ownership,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  being 
informed  that  this  tract  was  the  only  site  near  the 
Balize  calculated  for  the  erection  of  a  light-house, 

undertook  to  reserve  it  from  public  sale,  and  to  set 
aside  the  certificate  which  had  been  granted  to 
Fitzgerald.  Thereupon  a  suit  was  instituted  by 
Fitzgerald  in  the  circuit  court  of  the  State  of  Lou- 

isiana, and  a  decision  was  given  establishing  his 
claim  to  the  land.  The  case  was  subsequently 
carried  to  the  Supreme  Court,  and  this  decision  of 
the  circuit  court  was  there  sustained.  Afterwards, 
the  title  of  Fitzgerald  was  purchased  by  two  indi- 

viduals, a  Mr.  Carter  and  a  Mr.  Peyton.  The 
United  States  having  a  claim  against  one  of  these 

purchasers,  (Mr.  Carter,)  his  interest  in  the  land 
was  seized  upon  by  the  Government,  and  two 
appraisers  appointed  to  value  it,  in  conformity 
to  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Louisiana.  These 

appraisers  disagreeing — one  estimating  the  value 
of  his  interest  at  $22,500,  and  the  other  at  $15,000 
— another  appraiser  or  umpire  was  by  law  appoint- 

I  ed,  and  gave  his  decision  in  favor  of  the  lowest 
estimate.  The  value  of  his  interest  in  the  land 

I  being  thus  ascertained,  according  to  the  laws  of 
Louisiana,  to  be  $15,000,  it  was  bid  off  at  public 

|  sale  by  the  Government  at  that  price.  The  Gov- 
ernment being  thus  possessed  of  Carter's  interest, 

and  having  already  a  light-house  erected  upon  the 
land,  this  bill  proposes  now  to  purchase  the  in- 

j  terest  of  Peyton,  thejoint  partner  of  Carter  in  the 

I  purchase  from  Fitzgerald. Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Massachusetts.  I  would  ask 
the  Senator  from  Louisiana  what  it  was  that  the 

Government  gave  Carter  for  his  interest? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  Fifteen  thousand  dollars  in 

cash;  and  now  this  bill  authorizes  the  Secretary  of 

the  Treasury  to  purchase  Peyton's  interest — giving 
him  the  same  amount  that  was  given  to  Carter, and 

no  more,  provided  the  Attorney  General,  on  ex- 
amination, shall  be  satisfied  as  to  the  character  of 

the  title.  But  there  can  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  title, 
its  validity  having  been  sustained  by  a  decision  of 

the  Supreme  Court. 
Mr.  DAVIS.  How  many  acres  are  there  in  the 

tract? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  One  hundred  and  sixty  acres 
— lying  near  the  mouth  of  the  Balize,  and  the  only 
high  land  suitable  forthesiteof  alight-house  within 
several  miles. 

Mr.  DAVIS.  What  do  you  want  with  a  hun- 
dred and  sixty  acres  of  land  for  a  light-house? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  Government  wants  it; 
and  the  light-house  being  already  upon  the  land  in 
which  Peyton  holds  a  joint  interest,  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Government  should  purchase  his  interest 
in  order  to  control  the  work.  The  bill  comes  to 

us  recommended  by  two  different  committees,  who 

have  thoroughly  examined  the  case;  the  report  ac- 
companying it  is  so  lengthy,  that  unless  some  Sen- 

ator desires  it,  I  will  not  ask  for  the  reading. 
Mr.  BALDWIN  was  understood  to  inquire 

whether  the  land  could  not  be  divided,  so  that  the 

portion  owned  by  the  Government,  with  the  im- 
provements, may  be  retained? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  The  light-house  cannot  be 
divided! 

Mr.  DAVIS.  I  do  not,  with  my  present  views 
of  the  subject,  feel  disposed  to  vote  for  this  bill. 
It  seems  to  me  a  pretty  extravagant  price  to  pay 

thirty  thousand  dollars  for  the  site  of  a  light-house; 
and  I  do  not  exactly  see  why  we  should  require  a 
hundred  and  sixty  acres  of  land  for  that  purpose. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  would  remark  that  the  great 
value  of  the  land  consists  in  its  peculiarly  favorable 
position,  and  it  cannot  be  divided.  According  to 
the  laws  of  Louisiana,  a  tract  of  land  held  by  two 

persons,  if  either  of1  the  parties  desire  the  sale,  or 
the  sale  becomes  imperatively  necessary,  cannot 

properly  be  divided,  and  the  law  provides  that  it 
shall  be  sold.  The  bill  does  not  make  it  abso- 

lutely binding  upon  the  Government  to  give  $15,000 
for  Peyton's  interest  in  the  land.  It  only  autho- 

rizes the  Secretaiy  to  offer  that  amount. 
Mr.  NILES.  There  is  no  evidence  before  us 

that  this  land  is  worth  anything  like  $15,000  for 
the  site  of  a  light-house.  In  order,  therefore,  to 
give  time  for  a  more  particular  examination  of  the 
subject,  I  think  the  consideration  of  the  bill  had 
better  be  postponed. 

fMr.  JOHNSON.  This  bill  was  postponed  from 
time  to  time  during  the  whole  of  last  session,  be- 

cause it  was  considered  a  public  bill.  In  addition 
to  what  I  have  already  stated  with  reference  to  the 

appraisement  and  value  of  this  land,  I  would  fur' 
ther  remark,  that  the  Government  made  a  propo- 

sition to  Mr.  Peyton  to  purchase  his  interest,  and 

appointed  two  persons  in  this  city  to  yalue  it.  One 
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of  these  appraisers  was  the  Comptroller  of  the 

Treasury,  and  the  other  Mr.  Pierce  Butler.  These 

gentlemen  estimated  the  value  of  the  interest,  for 
the  second  time,  at  §15,000. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Will  the  Senator  answer 

me  a  question  ? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  Certainly. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  understand  this  land  was 

originally  procured  for  a  light-house.  Mr.  Balie 

Peyton  owns  one-half  of  it,  and  the  United  States 

gave  $15,000  for  the  other. half.  The  question  I 

wish  to  propound  is,  whether,  since  the  United 

States  purchased  this  interest  of  Carter,  this,  site 
for  a  light-house  has  not  been  abandoned,  and  the 
building  itself  gone  into  ruins? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Not  to  my  knowledge. 
Mr.  DiX.  I  was  not  aware,  until  my  attention 

was  called'  to  the  subject,  that  this  is  the  same  bill 
which  was  brought  forward  several  times  at  the 
last  session.  I  understand  that  the  Government 

do  not  want  this  land;  that  the  light-house  on  it 

has  decayed;  and  that,  in  all  probability,  another 
site  will  be  selected.  I  have  not  now  before  me 

the  information  pertaining  to  this  matter,  which 

was  in  my  possession  last  winter.  This  is  not  an 

application  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  but  an 

application  on  the  part  of  an  individual,  for  the 

Government  to  pay  a  large  sum  of  money  for  land 
which  we  do  not  want.  I  understand,  moreover, 
that  the  Government  has  sold  the  other  half  of 

this  land  for  a  few  hundred  dollars— at  any  rate 

less  than  a  thousand — with  the  exception  of  four- 
teen acres  reserved  for  a  light-house.  1  hope  the 

bill  may  be  postponed,  and  I  will  take  some  pains 

to  collect  the  necessary  information  upon  the  sub- 

ject. Mr.  JOHNSON.  If  it  is  the  desire  of  gentle- 
men to  obtain  information  in  regaid  to  the  bill,  I 

shall  not  object  to  its  postponement,  though  1 

should  prefer  present  action  upon  it.  If  the  Gov- 
ernment have  abandoned  this  light-house,  it  must 

have  been  done  very  recently.  It  is  not  known 
tome,  however-,  and  the  gentleman  is  probably 

mistaken.  With  regard  to  the  selling  of  this  land 

by  the  Government,  1  know  nothing.  I  know 
that  the  Government  has  recently  advertised  for 
sale  numerous  tracts  of  land  in  different  States  of 

the  Union,  which  were  not  wanted  for  public  pur- 
poses; and  whether  this  land  lias  been  so  offered 

for  sale  I  know  not.  It  is  my  impression  that  it 

has  not  But  this  does  not  affect  the  question  be- 
fore the  Senate.  The  land  is  now  occupied  by 

Peyton,  and  it  is  necessary  to  possess  his  interest, 

in  older  to  place  the  whole  within  the  control  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  recollect  this  bill  distinctly; 

for  I  presume  it  is  the  same  one  that  was  brought 
forward  on  several  occasions  for  consideration  at 

the  last  session.  Unless  its  features  and  the  facts 

connected  with  it  have  changed  since  that  time,  it 

is  nothing  more  nor  less  than  a  bill  to  compel  the 

Government  to  pay  fifteen  thousand  dollars  for  a 

piece  of  property  that  we  do  not  want,  and  have 
no  earthly  use  for.  This  is  the  view  which,  upon 
examination,  I  took  of  the  bill  at  the  last  session. 
I  shall  vote  against  its  passage. 

Mr.  BELL.  I  have  not  examined  the  reports 
upon  this  case.  My  knowledge  of  the  matter  has 
been  gathered  wholly  from  the  discussions  to 
which  I  have  listened.  I  do  not  rise  for  the  pur- 

pose of  opposing  the  proposition  to  postpone,  but 
with  the  object  of  answering,  before  any  final  vote 
shall  be  taken,  some  objections  urged  against  it, 
which  are  calculated  to  prejudice  the  minds  of  Sen- 

ators. The  only  knowledge  I  have  of  the  matter, 
as  I  have  already  said,  has  been  collected  from  the 
remarks  of  my  friend  from  Louisiana  and  others 
who  have  taken  part  here,  and  from  another  friend 

of  mine,  who  argued  the  question  before  the  Su- 
preme Court  some  seven  or  eight  years  ago.  In 

his  argument,  I  recollect,  he'represented  this  as  a point  of  land  that  intrinsically  would  be  considered 
of  great  value,  because  of  its  being  the  highest 
point  of  land  in  a  particular  pass  of  the  river  for 
some  distance,  and  where  the  Government  deemed 

it  very  important  to  establish  a  light-house  for  the 
protection  of  the  commerce  of  the  Mississippi. 
The  Government  had  assumed  the  power  of  re- 

serving this  tract  of  land,  which  had  been  settled 
and  claimed  under  the  preemption  laws  of  the  Uni- 

ted States,  and  had  proceeded,  at  considerable 

cxpf  nse,  to  build  a  light-house  upon  it.  But  the 
settler  contested  the  right  of  the  Government  to 
make  the  reservation,  upon  the  plea  that  the  pos- 

session of  the  land  was  important  for  Government 
purposes,  and  instituted  legal  proceedings  against 
the  Government.  The  district  court  of  Louisiana 

confirmed  the  right  a/ the  claimant;  but,  by  order 
of  the  Government,  under  the  motion  of  the  Uni- 

ted-States District  Attorney,  the  case  was  brought 
up  regularly  by  appeal  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
where  it  was  warmly  contended  by  the  Attorney 
General  that  the  Government  had  a  right  to  exclude 
the  complainant.  The  Supreme  Court,  however, 
affirmed  the  decision  of  the. court  below,  and  con- 

firmed the  title  of  Fitzgerald.  At  that  time,  how- 
ever, it.  was  in  the  possession  and  use  of  the  Gov- 

emmentofthe  United  States.  Ofothercircumstances 

connected  with  the  case,  I  have  no  knowledge  ex- 
cept what  I  ha-ve  gathered  from  reading  the  report 

and  what  has  been  said  here. 

I  think  that  honorable  Senators  have  done  injus- 
tice to  this  case;  and  first,  with  regard  to  the  remark 

of  the  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Davis,] 
who  asks,  what  use  has  the  Government  for  more 

than  a  few  acres,  even  if  it  be  important  to  estab- 
a  light-house  there  ?  Now,  I  put  it  to  the  honorable 
gentlemen,  whether,  in  the  idea  of  the  value  at- 

tached to  property  situated  as  this  is — by  the  pur- 
chasers from  a  preemptive  claimant — they  may  not 

well  include  the  importance  of  such  a  point  to  the 
United  States  Government  for  the  erection  of  a 

light-house  or  fortifications.  I  ask,  whether  the 
purchasers  from  Fitzgerald  might  not  very  prop- 

erly consider  and  include  this  in  the  idea  of  value 
in  their  purchase,  and  so  give  a  large  price  for  it, 
on  the  ground  that  it  wo\ild  at  some  day  be  very 
important  to  the  Government  that  it  should  become 
the  possessor  of  it  at  a  fair  and  reasonable  price; 
though  truly,  it  would  be  iniquitous  in  citizens  to 
exact  an  exorbitant  valuation  of  such  property 
from  the  Government.  If  these  gentlemen  became 
purchasers  of  this  property,  have  they  not  the 
right  to  claim  a  fair  consideration  for  the  idea  of 
value  attached  in  purchasing  the  property  with 
reference  to  its  public  utility,  and  of  consequent 
future  use  by  Government?  But  again:  Who  can 
estimate  the  value  of  a  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of 
land  situated  as  this  is?  The  honorable  Senator 
from  Louisiana  is  better  informed  than  I  am,  and 

can  give  a  better  idea  of  their  value.  But  1  have 
seen  some  of  these  rich  lands,  situated  on  what  is 
called  the  coast  of  the  Mississippi,  below  New 
Orleans;  and  when  gentlemen  talk  of  $30,000  being 

an  exorbitant  valuation,  I  would'  have  them  to  re- 
member that  it  is  only  with  reference  to  the  present 

year  that  they  can  so  speak  of  it.  When  we 
estimate  the  value  of  these  rich  alluvial  lands,  so 

productive  in  their  nature,  and  so  favorably  situ- 
ated, by  the  value  of  property  in  the  Old  World, 

and  in  many  parts  of  the  .New,  we  make  up  our 
estimate  by  an  erroneous  standard.  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  one  hundred  dollars  per 
acre  for  these  rich  lands  below  New  Orleans,  and 
for  hundreds  of  miles  above,  would  be  considered 
a  moderate  valuation  even  now;  and  that,  within 

a  few  years  of  time  even  two  hundred  or  two  hun- 
dred and  fifty  dollars  an  acre  will  not  be  considered 

too  high.  In  this  point  of  view,  then,  the  valua- 
tion now  placed  upon  this.ever-enduring  soil  cannot 

be  considered  exorbitant.  And  besides  this,  it 

may  have  been  purchased,  and,  at  any  rate,  may 

fairly  be  sold,  by  Carter  and  Peyton,  upon  a  valu- 
ation having  reference  to  its  importance  for  the 

public  use,  and  future  purchase  by  Government. 
Some  Senators  have  thrown  out  the  idea  that  this 

Government,  having  a  claim  against  one  of  these 
copartners,  had  levied  on  his  interest  in  the  land; 
and  that  interest  having  been  appraised,  in  con- 

formity to  the  laws  of  Louisiana,  by  gentlemen 
selected  by  the  court  for  the  purpose,  at  $15,000, 
became  owner  of  that  interest;  and  now,  says  an 

honorable  Senator,  why  not  have  a  partition  of  the 

property,  hold  on  to  that  reserved  for  the  light- house, and  then  let  the  other  owner  go  on  and  sell 

his  interest  for  what  he  can  get  afterwards?  But 
now  I  ask  the  honorable  Senator  whether  that 

would  be  fair?  Would  it  be  fair  and  equitable  to 

take  this  very  extraordinary  course,  and  so  depre- 
ciate the  value  of  his  lands  that  they  would  not  be 

worth  probably  more  than  twenty-five  per  cent,  of 

their  present  valuation,  thus  depriving  him  of  near- 

ly all  his  property?  Would  it  be  right,  I  ask  you, 
sir?  '  But  you  cannot  do  it. 

A  message  was  here  received  from  the  House  of 

Representatives,  after  which — Mr.  BELL  continued.  I  was  about  to  inquire 

what  right  the  Government  would  have  to  lay  out 

fourteen  acres  of  this  land  and  sell  it,  to  the  preju- 
dice of  this  claimant  ?  What  right  would  the  Gov- 

ernment have  to  sell  their  undivided  interest  for 

some  few  hundred  dollars,  as  was  stated  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Dix]? 

What  right  would  the  Government  have  to  make 
any  such  division  at  all  ?  What  right  would  they 
have  to  do  this,  even  if  the  authority  to  do  so  ex- 

isted; and,  especially,  what  right  would  the  Gov- 
ernment have  to  communicate  such  authority  for 

the  very  purpose  of  making  the  division  ?  Would 
it  not  be  arbitrary  and  unjust  of  them  to  make 
such  a  division  of  this  property,  even  if  they  could 
do  so  under  the  laws  of  Louisiana?  I  believe  that, 
according  to  the  laws  of  that  State,  (Louisiana,) 
the  Government  has  no  right  to  partition  off  this 
property,  and  sell  the  most  valuable  portion  of  it, 
to  the  prejudice  and  loss  of  the  owners  of  the  re- 

mainder of  the  land.  If  I  am  wrong  in  this  belief, 
the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Johnson]  can 
inform  me  whether,  according  to  the  laws  of  that 
Stute,  such  a  proceeding  could  lake  place. 
What  portion  of  the  land  did  those  fourteen 

acres  which  were  sold  by  the  Government  in- 
clude? They  included,  I  presume,  that  portion  on 

which  the  light-house  was  erected;  which  was 
erected  upon  private  property,  without  any  au- 

thority whatever.  If  this  light-house  was  erected 
upon  private  property  originally,  it  was,  in  all 
probability,  done  under  the  idea  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  knew  of  some  law  by  which  he 
could  set  aside  the  claim  of  the  individuals  holding 

the  property  and  sell  it,  or  convert  it  to  the  use  of 
the  Government.  And  the  same  must  have  been 

the  case  if  the  Government  has  sold  a  portion  of 
the  land,  as  stated  by  the  Senator  from  New  York, 

[Mr.  Dix.]  I  apprehend,  however,  that  the  in- 
formation received  by  the  honorable  Senator  [Mr. 

Dix]  is  incorrect,  and  cannot  be  relied  on.  But, 
at  any  rate,  would  it  not  be  arbitrary  and  unjust 

for  the  Government,  by  any  proceeding,  to  de- 
prive the  gentlemen  to  whom  this  property  right- 
fully belonged  of  any  portion  of  it,  or  to  appro- 

priate a  part  of  it  to  their  own  use,  to  the  detriment 
and  loss  of  the  just  and  lawful  owners  of  the  land  ? 
Such  a  proceeding,  in  my  opinion,  would  be 
wholly  illegal  and  altogether  unjustifiable.  And  I 
would  here  remark,  that  the  parties  to  whom  t}»is 

land  belongs  have  a  right  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  public  uses  to  which  it  may  hereafter  be 

applied  in  their  estimation  of  its  value.  They  have 

a  right  to  include,  in  all  their  estimates  and  valua- 
tions of  the  property,  whatever  advantages  may 

be  incident  to  its  position,  and  whatever  advan- 
tages may  accrue,  or  may  be  likely  hereafter  to 

arise,  on  account  of  its  future  importance  to  the  Go  v- 
ernment  of  the  United  States.  And  would  it  not  be 
iniquitous  for  the  Government  to  deprive  them,  by 
any  manner  of  proceeding,  of  any  of  their  rights, 
privileges,  or  advantages,  present  or  prospective? 
The  fourteen  acres,  sir,  may  include  all  that 

portion  of  the  land  held  to  be  of  any  value.  Fort- 
ifications may  be  erected  upon  it;  a  light-house 

may  be  permanently  located  and  erected  there ; 
and  it  seems  to  me  that  it  would  be  illegal  and 
unjust  for  the  Government  to  dispose  of  the  most 

valuable  portion  of  the  land,  and  leave  the  remain- 
ing and  comparatively  worthless  part  only  to  those 

to  whom  the  whole  rightfully  belongs.  It  seems 
to  me,  therefore,  that  the  information  which  has 
come  to  the  ear  of  the  honorable  Senator  from 

New  York  [Mr.  Dix]  in  relation  to  the  Govern- 
ment's having  made  a  division  of  this  land,  and 

selling  their  interest  in  the  moiety  reserved  for 
themselves,  must  be  incorrect. 

Now,  sir,  in  all  this  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that 
we  are  called  upon  to  authorize  an  exorbitant  or 
extravagant  price  being  paid  for  this  property. 
The  bilf  Itself  proposes  that  there  shall  be  a  limit- 

ation to  the  price  at  which  it  shall  be  purchased; 
and  if  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  who  is  to  be 
requested  and  authorized  by  the  bill  to  settle  the 
whole  matter,  thinks  that  the  lands  are  not  worth 
more  than  two  thousand  dollars,  he  will  give  no 
more  for  them.  If  the  Secretary  considers  the 
lands  to  be  worth  five  or  ten  thousand  dollars,  he 

will  pay  that  price  for  them,  and  no  more.  If, 
however,  that  officer  thinks  the  lands  are  worth 
the  sum  named  in  the  bill  as  the  highest  point, 
beyond  which  he  must  not  go,  namely,  fifteen 
thousand  dollars,  and  if  he  cannot  get  them  for  a 
less  amount,  why  then  the  bill  proposes  that  it 
shall  be  given.  It  is  scarcely  probable,  however, 
that  fifteen  thousand  dollars  would  be  paid  for  the 
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land.  That  sum  has  been  placed  as  a  limitation 
upon  the  bill  on  the  ground  that  the  Government 
paid  fifteen  thousand  dollars  for  the  other  moiety — 
the  moiety  purchased  from  Mr.  Carter. 

I  do  not  pretend  to  say,  sir,  that  this  property 
is  worth  five  thousand,  much  less  fifteen  thousand 
dollars.  I  only  infer,  from  the  information  that  I 
have  received,  that  it  will  eventually  become  of 
great  value.  If  I  am  rightly  informed,  this  land 
is  situated  on  a  high  land,  on  that  part  of  the  Mis- 

sissippi which  must  render  it  forever  valuable;  and 
more  especially  in  reference  to  the  public  uses 
which  it  is  likely  the  Government  will,  sooner  or 
later,  demand  it  for. 

If  it  be  true,  sir,  that  the  Government  intends  to 

dispense  with  this  land,  as  has  been  intimated'  by Senators  over  the  way,  [Messrs.  Dix  and  Bright,] 
it  is  not  worth  while  for  us  to  consume  time  in 

deliberating  and  legislating  upon  the  subject.  If 
the  bill  were  suffered  to  lie  over  a  short  time,  I 
presume  that  all  the  information  in  relation  to  the 
matter  necessary  to  an  enlightened  legislation  upon 
it,  could  be  easily  obtained.  This,  perhaps,  would 
foe  the  better  course. 

I  have  only  taken  this  occasion  to  throw  out 
these  remarks  for  the  purpose  of  dispelling  the  pre- 

judices against  the  bill  which  the  observations  of 
the  honorable  Senators  might  have  raised  in  the 
minds  of  others. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Massachusetts.  Mr.  President, 
the  inquiry  made  by  my  friend  from  Tennessee 

'[Mr.  Bell]  seems  to  imply  just  what  I  suppose 
everybody  conjectured  before;  that  is,  that  this 
land,  in  all  probability,  acquires  its  value,  real  or 
imaginary,  from  some  supposed  emergency  for  the 
occupation  of  it  by  the  United  States;  and  if  1  can 

gather  anything  from  my  friend's  remarks,  it  is 
that  certain  individuals  have  stepped  in  with  this 
view,  this  hope,  this  expectation,  and  purchased 
these  lands.  And  the  gentleman  [Mr.  Bell]  says, 
is  it  not  reasonable,  is  it  not  right  and  just  and 
proper,  that  the  purchasers  should  receive  some 
equivalent  for  fair  and  just  expectations  of  this 
description  founded  on  the  public  exigency  ?  Well, 
sir,  if  a  man  supposes  that  I  havea  great  need  and 
want  of  a  piece  of  property,  and  steps  in  and  pur- 

chases that  property  in  order  to  see  what  he  can 
get  out  of  me  by  the  speculation,  I  will  stop  and 
consider  a  while,  when  the  question  whether  I  will 
buy  or  not  comes  up,  and  it  must  take  a  pretty 
urgent  case  to  induce  me  to  give  four,  five,  six, 
eight,  or  ten  times  as  much  as  the  property  is 
worth,  under  such  circumstances. 

And,  sir,  the  rule  that  1  would  apply  in  individ- 
ual transactions,  I  would  also  apply  in  the  transac- 

tions of  the  Government.  The  parties,  who  are 
the  owners  of  this  land,  stepped  in  here  and  pur- 

chased it  because  Government  may  be  supposed 
to  have  some  occasion  for  the  use  of  this  property; 
because  Government  may  want  it  as  a  site  for  a 

light-house,  fort,  or  road,  or  for  some  other  use, 
and  they  hoped  out  of  that  consideration  to  make 
some  money.  Why,  sir,  it  will  require  a  case  of 

pretty  strong  necessity — a  case  of  the  most  urgent 
necessity,  to  make  me  vote  for  a  bill  which  pro- 
proses  to  pay  mote  than  this  property  is  worth. 

Well,  sir,  what  is  this  land  worth?  We  seem  to 
have  no  reliable  evidence  touching  this  point  be- 

fore us.  The  honorable  Senator  from  New  York 

[iVffr.  Dix]  or  the  honorable  Senator  from  Indiana, 
[Mr.  Bright, ]T  do  not  know  which — at  all  events 
the  remark  was  made  by  some  one  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House — says  that  after  reserving  four- 

teen acres  of-  this  land — the  whole  of  which 

amounted  to  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres — one 
undivided  moiety  of  the  residue  sold  for  a  thou- 

sand dollars,  or  thereabouts.  If  this  be  so,  it  is  an 
answer  to  all  that  my  friend  from  Tennessee  [Mr. 
Bell]  has  urged.  This  land  was  put  into  the 
market;  and  there  is  the  price  of  an  undivided 
moiety.  It  was  sold  for  the  meager  sum  of  only 
one  thousand  dollars  or  less. 

I  do  not  know  what  the  motive  was  that  guided 
that  sale.  I  take  the  fact  as  it  was  stated,  and  I 
hope  there  was  no  dishonesty  about  it.  If  that  be 
so,  upon  what  principle — unless  we  adopt  the 
views  of  the  Senator  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Bell,] 
— can  we  justify  ourselves  in  paying  thirty  thou- 

sand dollars  for  the  site  of  a  light-house  ?  That 
sale  was  really  unimportant,  no  matter  what  mo- 

tive induced  it;  no  matter  what  price  was  paid  for 
the  land.  Perhaps  the  honorable  Senator  is  cor- 

rect that,  if  this  be  a  joint  property,  the  United 

States  the  owner  of  one-half  and  some  other  party 

the  owner  of  the  other  half,  they  could  not  proba- 
bly make  such  a  partition  of  the  land  as  has  been 

suggested  when  they  come  to  sell  it.  But  I  do  not 
hold  that  fact  at  all  important;  and  all  the  informa- 

tion we  have  concerning  the  value  of  the  property 
goes  to  show  that  the  estimate  of  this  individual 

is  far  too  high — is  far  beyond  its  real  value. 
Again,  sir,  it  is  said  that  there  is  a  limit  in  the 

bill — that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is  not 
-authorized  to  pay  more  than  fifteen  thousand  dol- 

lars for  the  land.  We  all  know,  sir,  very  well 
how  these  limitations  operate.  We  have  wit- 

nessed their  operations  time  and  again.  The  re- 
sult invariably  is,  that  if  the  party  of  whom  the 

purchase  is  to  be  made  refuses  to  sell  his  property 
for  less  than  the  amount  named  as  the  outward 

limit  bf  the  bill,  that  amount  has  to  be  paid.  The 
vender  is  sure  to  tell  the  party  instructed,  whether 
the  Attorney  General,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

ury, or  any  other  officer  of  the  Government,  that 
Congress  would  never  have  passed  such  a  law 
unless  they  had  been  willing  that  the  maximum 
amount  should  be  paid;  and  the  contracting  officer 
gives  the  ultimate  amount,  and  lte  gives  it  simply 
uecause  Congress  has  authorized  him  so  to  do,  and 
because  the  vender  will  not  accept  anything  less. 

Therefore",  if  you  pass  this  bill,  you  must  consider yourselves  as  proposing  to  give  fifteen  thousand 
dollars  for  the  interest  of  lliis  individual  in  this 

property. 
Well,  now,  sir,  if  it  be  satisfactorily  shown  to 

me  that  this  property  is  worth  fifteen  thousand 
Hollars,  and  that  the  United  States  are  in  want  of 

this  moiety  of  the  one  hundred  and  sixty  acres  of 
land  owned  by  this  individual,  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  on  it  a  light-house,  or  for  any  other  pur- 

pose, I  will  vote  for  the  bill.  I  will  experience 
no  difiiculty  in  giving  it  my  sanction  and  support. 
But  what  I  desire  is  to  see  some  satisfactory  evi- 

dence, in  the  first  place,  that  there  is  an  emergency 
for  it;  and,  in  the  second  place,  that  it  is  worth the  money. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  Mr.  President, 
I  feel  very  confident  that  the  Senator  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Dix]  is  mistaken  in  saying  that  a  por- 

tion of  this  land  has  been  sold  by  the  Government 
of  the  United  States,  for  I  am  very  confident  that 
the  Government  could  not  select  fourteen  acres  out 
of  the  whole  estate  and  sell  it. 

Mr.  DIX.  Sir,  1  did  not  state  that  fourteen 
acres  had  been  sold  by  the  Government.  I  only 
stated  my  understanding  of  the  matter,  based  on  ! 
what  I  heard  at  the  last  session  of  Congress.  This 
bill  has  been  taken  up  out  of  its  place.  I  was  not 
aware  that  it  was  under  consideration  till  a  friend 

called  my  attention  to  the  fact.  I  stated  that  I  had 
some  memoranda  concerning  it  that  I  could  not  I 
now  lay  my  hand  on.  I  may  have  been  mistaken 
in  regard  to  the  statement  that  an  undivided  half 
had  been  sold  for  less  than  a  thousand  dollars.  It 

was  either  a  moiety  of  this  land,  or  a  lot  adjoining, 
concerning  which  there  was  some  dispute. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was 

not  taken  up  out  of  its  order.  Some"  days  ago  it 
was  made  the  special  order  for  to-day. 

Mr.  DIX.  1  was  mistaken,  then.  I  was  not 
aware  that  the  bill  had  been  made  the  special 
order. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  According  to  the  laws  of 
Louisiana,  where  property  is  held  jointly  by  two 
parties,  if  either  party  wishes  a  partition,  or  wishes 
to  have  the  property  sold,  he  must  institute  a 
Suit  for  that  purpose.  Then,  if  the  land  cannot 
be  divided  to  the  satisfaction  of  both  parties,  the 
court  shall  order  the  sale  of  the  whole  land,  and 
divide  the  proceeds  justly  between  the  parties. 
This  is  one  of  those  tracts  of  land  that  could  not 

be  divided.  I  presume  the  light-house  was  in  the 
centre  of  the  land,  and  it  could  not  be  divided  so 
as  to  give  the  Government  the  light-house,  which 

occupied  probably  the  best  part  of  it.  'And  even if  it  could  have  been  divided,  the  Government 
should  have  brought  a  suit,  in  conformity  to  the 
laws  of  Louisiana,  praying  for  a  division  of  the 
land,  or  that  it  should  be  sold  jointly.  That  is  the 
law  of  Louisiana,  and  that  was  the  course  pursued 
when  Carter's  interest  in  the  land  was  sold.  The 
Government  instituted  a  suit,  obtained  a  judgment 
against  Mr.  Carter,  and  seized  his  half  of  the  land. 

Appraisers  were  appointed — the  Government  ap- 
pointing one  and  Mr.  Carter  the  other.  The  ap- 

praisers could  not  agree.  One  estimated  the  value 
of  the  land  at  twenty-two  thousand  five  hundred 
doljars,  and  the  other  estimated  it  at  fifteen  thou- 

sand dollars.  When  two  appraisers  cannot  agree' 
the  court  appoints  an  umpire.  The  umpire  was 
appointed,  and  he  decided  the  value  of  Carter's 
portion  of  the  land  to  be  fifteen  thousand  dollars. 
The  land  was  put  up  at  auction,  and  the  Govern- 

ment purchased  Carter's  interest  in  it  for  fifteen thousand  dollars. 

Gentlemen  say  that  fifteen  thousand  dollars 
would  be  too  high  a  price  to  pay  for  the  residue 
of  this  land — that  it  may  not  be  worth  two  thou- 

sand dollars.  Why,  sir,  it  would  be  difficult  to  get 
any  piece  of  land  in  that  vicinity  for  less  than  a 
hundred  dollars  per  acre,  and  there  are  very  few 
owning  land  on  the  Mississippi,,  for  a  hundred 
miles  above,  who  would  sell  it  at  that  price.  But, 
sir,  this  land,  independent  of  the  light-house,  will 
be  exceedingly  valuable.  It  is  the  highest  point 
of  land  in  that  vicinity.  It  is  situated  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi,  and  there  will  ere  long  be  a 
town  there:  there  is  a  little  village  there  now.  It 

is  the  highest  and  most  eligible  spot  of  land  n'ear 
the  Balize,  rendering  it  not  only  a  most  valuable 
tract  of  land  for  the  site  of  a  light-house,  but  for 
a  town.  1  know,  sir,  that  the  land  must  be  valu- 

able without  the  light-house  entering  into  the  con- 
sideration at  all.  But,  sir,  the  United  States  have 

taken  possession  of  it.  They  hold  it,  and  it  cannot be  divided. 

Again:  gentlemen  have  said  that  the  United 
States  have  no  use  for  this  land.  Wei!,. sir,  I 
stated  at  first  that  a  very  lengthy  report  had  been 
made,  in  which  all  the  facts  of  the  case  are  set 
forth,  and  that  I  would  be  very  happy  to  have  it 
read  if  any  gentleman  desired  to  hear  it,  but  no 
one  asked  for  its  reading. 

Mr.  BRIGHT.  I  would  ask  the  honorable 
Senator,  if  he  will  allow  roe,  whether  this  land  is 
anything  more  than  a  sand  bank  which  has  been 
thrown  up  by  the  action  of  the  waves? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  All  the  lands  in  that  region 
are  the  result  of  alluvial  deposites,  made  gradually, 
perhaps  in  the  course  of  a  hundred  years,  or  more. 
I  do  not  know  that  there  is  any  difference  between 
this  land  and  other  lands  on  the  Mississippi,  for 
two  hundred  miles  up.  They  have  all  been  made 

gradually,  by  deposites  of  alluvium.  As  I  stated 
before,  this  is  the  only  high  landnear  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi,  and  will  be  immensely  valu- 

able, if  not  for  a  light-house,  for  a  town.  There  is 
a  village  there  now,  and  I  presume  that,  had  it  not 
been  for  this  occupation  of  the  land  by  the  United 
States,  there  would  have  been  a  large  town  there before  this  time. 

Mr.  P1TZPATRICK.  Will  the  honorable  Sen- 
ator allow  me  to  interrupt  him  for  a  moment?  I 

wish  to  ask  if  the  Government  has  ever  intimated 
a  wish  to  purchase  this  land  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  a  light-house  thereon? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  would  refer  the  gentleman 
to  the  report,  wherein  he  will  find  everything 
bearing  upon  the  subject  fully  and  clearly  set  forth. 
The  Government  has  use  for  the  land.  I  will 

now  read  from  that  part  of  the  report  which,  after 
stating  that  the  case  had  been  tried  yi  the  United 
States  circuit  court  for  that  district,  and  decided  in 
favor  of  Carter  and  Peyton,  was  carried  by  appeal 
to  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  United  States,  goes 

on  to  say   
Mr.  CLAYTON.   When  was  the  report  made? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.     Two  years  ago,  sir. 

Mr.  CLAYTON.     By  whom  was  it  made? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.     It  was  reported  by  Mr.  Jar- 

nagin,  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Private  Land 
Claims.     I  will  read  from  the  report,  as  I  was 
about   to    do  when    the  honorable  Senator  from 

Delaware  [Mr.  Clayton]  propounded  his  inquiry: 

"  That  court,  in  January,  1841,  affirmed  the  judgment  of 
the  circuit  court,  and  thereby  g&yeto  trie  defendants  in  error 

a  title,  or,  in  the  language  of'  Mr.  Gilpin,  the  Attorney  Gen- 
eral, '  a  possession  which  nothing  is  to  disturb.  A  patent 

could  give  them  no  more.'  From  this  time  up  to  August, 
1843,  the  title  of  Carter  and  Peyton  was  not  disputed,  but  a 
correspondence  was  kept  up  between  them  and  the  Treas- 

ury Department,  in  relation  to  the  price  to  he  given  by  the 
United  Estates.  No  agreement  could  be  effected,  and  the 
matter  was  submitted  to  the  arbitration  and  award  of  James 
McCulloii,  First  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury,  and  the  Hon. 
Pierce  M.  Butler — the  first  chosen  by  the  Treasury  Depart- 

ment, and  the  latter  by  Carter  and  Peyton." 

So  that  it  appears  from  the  document  that  the 
Government  have  been  in  correspondence  for  the 
purchase  of  this  land  for  several  years,  and  at  one 
time  appointed  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treasury  to 

purchase  Carter's  interest  in  these  lands;  and  the 
Comptroller  estimated  the  value  of  that  interest  at 
fifteen  thousand  dollars.   If  anything  has  occurred 
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very  recently,  I  am  uninformed  of  it.  The  docu- 
ment shows  that  the  Government  made  application 

for  the  purchase  of  this  land,  and  the  only  difficulty 
appears  to  be  in  arranging  the  price  to  be  paid  for 
it,  and  in  its  division.  The  land  could  not  be 
divided.  To  be  sure,  they  might  sell  their  interest 
in  it,  either  wholly  or  irr  part,  subject  to  a  future 
division.  But  the  Government  has  no  right  to 

divide  this  land,  and  say,  "  I  will  have  this  partic- 
ular spot."  They  have  no  such  power  at  all.  The 

law  of  Louisiana  prescribes  the  manner  in  which 
it  shall  be  done,  if  done  at  all.  It  must  be  sold,  or 
divided  by  persons  appointed  for  that  purpose  by 
the  court.  And,  as  I  have  remarked  before,  it 
could  not  be  divided  by  the  Government,  and  a 
portion  of  it  sold  by  them,  as  has  been  intimated. 

I  will  conclude  by  remarking  that  the  bill  merely 
authorizes  the  Government  to  purchase,  after  due 
examination  of  the  whole  subject  by  appropriate 

and  competent  officers,  Mr.  Peyton's  interest  in 
this* land,  at  a  sum  not  exceeding  fifteen  thousand 
dollars,  and  for  as  much  less,  of  course,  as  can  be 

agreed  upon. 
Mr.  CLAYTON.  I  trust  that  the  Senator  who 

has  this  bill  in  charge  will  not  press  it  to  a  vote 

to-day.  1  would  greatly  prefer  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Senator  from  New  York  should  prevail, 

in  order  that  we  may  have  a  little  more  time  to 
consider  of  the  propriety  of  passing  the  bill.  But 
if  I  am  forced  to  vote  upon  the  bill  now,  I  shall 

found  my  vote  upon  one  single  consideration — upon 
one  single  fact,  if  that  fact  can  be  ascertained,  and 
that  is,  if  the  site  proposed  for  this  light-house  is 
really  indispensable  for  the  purposes  of  navigation 
at  that  place.  If  this  be  so — and  gentlemen  of  the 
southern  States  can  inform  us  upon  this  point — I 
see  no  difficulty  in  voting  for  the  bill.  The  true 
purpose  of  the  bill  does  hot  seem  to  be  understood. 
It  is  not  a  bill  peremptorily  ordering  the  purchase 
of  a  site.  It  is  a,  bill  authorizing  the  Attorney 
General,  in  the  first  place,  to  ascertain  the  fact  of 
the  desirableness  of  the  situation;  and,  after  being 
thoroughly  satisfied  in  regard  to  that  point,  then 
to  agree  upon  terms  of  purchase;  that  is  to  say, 
provided  the  cost  shall  not  exceed  the  sum  of  fif- 

teen thousand  dollars.  It  is  not  declared  that  fif- 
teen thousand  dollars  shall  be  paid  absolutely,  for 

we  do  not  know  that  that  is  the  value  of  the  prop- 
erty; we  do  not  commit  ourselves  to  any  valuation 

or  to  the  specification  of  the  sum  which  shall  be 
paid  further  than  this:  we  say  we  will  give  no  more 
ihan  fifteen  thousand  dollars.  The  Attorney  Gen- 

eral will  be  bound  undoubtedly  to  make  the  best 
bargain  he  can.  The  only  question,  then,  with 
me,  as  I  have  said,  is,  is  this  site  absolutely  neces- 

sary for  the  navigation  and  commerce  of  the  United 
States?  One  of  the  Senators  from  Louisiana  is 

clear  upon  this  subject.  His  opinion  seems  to  be 
in  accordance  with  the  opinions  of  the  committee 
from  which  this  bill  was  originally  reported.  They 

say,  in  one  of  the  clauses  of  their  report,  "  that  the 
'  purchase  of  the  right  of  Mr.  B.  Peyton  in  this 
•  section  of  land  is  indispensable  to  the  commerce 
'  and  navigation  and  substantial  interests  of  the 
'  United  States."  Such,  too,  was  the  opinion  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  at  that  time;  and  I 
do  not  know  that  any  other  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

ury has  ever  given  a  contrary  opinion. 
Now,  sir,  if  this  be  true — if  the  site  is  really 

indispensable  for  the  commerce  and  navigation  of 
the  United  States  at  the  mouth  of  sucl*a  river  as 

the  Mississippi,  why  I  am  prepared  to  vote  the 
sum  of  fifteen  thousand  dollars,  or  one  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  if  need  be,  to  procure  it.  I  do 
not  intend,  however,  to  give  a  vote  that  will  enable 
anybody  to  extort  money  from  this  Government. 
I  do  not  think  that  any  such  thing  is  intended  by 
this  bill;  if  it  be,  we  have  a  complete  check  upon 
such  a  scheme  through  the  intervention  of  our  own 
officer. 

My  honorable  friend  from  Massachusetts  ob- 
serves, that  he  would  deal  in  a  matter  of  this  kind 

as  he  would  in  a  matter  appertaining  to  private 
life.  So  would  I.  But  if  a  person  should  happen 
to  purchase  a  tract  of  land  directly  in  front  of  my 
mansion,  through  which  it  would  be  necessary  for 
me  to  have  a  road,  and  even  if  that  purchase 
should  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  extorting  money 
from  me,  I  do  not  know  upon  .what  principle  I 
could  force  a  road  through  another  individual's 
ground.  I  should  have  to  obtain  it  by  purchase, 
if  it  cost  me  treble  its  real  value.  We  are  some- 

times compelled  to  give  more  for  a  thing  than  its 
intrinsic  value. ,  As  I  said  before,  the  only  ques- 

tion with  me  in  this  case  is,  is  this  site  necessary? 
The  gentleman  from  Louisiana  who  sits  furthest 
from  me  can,  I  have  no  doubt,  afford  us  informa- 

tion in  regard  to  this  point.  I  have  not  yet  had 
the  pleasure  of  hearing  him  make  any  remarks 
upon  the  subject.  He  and  other  southern  gentle- 

men are  better  informed  upon  the  subject,  prob- 
ably, than  we  are  who  live  at  so  great  a  distance. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  Although  this  bill  was  reported 
from  a  committee  of  which  I  am  a  member,  1  have 

not  paid  particular  attention  to  it.  I  have  no  otlfer 
information  than  that  which  the  other  members  of 

the  committee  possess — 1  mean  such  as  appeared 
from  the  papers  that  were  laid  before  the  commit- 

tee. I  understand  there  is  a  light-house  upon  a  part 
of  the  land  in  question  that  is  still  in  use;  and  1  take 

j  it  for  granted,  theiefore,  that  a  light-house  is  neces- 
!  sary.  But  how  far  a  light-house  may  be  consid- 
!  ered  indispensable  to  the  navigation  of  the  Mis- 

sissippi, I  am  riot  prepared  to  say;  but  that  it  is 
necessary,  I  think  is  manifest  from  the  circum- 

stance that  one  has  been  kept  up  for  a  long  time, 

and  still  is  in  use,  at  that  place.  1  have  no  par- 
ticular information  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.     I  will  simply 
remark  that  an  appropriation  was  made  some  years 

ago  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a  light-house;  the 
old  she  being  considered  an  improper  position,  it 
was   deemed    necessary  to  have  a   new  one,  and 
this,  1  believe,  was  universally  acquiesced  in.     An 
appropriation  at  all  events  was  made  by  Congress 
for  the  purpose,  and  the  Treasury  Department  was 
authorized  to  contract  for  the  building  and  to  select 

the  spot.     A  spot  was  selected  and  a  light-house 
built;  and  that  one  is  necessary,  there  can  be  no 
doubt.     There  is  irot  a  spot  on  the  globe  where 

one  is  more  required.     There    has   been  a  light- 
j1  house  there  ever  since  the  first  settlement  of  the 
I   country  ;  but,  as  I  have  said,  the  old  one  fell  down, 
[I  and  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  has  selected  this 
,  spot  as  the  site  of  the  new  one. 

I,      Mr.  BRADBURY.    There  is  one  consideration 
I;  which  I  think  should  be  taken  into  view  in  acting 

upon  this  question,  and  that  is,  whether  the  Uni- 
ted States  cannot  now,  from  the  interest  which  it 

has  in  the  property,  secure  to  itself  all  the  land 
which  is  necessary  for  the  site  of  the  proposed 

light-house.     The  United   States  Government  is 
the  owner  of  one-half  of  the  lot  of  one  hundred  and  ! 
sixty  acres,  unless   they  may  have  disposed  of  | 
some  portion  of  it.     Being  the  owner  of  one-half  i 
of  it,  then,  1  apprehend,  as  but  a  small  portion  of 
land   is  necessary  for  the  construction  of  a  light-  I 
house,   there  will  be   no   manner  of  difficulty  in 

securing,  by  division,  a  portion  sufficient  to  erect  i 
a  light-house  upon,  or  in   securing  that  portion  j 
uporr  which  the  light-house  now  stands,  if  one  is 
erected  that  is  worth  preserving. 

It  is  impossible  for  me  to  conceive  that,  owning 
one-half  of  the  tract,  so  called,  the  Government 
cannot  secure  to  itself  a  spot  suitable  for  the  erec- 

tion of  a  light-house.  It  is  said  that  it  ought  to 
stand  on  higher  ground,  but  the  difference  in  ex- 

pense of  building  between  the  different  sites  will 
be  very  little,  it  appears  to  me;  and  it  will  be 
much  better  for  the  Government  to  build  upon  the 
cheaper  spot,  even  though  they  should  be  obliged 
to  build  the  light-house  higher. 

It  is  said  that  the  Government  has  parted  with 
its  undivided  interest.  I  know  not  how  that  may 
be;  but  if  it  be  true,  it  is  undoubtedly  a  proof  that 

the  Government  think  they  have  more  than  suffi- 
cient for  their  purpose.  I  should  regard  it  as  con-t 

elusive  proof  that  the  Government  have  sufficient 

space  for  the  purpose  of  building  their  light-house. 
1  do  not  understand  that  this  grows  out  of  any 
application  that  has  been  made  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  has 

not  stated  that  the  application  proceeds  from  the 
Government  for  authority  to  make  this  purchase. 
And  it  does  seem  to  me  it  would  be  time  enough 

for  us  to  make  provision  for  the  purchase  and  pay- 
ment of  fifteen  thousand  dollars  for  this  tract  of 

land,  on  which  to  erect  a  light-house,  when  the 
Government  comes  forward  and  signifies  its  desire 
that  we  should  do  so.  Why  should  we  undertake 

to  anticipate  the  wants  of  the  Government?  Un- 
doubtedly the  officers  of  the  Government  are  suf- 

ficiently awake  to  the  wants  and  interests  of  the 
country,  and  will  make  all  needful  inquiry  as  to 
the  requirements  of  commerce  and  navigation.  It 
is  not  for  us  to  anticipate  them. 

The  honorable  Senator,  I  think,  speaks  of  this 
as  a  claim.     What!  the  owner  of  an  undivided 

interest  coming  forward  and  claiming  that  the  Gov- 
ernment shall  purchase  his  interest!  The  Govern- 

ment has  a  right  to  say  we  will  divide;  it  will  be 

as  well  for  us,  perhaps,  that  there  should'  be  a  di- 
vision; arid  if  we  then  have  need  of  land,  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Treasury  will  ascertain  how  much 
is  requisite;  and  when  the  application  comes  from 
that  quarter,  with  the  specification  of  how  much 
we  want,  we  shall  be  in  a  better  situation  to  act 

upon  the  subject. 
Mr.  BELL.  One  word  further.  I  have  not 

examined  the  report,  and  am  not  aware,  perhaps, 

of  all  the  facts  of  the  case;  and  I  will  premise  what 
I  have  now  to  say,  by  suggesting  to  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Louisiana,  who  has  charge  of  the 
bill,  that  it  would  be  imprudent  to  press  the  bill 
now,  after  the  suggestions  that  have  been  made 
that  the  Government  no  longer  want  the  site,  and 
that  they  have  parted  with  a  portion  of  what  they 
had.  Many  Senators  might  be  unwilling  to  vote 
for  the  bill  under  such  circumstances.  It  would 

be  better,  therefore,  I  think,  that  the  bill  should 
lie  over.  But  I  beg  leave  to  remark,  in  order  that 
no  injustice  may  be  done  in  reference  to  this  claim, 
whatever  it  may  be  worth,  that  the  Senator  from 
Massachusetts  avoided  answering  the  query  that  I 
put  in  regard  to  the  limit  of  value  that  is  fixed  by 
the  bill-;  and  the  honorable  Senator  proceeded  to 

say,  that,  taking  it  for  granted  that  the  site  pro- 
posed to  be  procured  is  necessary,  he  would  act  for 

the  Government  as  he  would  for  an  individual,  and 
would  consider  well  before  he  would  submit  to  any 
exaction.  Pie  would  consider  diligently  whether 
the  site  was  actually  wanted  by  the  Government. 

That  is  exactly  my  argument.  If  it  is  not  con- 
sidered indispensable,  then  we  ought  not  to  buy 

it  at  all.  I  will  go  with  the  Senator,  and  not  sub- 
mit to  this  extortion,  if  it  be  extortion  to  make  the 

demand.  But  I  would  press  upon  the  Senator  the 

inquiry  whether,  if,  having  erected  a  light-house  in 
its  own  wrong,  it  is  worthy  of  the  Government  to 

proceed  upon  a  technicality — if  it  could  be  done — 
whether  it  would  be  worthy  of  the  Government  to 
give  one  tenant  the  full  value,  or  whatever  he  asks, 
and  then  to  make  the  remainder  worthless,  and  by 
some  adroit  management  to  get  the  spot  laid  off 
to  itself?  I  ask  whether  this  would  be  worthy  of 

the  Government,  unless  the  demand  were  unrea- 
sonable? 

As  I  have  already  stated,  I  know  nothing  of  the 
facts  of  the  case.  I  know  nothing  of  the  circum- 

stances that  have  transpired  since  the  Government 
became  the  joint  owner  of  the  tract.  If  1  mistake 
not,  it  was  contended,  on  the  r art  of  the  officers  of 

the  Government,  that  the  Government  had  a  prior- 
right  to  this  property;  that  they  could  exclude  set- 

tlers and  preemption  claimants;  and  I  am  strongly 

of  the  opinion  that  if  the  Government  could  dis- 
pense with  the  property  it  would  be  done.  But  I 

consider  it  would  be  unworthy  conduct  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  whatever  it  would  be  on  the 
part  of  individuals,  because  it  might  have  the  power 
to  get  possession  of  a  spot  of  land  on  which  to 
build  a  light-house,  to  do  it  in  disregard  of  the 
rights  of  individuals. 

But  the  Senator  from  Maine  has  suggested  that 
this  is  not  a  claim  set  up  by  the  Government,  but 
that  it  is  an  individual  claim;  that  the  Government 
is  in  a  state  of  composure  in  regard  to  it.  That 
may  be  so,  so  far  as  their  having  the  use  of  the 

property,  and  the  possession  of  it;  but  1  presume 
that  the  rights  of  an  individual  claimant  are  not  to 
be  wholly  disregarded,  and  that  when  he  applies 

to  Congress  to  remedy  a  private  injury,  an  indi- 
vidual grief,  that  the  Government  occupies  arbitra- 

rily his  property,  and  refuses  to  compensate  him 
for  it,  he  has  a  right  to  be  heard.  1  cannot  con- 

ceive that  there  is  the  slightest  impropriety  in  ask- 
ing for  redress  in  such  a  case.  It  is  the  only 

remedy  the  individual  has.  I  hope  the  Senator 
from  Louisiana  will  allow  the  bill  to  lie  over.  For 

my  own  part,  I  shall  not  vote  for  the  bill  if  it  be 
made  to  appear  that  the  proposed  site  is  not  im- 

portant for  the  safe  navigation  of  the  Mississippi 
at  that  place. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Massachusetts.  If  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Tennessee  understood  me  as 

implying  that  the  owner  of  any  property  was  seek- 
ing to  build  up  his  interest  at  the  expense  of  the 

Government,  he  greatly  misunderstood  me.  The 
position  assumed  by  my  friend  from  Tennessee  is 
this:  Shall  the  Government,  after  having  given 

increased  value  to  property,  be  required,  when  it 
becomes  necessary  to  purchase  that  property,  to 
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pay  for  it  according  to  its  increased  value?  I  cap 

assure  the  gentleman  that  when  a  matter  of  that 

kind  is  submitted  to  a  court  and  jury,  the  occasion 

which  the  Government  has  for  the  property  is 

■never  taken  into  the  account;  it  never  enters  into 

their  consideration;  and  no  court  has  ever,  within 

my  knowledge,  instructed  a  jury,  where  property 

was  required  for  public  use,  either  for  railroads, 

canals,  light-houses,  or  for  any  other  purpose, 

that  in  consequence  of  the  urgency  of  the  demand 

the  value  is  enhanced.  Not  at  all:  its  value  is  esti- 

mated upon  very  different  considerations.  But, 

says  the  gentleman ,  you  have  a  strong  arm ,  and  you 

enter  unceremoniously  upon  the  property  of  your 

cotenant;  you  take  possession  anU  hold  it.  Why, 

I  see  no  evidence  of-this.  The  Government,  in 

anticipation  of  a  want  at  an  early  day,  erected  a 

light-house,  and  I  suppose  they  still  have  posses- 

sion of  it;  but  we  have  no  evidence  that  the  Gov- 

ernment is  keeping  the  cotenant  out.  He  has  a 

right  to  enter  upon  the  property  and  do  as  he 

pleases  with  his  undivided  moiety.  It  is  a  well 

settled  principle  of  law  that  each  of  the  cotenants 

has  the  right.to  enter  into  and  enjoy  the  property, 
and  that  one  cotenant  has  no  right  to  shut  another 

out.  Now,  I  do  not  understand  that  this  individ- 

ual is  coming  here  with  a  complaint  that  the  Gov- 
ernment has  shut  him  out.  They  have  taken  this 

little  position,  it  is  true,  and  have  applied  it  to  the 

exigencies  of  the  Government.  They  have  prob- 
ably exclusive  possession  of  it.  Well,  now,  the 

party  has  a  right  to  meet  the  question  as  he  sees 

fit,  and  have  it  equitably  adjusted.  I  do  not  com- 
plain of  this.  What  1  object  to  is,  the  paying  an 

extravagant  price  which  cannot  be  justified  by  the 
circumstances  of  the  case.  I  .wish  to  act  upon 
evidence  as  to  its  value. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  I  have  no  desire 

to  press  this  bill  to  a  final  vote  at  this  time.  1  am 
quite  willing  that  it  [should  be  deferred  for  the 
present. 

The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  then 

postponed  until  to-morrow. 
APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  THE  COAST  SURVEY. 

The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  of  the  United,  States: 
I  communicate,  herewith,  in  compliance  with  the  request 

contained  in  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  19th  instant, 
a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  with  the  accorn- 
|>anyingstatement,  prepared  by  the  Register  of  the  Treasury, 
which  exhibits  the  annual  amount  appropriated  on  account  of 
the  coast  survey,  from  the  commencement  of  said  survey. 

JAMiiS  K.  POLK. 
Washington,  December  27,  1848. 

The  following  is  the  statement  referred  to  in  the 
above  message: 

Statement  of  the  annual  amount  anjrropriatcd  on  account  of 
the  coast  survey,  from  the  commencement  of  said  survey, 
rendered  in  compliance  with  a  resolution  of  the  Senate  of 
December  19,  1848: 

Dates  of  appropriations.  Amount. 
1S07,  February  10   $50,000  00 
1812,  February  25,  reappropriation   49,284  25 
J 816,  April  16,  reappropriation   29,720  57 
1816,  April  27. .   54,720  57 
18132,  July  10   20,000  00 
1833,  March  2   20.000  00 
1834,  June  27   30,000  00 
1835,  Februarv  13   30,000  00 
1836,  Mav  9   80,000  00 
1837,  March  3   6!>,000  l)Q/ 
1838,  J uly  7   90,000  00 
1839, .March  3   90,000  00 
1840,  May  8.   ,   100,000  00 

1841,  March  3   .*   100,0)0  00 1842,  May  18   ]  00,000  00 
1843,  March  3   100.000  00 
1844,  June  17   80^000  00 
1845,  March  3   100,000  00 

1846,  August  10*.   111,000  00 1847,  March  3   146,000  01) 
1848,  Augustl2   165,000  00 

1,605,725  39 
Deduct  amounts  carried  to  the  surplus  fund,  viz : 
In  1809   $49,284  25 
In  1814....:   i   29,720  57 
In  1822...   14,816  75 
lu  1826   2,586  00 

  .   96,407  57 
/■    

$1,509,317  82 

DANIEL  GRAHAM,  Register. 
Treasury  Department, 

Register's  Office,  December  22,  1848. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  House  of 

Representatives  by  Mr.  Campbell,  their  Clerk, 
announcing  that  the  Speaker  of  said  House  had 
signed  several  enrolled  bills,  and  had  sent  them  to 
the  Senate  for  the  signature  of  their  President. 

The  bills  were  signed  by  the  President  pro  tern., 
and  were  directed  to  be  transmitted  to  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States  for  his  signature. 

Mr.  FELCH  moved  that  the  prior  orders  of  the  ' 
day  be  postponed  in  order  to  take  up  the  bill  grant- 

ing to  the  State  of  Michigan  the  right  of  way  and 
a  donation  of  public  land  for  the  construction  of  a 
ship  canal  around  the  falls  of  St.  Mary,  in  said  i 
State,  for  the  purpose  of  making  it  the  special  order 
for  Wednesday  next. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  hoped  there  would  be  no 
more  special  orders  made  at  this  time. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  Felch,  when  no  quorum  voted. 

After  a  brief  conversation,  Mr.  FELCH  with- 
drew his  motion  for  the  present, 

And  the  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wednesday,  December  27,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

Mr.  HENLEY  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  give 
notice  that  he  should,  at  a  future  day,  move  for  II 
leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  in  relation  to 
the  mileage  of  persons  appointed  by  the  electors  of 
the  several  States  to  deliver  the  votes  for  President 

and  Vice  President,  to  the  President  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  DIXON  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  give 
notice  of  a  motion  to  introduce  a  bill  to  abolish  the 
franking  privilege. 

Mr.  GOGGIN  said  he  rose  to  ask  to  be  excused 

from  serving  on  the  Select  Committee  raised  yes- 
terday, on  his  motion,  upon  the  subject  of  a  me- 

morial of  the  surrender  of  Cornwallis  to  General 

Washington,  at  Yorktown.  His  reason  for  doing 

so  was,  that  as  it  related  to  an  event  which  hap- 
pened in  the  district  of  his  colleague,  [Mr.  Bayly,] 

and  as  the  terms  of  the  resolution  admitted  of  but 

one  member  from  each  State,  he  preferred  that  his 
colleague  should  occupy  the  post  of  chairman  of 
that  committee,  and  hoped  he  might  be  appointed 
in  lieu  of  himself.  He  had  moved  the- resolution 

of  inquiry  as  one  of  a  national  character,  and  not 

as  pertaining  to  any  particular  State  or  district; 
and  he  only  felt  desirous  of  seeing  some  action  on 
the  subject,  his  own  attention  having  been  called 

to.  it  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Historical  Society 
of  Virginia,  in  the  course  of  the  remarks  of  its 

distinguished  president,  Mr.  W.  C.  Rives. 
The  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  Mr.  Goggin  was 

excused  from  service  on  the  committee 

The  SPEAKER  announced,  that  if  the  consid- 
eration of  thu  pending  motion  to  reconsider  was 

not  insisted  on,  the  Chair  would  proceed  to  call 
the  States  for  petitions. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  asked  the 
House  to  take  up  the  motion  made  by  him  some 
days  since,  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the 
House  agreed  to  the  resolution  in  regard  to  the 

binding  of  Emory's,  Abert's,  Johnson's,  and  Fre- 
mont's (last)  reports. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  there  were  two  or  three 
motions  to  reconsider  which  had  priority,  in  the 

order  of  business,  over  the  motion  of  the  gen- 

tleman from  Pennsylvania.  The  gentleman's  mo-, 
tion  could  only  be  taken  up  at  this  time  by  general 
consent. 

Mr.  WHITE  moved  that  the  House  resolve 

i|self  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

Mr.  KAUFMAN  inquired  of  the  Speaker  which 
motion  to  reconsider  was  first  in  order? 

The  SPEAKER,  replied,  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Michigan,  [Mr.  Stuart,]  to  recon- 

sider the  vote  by  which  the  resolution  relative  to 
the  slave  trade  in  the  district  of  Columbia  was 

adopted. 
Mr.  KAUFMAN  insisted,  then,  on  the  order  of 

business. 
Mr.  WHITE  also  insisted  on  his  motion;  but 

it  was  understood  to  be  ruled  by  the  Speaker  to 

yield  to  the  motion  to  reconsider. 
SLAVE  TRADE  IN  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA. 

The  House  accordingly  proceeded  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  motion  of  Mr.  Stuart,  made 

several  days  since,  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which 
the  following  resolution  (offered  by  Mr.  Gott) 

was  adopted,  viz  : 
Whereas  the  traffic  now  prosecuted  in  this  metropolis  of 

the  Republic  in  human  beings  as  chattels  is  contrary  to 
natural  justice  and  the  fundamental  principles  of  our  politi- 

cal system,  and  is  notoriously  a  reproach  to  our  country 
throughout,  Christendom,  and  a  serious  hinderance  to  the 

progress  of  republican  liberty  among  the   nations  of  the 

earth  :  Then-tore, 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  for  the  District  of  Colum- 

bia be  instructed  to  report  a  bill,  as  soon  as  practicable,  pro- 
hibiting the  slave  trade  in  said  District. 

Mr.  STUART  was  entitled  to  the  floor,  and 

proceeded  to  address  the  House.  He  said  that 

some  time  had  elapsed  since  he  had  had  the  honor 
of  moving  to  reconsider  the  resolution  which  had 
been  adopted  by  the  House;  and  if  there  had  been 
at  that  time  any  improper  excitement  growing  out 
of  the  subject  of  that  resolution,  ample  time  had 

passed  for  the  minds  of  gentlemen  in  this  House 
to  become  perfectly  calm.  He  proposed  to  state, 

as  briefly  as  he  could,  but  yet  with  perfect  dis- 
tinctness, the  views  which  he  entertained  upon 

this  exciting  subject.  In  so  doing,  he  should 

speak  plainly,  but  at  the  same  time  he  should  not 
undertake  to  censure  the  course  of  any  gentleman 

here,  or  to  dictate  what  course  he  ought  to  pursue. 
He  should  state  facts;  he  should  state  wherein,  in 

his  judgment,  the  opponents  of  this  measure  had 
not  done  in  this  House  what  they  ought  to  have 
done.  It  was  well  known,  that  at  the  North,  as 

well  as  at  the  South,  a  difference  of  opinion  was 
entertained  by  different  gentlemen  on  this  subject. 

Every  vote,  however,  which  had  been  taken  in 
this  House  since  he  had  had  the  honor  of  being  a 
member,  had  been  taken  without  opportunity  for 

explanation,  upon "the  motion  of  some  member 
from  the  South,  either  to  lay  on  the  tab  e,  or  to 

apply  the  previous  question;  both  of  which,  he 
submitted,  were  wrong  in  principle,  wrong  to- 

wards gentlemen  at  the  North,  who  were  not  dis- 

posed to' carry  measures  on  this  subject  to  the  ex- 
treme. The  history  of  this  very  resolution  under 

consideration  would  show  that  gentlemen  from  the 
South,  on  his  side  of  the  House,  who  were  opposed 

to  this  resolution,  had  voted  to  sustain  the  previous 

question.  The  records  of  this  House  showed  that 
these  same  gentlemen  voted  in  the  affirmative,  by 

yeas  and  nays,  on  the  question  whether  the  main 
question  should  be  now  put;  thus  cutting  off  every  . 

opportunity  for  explanation;  thus  preventing  gen- 
tlemen from  the  North  who  desired  to  vote  against 

the  resolution,  from  having  an  opportunity  to  do 
so  without  a  misconstruction  of  their  vote. 

He  had  said,  he  deemed  this  course  wrong  in 

principle,  and  unjust  to  gentlemen  of  the  North 

who  were  opposed  to  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion in  its  present  form.  The  subject  of  slavery 

in  the  District  of  Columbia  was  one  which  had 

occupied  the  attention  of  every  statesman  and 
every  lover  of  his  country  for  a  very  considerable 
number  of  years  past.  He  had  brought  to  bear 

upon  the  subject  the  limited  abilities  which  he 
possessed.  He  had  come  to  certain  conclusions, 
which  he  begged  here  to  state,  which  would  con- 

trol his  action  hereafter,  and  would  have  controlled 

it  heretofore,  if  he  had  had  an  opportunity  for 

explanation.  He  should  not  undertake  to  speak 
for  the  people  of  the  North;  lie  claimed  no  such,, 
authority;  he  was  invested  with  no  such  right;  but 
he  should  undertake  to  speak  what  he  believed  to 
be  the  opinions  of  a  vast  majority  of  the  people 
whom  he  had  the  honor  to  represent. 

It  was  known  that  at  the  North  there  was  a 

portion — a  very  small  portion,  however — of  the 
people  who  avowed  themselves  in  favor  of  the  dis- 

solution of  this  Union,  unless  slavery  could  be 
abolished  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  There  was 

a  portion  of  the  people  of  the  South  who,  he  had 
been  forced  to  believe,  were  not  unfavorable  to 

such  a  fatal  result,  unless  they  could  maintain  the 
balance  of  power  in  this  Republic.  That  portion, 

he  thought,  was  small  also.  There  were  a  few 
individuals  of  another  class  of  people  at  the  North, 

of  no  merit,  seeking  to  acquire  eminence  by  agi- 
tating this  exciting  subject,  but  seeking  in  vain. 

There  was  a  similar  class  at  the  South,  exercising 

equal  energy,  and  with  no  better  success.  But  the 
great  body  of  the  people,  both  North  and  South, 
in  his  humble  judgment,  were  disposed  to  make 

every  proper  sacrifice;  to  do  everything  that  was 
consistent  with  the  rights  and  the  interests  of  the 
whole  country,  in  order  so  to  adjust  this  question, 

as  to  save  and  perpetuate  our  institutions. 

To  this  latter  class,  humble  as  were  his  preten- 
sions, he  claimed  to  belong.  In  reference  to  the 

District  of  Columbia,  therefore,  his  opinions  were 
these:  That  the  abolition  of  slavery  should  depend 

entirely  upon  the  will  of  the  people  resident  in  the 
District.  Many  of  them  had  been  thrown  into  this 
District  without  their  own  consent,  by  the  action 

of  the  States  of  Maryland  and  Virginia  on  the  one 
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side,  and  of  the  General  Government  through  its 
constituted  authorities  on  the  other  side.  They  were 
here  with  certain  habits,  associations,  customs, 

and  institutions.  They  had  no  voice  in  the  elec- 
tion of  the  National  Legislature.  The  Constitution, 

however,  had  conferred  upon  this  Legislature  full, 

ample,  unqualified  powers  of  legislation  over  them. 

But  every  principle  of  right,  of  justice,  and  of  mo- 
rality required  that  the  requests  of  these  people,  so 

far  as  they  were  reasonable,  should  be  the  only 
criterion  of  legislation  in  reference  to  the  question. 
Therefore,  in  his  opinion,  slavery  should  not  be 
abolished  in  this  District  except  upon  the  request 

of  the  people  who  resided  in  it.  In  uttering  these 
views,  he  was  not  speaking  the  impulses  of  his 

heart — every  fibre  of  which  was  struck  with  hor- 
ror at  the  existence  of  this  institution,  in  all  its 

forms  and  complexions;  but  he  was  undertaking 
to  present  a  view  of  the  subject,  which  he  thought 
was  founded  in  the  immutable  principles  of  justice 

which  should  always  govern  the  intelligent  legis- 
lation of  Congress. 

The  question  that  arose  was  this:  Was  the 
abolition  of  the  slave  trade  within  this  District  an 

exception  to  the  rule  which  he  had  laid  down?  He 
humbly  submitted  that  it  was.  While  he  would 
say  that  he  regretted  the  introduction  of  this  reso- 

lution; while,  had  he  been  consulted  on  the  sub- 
ject, he  would  have  advised  against  it;  yet  the 

resolution  having  been  introduced,  and  being  called 
to  vote  upon  it,  he  should  state  the  views  which 
would  control  his  vote  in  reference  to  it. 

He  should  vote  to  reconsider  this  resolution,  for 
several  reasons,  which  he  would  now  attempt  to 
state:  First,  on  account  of  the  language  of  the 
resolution  itself.  It  did  not  convey  the  meaning 
which  the  mover  himself  most  probably  intended. 
It  was  so  comprehensive  in  its  terms,  that  it  would 
prevent  any  resident  of  this  District  from  disposing 
of  his  slave,  however  great  the  necessity.  He 
doubted  whether  this  Congress  possessed  such  a 

power — a  power  to  render  the  property  of  indi- 
viduals here  absolutely  worthless,  by  taking  from 

them  the  right  of  disposing  of  it. 
But,  waiving  the  question  of  constitutionality, 

the  resolution,  he  repeated,  in  Us  present  form,  fell 
within  the  rule  to  which  he  had  alluded.  It  would 
constitute  a  direct  interference  with  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  this  District.  It  was  a  proposition 
to  act  at  once,  so  as  to  prevent  them  from  dispo- 

sing of  their  property — a  right  in  which  they  were 
deeply  interested — without  any  expression  of  their 
wishes  upon  the  subject. 

Mr.  TUCK  here  interposed,  and  wished  to  ask 
the  gentleman  a  question;  but 

Mr.  STUART  declined,  and  said  if  the  House 
would  not  consider  it  disrespectful,  he  would  be 
obliged  to  gentlemen  if  they  would  allow  him  to 
go  on  with  the  remarks  which  he  had  to  make 
without  being  interrupted.  He  should  be  very 

•happy,  if  his  time  would  allow,  to  answer  the 
questions  which  any  gentleman  on  this  floor  might 
desire  to  put,  but  he  would  prefer — very  much 
prefer  to  go  on  without  interruption. 

[Cries  of  "Go  on — go  on."] He  should  vote  for  the  reconsideration  of  the 

resolution,  (he  continued,)  for  another  reason;  he 
doubted  the  propriety — not  the  power,  but  the 
propriety — of  a  direct  act  of  Congress  on  this 
subject.  He  very  much  preferred  to  authorize  the 
municipal  authorities  of  the  District  to  control  this 
question.  If  it  was  believed  on  the  part  of  this 
House,  that  they  would  not  exercise  the  power, 
he  would  be  in  favor  of  a  law  which  would  com- 

pel its  exercise.  But,  in  his  opinion,  they  would 
exercise  it.  Why,  the  Representatives  of  the 
southern  States  would  affirm  what  he  now  said, 
that  a  man  who  was  a  slave-dealer,  who  carried  on 
that  traffic  for  a  livelihood,  even  in  the  midst  of 

slaveholders,  never  could,  and  never  'did  acquire 
that  degree  of  respectability  which  belonged  and 
attached  to  men  engaged  in  the  ordinary  concerns 
of  life. 

If  that  were  so,  he  would  ask,  what  reason  was 
there  to  suppose  that  the  municipal  authorities  of 
this  District  would  not  enforce  the  provisions  of 
law  with  which  Congress  might  clothe  them?  He 
was  in  favor  of  this  proceeding,  because  he  consid- 

ered it  more  effective.  Clothe  the  authorities  of  this 

Dislrict  with  power  to  expel  that  trade.  They 
were  here  upon  the  spot.  They  had  a  police — they 
had  the  judicial  system  necessary  to  carry  out  such 
a  law  to  its  utmost  provision. 

But  it  was  his  desire  that  the  language  of  the 

resolution  should  be  perfected,  because  it  was  to 
remain  on  the  records  of  the  country  as  a  prece- 

dent, and  it  would  be  resorted  to  any  number  of 
years  hence  for  the  purpose  of  deciding  precisely 
what  the  opinion  of  the  present  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives had  been. 

Upon  this  question  a  little  history  might  not  be 
unimportant.  It  had  been  charged,  in  high  places, 
that  all  these  movements  were  but  emanations  from 
the  Abolitionists  of  the  North.  This  was  not  true. 

They  were  the  ebullitions  of  the  heart,  based  upon 
the  strongest  and  purest  principles  of  morality; 
and,  for  the  purpose  of  showing  what  was  the 
opinionof  the  House  of  Representatives  in  the  year 
1816,  he  proposed  to  state  what  were  the  views  and 
action  of  John  Randolph,  of  Virginia,  and  how 

they  had  been  sustained  by  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  that  time. 

On  the  1st  of  March,  1816,  (says  the  National 

Intelligencer,)  John  Randolph  "moved  the  sub- 
joined resolution,  the  necessity  of  which,  and 

of  providing  a  remedy  for  a  practice  so  heinous 
and  abominable,  (making  this  District  a  depot  for 
the  slave  trade  of  the  neighboring  States,  and  a 
medium  for  evading  the  laws  in  force,  by  collusive 
sales,)  he  impressed  by  a  variety  of  remarks;  and 
concluded  by  declaring  that  if  the  business  was 
declined  by  the  House,  he  would  undertake  it 
himself,  and  ferret  out  of  their  holes  and  corners 
the  villains  who  carried  it  on. 

"  After  some  opposition  by  Mr.  Wright,  and 
support  by  Mr.  Goldsborough,  and  being  varied, 
at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Hopkinson,  so  as  to  refer 
the  subject  to  a  select  committee  instead  of  the 
Committee  on  the  District,  the  resolution  passed, 
as  follows: 

"  On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph, 
''  Resolved,  Tuat  acommittee  tie  appointed  to  inquire  into 

the  existence  of  an  inhuman  and  illegal  traffic  in  slaves, 
carried  on  in  and  through  the  District  of  Columbia,  and 
report  whether  any  and  what  measures' are  necessaiy  for 
putting  a  stop  to  the  same. 

["Messrs.  Randolph,  Hopkinson, Goldsborough, 
Mayrant,  Snd  Kerr,  were  appointed  the  said  com- 

mittee."] 
Now,  (continued  Mr.  S.,)  such  was  the  resolu- 

tion which  emanated  at  that  time  from  that  distin- 
guished Virginian,  enforced  with  all  the  power  of 

language  for  which  he  alone  was  known  to  be  re- 
markable. This  proposition  was  not  regarded  as 

an  insult  to  the  institutions  of  the  South.  No  such 

insult  was  intended.  It  excited  no  unnecessary  or 
unusual  alarm.  It  was  but  the  manly  beating  of  a 

moral  sensibility  pervading  the  bosoms  of  all  civ- 
ilized men. 

But  there  was  another  reason  why  he  (Mr.  S.) 

should  vote  in  favor  of  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion, if  it  should  be  amended  in  the  manner  he  had 

suggested.  It  was  this:  that  the  State  of  Maryland 
at  this  day  prohibited  the  traffic  in  human  slaves 
as  merchandise,  it  was  not,  therefore,  depriving 
the  people  of  the  District  of  the  right  they  would 
enjoy  if  they  were  at  this  day  citizens  of  the  State 
of  Maryland.  It  did  not  affect  a  right  of  theirs, 
but  it  did  that  which  the  States  of  Maryland,  Ken- 

tucky, and  probably  many  other  States,  did  to  pre- 
vent citizens  who  did  not,  or  who  did,  reside  within 

the  boundaries  of  the  District,  from  herding  up 
these  individuals,  like. cattle  in  the  stall,  and  hold- 

ing them  until  an  opportunity  should  present  itself 
to  sell  them — a  practice  abhorrent  to  every  prin- 

ciple of  morality  and  justice. 
He  hoped  that  the  House  would  indulge  him 

for  referring  to  the  history  of  this  question  for  a 
k\v  years  past;  not  for  the  purpose,  as  he  had  before 
stated,  of  censure  or  dictation,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  sta.ting  facts,  and  drawing  from  them  his  own 
conclusions. 

It  was  worthy  of  remark,  that  during  the  present 
session  of  Congress  not  a  single  proposition. on 
this  subject  had  been  made  by  any  member  on  the 
Democratic  side  of  the  House.  Gentlemen  from 

the  North,  occupying  seats  on  this  floor,  had 

silently  cast  their  votes,  and,  with  one  or  two  ex- 
ceptions, had  done  no  more.  It  was  also  worthy 

of  remark,  that  from  the  time  this  question  was 
agitated,  the  Democratic  party  of  this  House 
went  with  the  South,  and,  by  the  adoption  of  a 
rule  commonly  known  as  the  21st  rule,  prohibited 
the  introduction  of  petitions  into  it — an  act  which 
was  carrying  out  the  wishes  and  opinions  of  gen- 

tlemen of  the  South,  and,  in  his  judgment,  carrying 
out  a  grave  error.  By  doing  so,  they  gave  food  to 
the  fanatics  of  the  North  on  the  abstract  question 

of  the  right  of  petition;  whereas,  if  they  had  per- 
mitted one  of  the  late  distinguished  members  on 

that  floor — the  "old  man  eloquent" — to  have 
drawn  up  a  report  against  the  propriety  of  those 
petitions,  it  would  have  silenced  every  source  of 
agitation;  whilst,  by  adopting  the  other  course, 
the  result  was  to  make  that  gentleman  the  cham- 

pion of  the  right  of  petition. 
It  is  true,  that  at  a  subsequent  period  that  posi- 

tion was  abandoned  before  the  irresistible  force  of 

public  opinion;  but  it  was  abandoned  too  late. 
While  the  Democratic  party  in  this  nation  had,  at 
all  times  and  under  all  circumstances,  shown  a 
strong  disposition  to  go  even  to  the  outside  of 

every  rule  of  propriety*to  pacify  this  agitation, 
how  had  the  South  responded  to  their  action? 
Whiie  the  States  of  Florida  and  Texas  had  been 

brought  into  the  Union,  as  they  were  found,  as 
slaveholding  communities — notwithstanding  that 
two  distinguished  Secretaries  of  State  had  urged 
as  a  reason,. the  desire  to  perpetuate  all  and 
render  permanent  the  institution  of  slavery  in 
the  South,  the  Democracy  of  the  North  overlooked 
the  folly  of  that  reasoning,  and  marched  boldly  up 
to  the  accomplishment  of  an  object  so  desirable 
in  itself:  thus  bringing  into  the  Union  these  two 
States,  with  three  Representatives  and  four  Sena- 

tors in  Congress;  and  yet,  at  the  last  Presidential 
election,  the  aggregate  vote  of  both  these  States 
was  less  by  about  five  thousand  than  that  of  the 
district  he  had  the  honor  to  represent.  As  a  con- 

sequence of  that  action,  ultimately,  we  had  new 
territories  brought  within  the  jurisdiction  of  this 
Union. 

Now,  he  begged  leave  to  state  his  position  on 
this  subject.  In  doing  so,  he  did  not  assume  to 
state  what  the  position  of  the  North  was;  but  he  , 
could  state  what  he  believed  it  to  be — and  that  was, 
a  fixed  and  unalterable  determination  to  preserve 
the  territories  of  the  United  States,  so  far  as  related 
to  the  institution  of  slavery,  in  the  same  condition 
in  which  we  received  them?  If  they  were  slave- 
holding  territories  at  the  time  they  came  into  the 
Union,  as  in  the  case  of  Florida,  Louisiana,  and 
Texas,  let  them  remain  so.  If  non-slaveholding, 
as  in  the  case  of  New  Mexico  and  California,  let 
them  remain  so.  This  was  the  public  sentiment 
of  the  North,  and  this  was  the  extent  of  that  senti- 

ment. And  he  regretted  from  his  heart  that  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Gott]  had  moved 
this  resolution,  or  that  any  other  resolution  should 
be  offered  in  relation  to  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  because,  so  far  as  this  subject  was 
agitated  in  any  other  form,  to  that  extent  the  great 
question  itself  would  be  injured. 

But  he  would  ask,  how  had  this  sentiment  on  the 
part  of  the  Democratic  party  of  the  North  been 
responded  to  ?  The  returns  of  the  late  elections 
showed  that  twelve  southern  States  (excluding  in 
this  computation  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  which 
elected  by  her  Legislature,  and  excluding,  also, 
Florida  and  Texas,  which  in  1844  were  not  admit- 

ted into  the  Union)  had  increased  their  aggregate 

vote  something  less  than  twenty-four  thousand. 
General  Cass  had  not  received  in  these  twelve 

States  as  many  tfotes  by  nearly  fifteen  thousand  as 

Mr.  Polk  received  in' 1844;  while  General  Taylor 
in  the  same  States  had  received  about  ninety-three 
thousand  votes  more  than  Mr.  Clay.  Was  this  be- 

cause the  South  was  not  satisfied  with  the  candidate 
whom  the  Democratic  party  had  selected  ?  They 
had  on  this  floor  avowed  otherwise.  The  same 

avowal  had  been  repeated  throughout  the  southern 
States.  The  candidate  of  the  Whig  party  was  a 
southern  nnan — a  man  born  and  educated  in  the 
South — associated  with  its  peculiar  institutions; 
and  that  reason,  and  that  alone,  overrode  evecy 
other  consideration. 

It  is  true  that  the  Whigs  of  the  South  had  sup- 
ported, for  the  second  office  in  the  Government,  a 

gentleman  who  had  declared  .himself  openly  in 
favor  of  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  District  of 
Columbia;  and  in  a  private  letter  written  by  him, 

but  which  was  undoubtedly  intended  for  publica- 
tion, they  had  received  the  flattering  distinction  of 

being  a  glorious  set  of  fellows.  The  Whigs  of  the 
North  who  had  supported  General  Taylor  for  the 
Presidency  were  certainly  entitled  to  the  appella- 

tion of  being  a  most  glorious  set  of  fellows. 
With  what  propriety,  then,  were  they  of  the 

North,  upon  such  a  question  as  this,  deprived,  by 
the  votes  of  gentlemen  from  the  South  who  were 
opposed  to  that  measure,  of  the  right  of  uttering 
their  sentiments,  by  calls  for  the  previous  question, 
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or  motions  to  lay  on  the  table  ?  He  begged  to  say- 
that  the  history  of  the  last  few  years  in  this  coun- 

try had  absolved  every  northern  man  from  every 

political  tie  connected  with  this  institution,  and  had 

left  him  fully  at  liberty  to  act  according  to  the  dic- 
tates of  his  own  conscience.  He  had  stated  dis- 

tinctly the  position  he  occupied;  he  would  under- 
take to  act  upon  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  this 

District  only  upon  the  presentation  of  petitions 
from  the  people  residing  therein;  but  the  subject  of 
traffic  in  slaves  was  a  very  different  question. 

If.  had  been  frequently  urged  upon  this  floor  that 
Congress  had  no  power  to  prohibit  the  extension 
of  slavery  into  the  Territories  of  New  Mexico  and 
California.  Was  this  so?  Gentlemen  from  the 
South,  with  a  unanimity  not  exhibited  on  any 
other  question,  had  voted  at  the  last  session  for  a 
law  which  excluded  slavery  in  these  Territories 
north  of  thirty-six  degrees  thirty  minutes.  Now, 
he  was  unwilling  to  believe  that  gentlemen  of  such 

distinguished  ability,  great  experience,  and  un- 
questionable probity,  having  sworn  to  support  the 

Constitution  of  the  United  States,  would  ever  con- 
sent to  vote  for  a  law  which  in  their  hearts  they 

believed  to  be  unconstitutional.  And  if  Congress 

possessed  the  power  to  exclude  slavery  north  of 

that  line,  it  was'difficult  to  see  why  they  might  not also  exclude  it  throughout  the  Territories. 
What,  then,  was  the  great  cause  of  alarm  ?  Why 

was  the  tocsin  sounded?  Why  were  meetings 
held?  Why  was  the  South  banded  together  as. 
one  man  ?  It  was  said  that  the  North  was  attempt- 

ing to  encroach  upon  the  rights  of  the  South  by 
passing  laws  which  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  would  not  sanction.  What  great  evil,  he 

would  ask,  could  grow  out  of  the  enactment  of  a 
law  which  was  unconstitutional?  The  South  had 

but  to  raise  the  question  before  the  Judiciary,  and 
the  law  would  be  pronounced  unconstitutional,  and 
would  become  a  dead  letter  upon  the  statute  book. 
But  if  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  refused  to 

pass  laws  which  were  constitutional,  and  in  con- 
sequence of  which  refusal,  property  and  lives 

were  sacrificed,  that  portion  of  the  country  which 
was  thus  suffering  was  without  a  remedy.  We 
were  told  by  the  South,  not  that  this  measure  was 
unconstitutional  in  itself,  but  that  it  was  an  enter- 

ing wedge  to  interference  with  their  institutions  in 
the  States,  by  which  they  were  to  be  robbed  of 

their  property,  and  their"  safety  and  their  lives were  to  be  hazarded.  Every  single  year  the  same 
gentlemen  who  raised  this  complaint,  by  refusing 
to  pass  laws  which  were  constitutional,  caused  the 
utter  destruction  of  our  property  upon  the  lakes, 

and  consigned  our  seamen  and  our  citizens  to  wa- 
tery graves.  Yet  (continued  Mr.  S.)  we  never 

talk  of  a  dissolution  of  the  Union.  We  never  con- 
sider the  propriety  of  secession.  We  have  stood 

here  boldly  confronting  those  who  have  the  power 
to  save  us.  We  have  brought  back  the  great 
champion  of  the  South  to. the  position  which  he 
occupied  in  1816  ;  and  having  reclaimed  the  great 
apostle  of  strict  construction,  we  hope  that  the 
time  is  not  far  distant  when  every  disciple  of  his 
will  come  up  to  the  true  faith  also. 

In  casting  your  eye,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  that  figure 
on  the  left,  [pointing  to  the  portrait  of  Lafayette,] 
your  mind  is  thrown  back  in  history  to  the  day 
when  he  left  his  home— the  home  of  his  youth, 
and  the  luxuries  of  France — came  to  this  country, 
and  entered  the  Continental  army,  battling  for  free- 

dom. On  your  right  you  see  the  portrait  of  the 
Father  of  his  Country.  You  can  imagine  him  making 
every  sacrifice  that  mortal  man  ever  made;  and  for 
what  object?  For  what  did  our  revolutionary 
fathers  contend  ?  It  was  that  for  which  Patrick 

Henry  declared  in  the  House  of  Burg£sses  in 

Virginia — Liberty  or  Death. 
What  a  commentary  would  it  be  upon  the  efforts 

of  these  distinguished  patriots,  resulting  in  the  free- 
dom of  the  colonies  and  the  Union  of  these  States, 

if  a  portion  of  their  descendants  should  secede 
from,  or  dissolve  that  Union,  for  the  purpose  of 
extending  and  perpetuating  human  slavery.  I 
wish  not  to  see,  and  hope  1  never  may  see,  the  ap- 

proach of  that  day.  Time,  the  great  remedy  for 
all  excitements,  will  afford  opportunities  to  intro- 

duce some  measure  on  some  basis  which  shall  calm 

the  agitation  of  the  country. 
For  myself,  I  wish  to  see  the  question  trans- 

ferred to  that  party  which  has  used  it  so  fraudu- 
lently in  the  northern  States  during  the  late  elec- 

tion to  bring  themselves  into  poVer.  Let  us  see 
whether  the  interests  of  the  South  or  the  North  are 

to  be  best  protected  under  their  infiuenee  and  their 
administration.  They  are  about  to  assume  the 
reins  of  Government.  To  them  I  am  ready  to 
transfer  all  power  and  authority;  and  if  they  can 
carry  out  the  discordant  doctrines,  in  the  name  of 
which  they  acquired  that  power,  most  happy  will 
it  be  for  them,  whatever  may  be  its  effects  upon 
the  country.  For  myself,  I  expect  to  see  them 
shattered  in  pieces  by  the  very  weapon  which 
elevated  them. 

In  conclusion,  Mr.  S.  remarked,  that  he  was  in 
favor  of  reconsidering  the  vote  on  the  resolution, 
for  the  reasons  which  he  had  stated,  and  in  the 
hope  that  it  would  be  amended  in  accordance  with 
the  opinions  he  had  expressed.  Should  the  House, 
however,  refuse  that,  he  should  then  vote  for  the 
resolution  as  it  was.  He  was  greatly  obliged  to 
the  House  for  the  attention  it  had  shown.  He 

hoped  he  had  said  nothing  offensive  to  any  gentle- 
man present,  or  to  any  portion  of  (his  Union;  and 

would  now  resign  the  floor  to  other  and  abler hands. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose  and  said,  it  would  be  recol- 
lected that  this  day  had  been  specially  set  apart 

for  the  consideration  of  the  deficiency  bill,  and  also 
for  the  Mexican  treaty  bill.  It  was  important  that 
the  first  bill  should  be  acted  upon  as  speedily  as 

possible.  He  had  risen  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
posing that  the  subject  now  under  consideration 

should  be  postponed  until  some  day  certain — some 
day  when  there  would  be  a  fuller  House,  or  that  it 

should,  by  common  consent,  be  passed  over  in- 
formally, as  might  be  most  acceptable  to  the 

House,  with  a  view  to  move  that  they  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union*  it' 

general  consent  should  not  be  obtained  to  pass 
over  the  subject  informally,  he  would  then  move 
that  its  further  consideration  should  be  postponed 
until  this  day  week. 

The  SPEAKER.  To  make  it  the  special  order? 

Mr.  GOGGIN  suggested  that  the  day  designated- 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  [Mr.  Vinton]  had  already  been  specially 
set  apart  for-  the  consideration  of  the  post  office 
bill. 

Mr.  VINTON.  Then  I  will  say  this  day  two 
weeks. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH,  with  a  view,  he  said,  to 

dispose  of  the  subject  entirely,  moved  that  the 
motion  to  reconsider  be  laid  on  the  table.  If  any 
other  gentleman  wished  to  speak  on  the  subject,  he 
could  introduce  a  resolution. 
Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  inquired  of  the  Speaker, 

whether  the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table  had  the  pre- 
cedence of  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 

[Mr.  Vinton.] 
The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative, 
Mr.  SMITH  said  he  would  be  glad  if  the  gen- 

tleman from  Illinois  [Mr.  Wentworth]  would 
withdraw  his  motion. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  the  gentleman  could 
introduce  another  resolution  at  some  other  time, 
and  could  then  make  his  remarks. 

Mr.  SMITH  appealed  to  the  courtesy  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  to  withdraw  his  motion,  to 
allow  him  (Mr.  S.)  to  say  one  word. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  must  insist  upon 
his  motion,  and  would  ask  the  yeas  and  nays 

upon  it. The  SPEAKER  said  the  motion  would  then  be 

to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the  table. 
Mr.  SMITH  still  pressed  his  request  upon  Mr. 

Wentworth,  remarlcing  that  that  gentleman  had 
himself  often  asked  similar  courtesies,  which  had 
not  been  refused.  He  (Mr.  S.)  felt  that  he  occu- 

pied a  somewhat  peculiar  position  on  this  subject, 
and  he  wished  the  opportunity  to  say  a  single  word 
in  explanation. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  could  not  with- 
draw the  motion.  The  gentleman  could  make  his 

explanation  on  some  future  day,  by  moving  another 
resolution.  Whenever  he  did  so,  he  (Mr.  W.) 
would  afford  the  gentleman  all  the  aid  that  was  in 

his  power  toward  the  accomplishment  of  his  ob- 

ject. 

Mr.  SMITH  said  he  would  renew  the  motion 

if  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  would  withdraw  it. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  could  not,  with- 

out placing  himself  in  a  false  position. 
Mr.  SMITH.     I  will  renew  the  motion. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  insisted. 

And  some  conversation  followed  on  a  point  of 
order. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  inquired  of  the  Speaker 

I  whether,  if  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois [Mr.  Wentworth]  to  lay  the  motion  to  re- 

consider on  the  table  should  be  rejected,  the  whole 

subject  would  be  again  open  to  debate? 
The  SPEAKER,  said  that  the  question  would 

then  immediately  come  up  on  the  motion  of  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Vinton,]  to  postpone 
for  two  weeks. 

Mr.  McLANE  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether, 
if  a  motion  should  be  made  to  go  into  Committee 

'  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  that 
i  motion  should  prevail,  debate  would  not  arise  on 

;  the  reference  of  the  President's  message? 
The  SPEAKER  said  there  was  a  special  order 

of  the  day,  which  would  have  priority. 
Mr.  McLANE.  Will  not  a  motion  to  go  into 

committee  supersede  any  special  order? 
The  SPEAKER.  The  special  order  is  in  Com- 

mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered  on  the 

motion'  to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the  table. Mr.  McLANE  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 

The  motion  was  not  #o\v  in  order. 

The  question  "  Shall  the  motion  to  reconsider  be 
laid  on  the  table?"  was  then  taken  and  decided. in 

the  negative — yeas  58,  nays  107 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Ashmuii,  Bingham,  Blackmar,  Cathcart, 

Conger,  Cranston,  Crowell,  Cummins,  Dkkey,  Dickinson, 
Dixon,  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Fisher,  Fries,  Giddings,  Gott, 
Greeley,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  Henley,  Henry,  Hubbard,  Hudson, 
Hunt,  James  II.  Johnson,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahin, 
Sidney  Lawrence,  McClelland,  Horace  Mann,  Marvin, 
Morris,  Mullin,  Newell,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Pelrie, 
t'ettit,  Putnam,  Robinson,  Kockliill,  Julius  Rockwell,  Kose, 
Root,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Robert  Smith,  Starkweather,  Jas. 
Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Turner,  Warren,  Wentworth, 

Wilmot,  and  Wilson— 53. NAYS — Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Bo- 
eock,  Bowlin,  Boyd,  Boy  don,  Brady,  Bridges,  W.  G.  Brown, 
C.  Brown,  A.  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Butler,  Canby,  Chase,  Clapi>, 
Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clingman,  Williamson 
R.  W.  Cnbb,  Cocke,  Crozier,  Darling,  Doimell,  Dunn,  Ed- 

wards, Einbree,  Alexander  Evans,  Farrelly,  Featherston, 
Fieklin,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gentry,  Goggin, 
Green,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Wilfard  P.  Hall,  Hammons,  Jitmes 
G.  Hampton,  Harmanson,  Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  George  S. 
Houston,  John  W.  Houston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll, 
Joseph  It.  Ingersoll,  Irvin,  Jameson,  Andrew  Johnson,  Geo. 
W.Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennon,  Thomas 
Butler  King,  La  Sr±re,  Leffler,  Lincoln,  Lord,  McClemand, 
McDowellfMeLane,  Job  Mann,  Marsh,  Miller,  Morehead, 
Morse,  Peyton,  Pilsbury,  Pollock,  Preston,  Richardson, 
Richey,  Roman,  Sawyer,  Schenck,  Shepperd,  Silvester, 
Smart,  Caleb  13.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stanton,  Stephens, 
Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  Taylor,  Thibodeaux, 
Thomas,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Rob- 

ert. A.  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Toombs,  Van  Dyke,  Venable, 
Vinton,  Wallace,  White,  Williams,  and  Woodward— 107. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  motion  to  recon- 
sider should  not  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Vinton  to  postpone  for  two  weeks  the  further 
consideration  of  the  motion  to  reconsider — 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  said,  before  the  ques- 
tion was  taken,  he  wished  to  ask  leave  to  have  read 

at  the  Clerk's  table  an  amendment  which  he  pro- 
posed to  offer  as  a  substitute  for  the  resolution,  in 

case  the  vote  upon  its  adoption  were  reconsidered. 
Mr.  VINTON  said,  after  the  proposition  of  the 

gentleman  had  been  read,  he  would  move  the  pre- 
vious question  on  the  motion  to  postpone. 

The  SPEAKER  reminded  the  gentleman  that 
the  previous  question,  if  sustained,  would  cut  off 
the  motion  to  postpone,  and  bring  the  House  to  a 
direct  vote  on  the  main  question. 
The  proposition  of  Mr.  Smith  was  then  read, 

as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  District  of  Colum- 

bia be  instructed  to  inquire  what  legislation  is  necessary  to 
prevent  the  introduction  of  slaves  from  any  of  the  States  of 
this  Union  into  the  District,  for  sale  here  or  elsewhere,  and 

that  they  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 
The  SPEAKER  announced  the  question  before 

the  House  to  be  upon  the  motion  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  motion  to  reconsider, 
for  two  weeks. 
Mr.  GIDDINGS.  Can  it  be  postponed  with- 

out a  suspension  of  the  rules? 
The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  could. 
Mr.  GIDDINGS.  Does  not  a  postponement  of 

this  motion  to  reconsider  amount  to  a  suspension 
of  the  rules? 

The  SPEAKER'S  reply  was  not  heard. 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  wished  further  to  inquire,  if 

the  question  were  postponed,  and  it  should  not  be 
taken  up  on  the  day  to  which  it  was  postponed, 
what  would  become  of  it? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  might  be  called 
up  by  any  member-upon  that  day. 
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Mr.  GIDDINGS.  Suppose  the  House  is  not 
in  session  on  the  day  to  which  t he  subjeet  is  post- 

poned, or  from  any  other  reason  it  is  not  called  up 

that  day:  will  it  not  go  over  to  the  end  of  the  ses- sion? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  would  not.  If 

the  House  postponed  it  two  weeks,  the- considera- 
tion of  the  subject  might  be  called  up  that  day,  or 

any  day  thereafter,  by  any  member. 
The  question  was  then  taken  by  count — the  yeas 

and  nays  having;  been  asked  and  refused — 'and 
agreed  to:  Ayes  76,  noes  49. 

So  the  further  consideration  of  the  motion  to  re- 

consider was  postponed  to  two  weeks  from  to-day. 
Mr.  VINTON  renewed  his  motion  to  go  into 

Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

THE  MILEAGE  OF  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  SAWYER 'rose,  he  said,  to  a  question  of 
privilege.  He  supposed  it  would  be  a  question  of 
privilege,  inasmuch  as  it  involved  the  honesty,  the 
honor,  and  the  integrity  of  members  of  this  House, 
and  of  himself  among  the  number.  He  referred 
to  a  publication  made  in  the  Tribune  of  the  22d 
instant,  relative  to  the  rjiileage  of  the  members  of 
this  House.  Inasmuch  as  he  thought  a  good  deal 
of  his  character  as  an  honest  man,  he  did  not  want 

the  gentlemen  upon  this  iloor,  especially  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  to  charge  him  with  doing  that 

which  was  decidedly  wrong  in  itself;  for,  among 
other  members,  he  was  charged  with  taking  an 
unreasonable  and  excessive  amount  of  mileage  as  a 
member  of  this  House,  and,  as  he  understood,  in  a 
dishonestand  fraudulent  manner.  His  position  was 
.probably  a  little  worse,  as  represented,  than  that  of 
any  nrember  on  this. floor.  He  was  put  in  con- 

trast, in  this  publication,  with  one  of  his  colleagues, 

[Mr.  Schenck.]  The  charge  against  that  gentle- 
man was,  that  he  had  taken  some  two  dollars  of 

excess,  [a  laugh,]  and  he  was  charged  with  having 
taken  two  hundred  and  sixty-odd  dollars  of  excess, 
[renewed  laughter;]  when  the  facts  were  these: 
lie  lived  in  the  neighborhood  of  his  colleague,  and 
probably  some  sixty  or  seventy  miles  further  from 
the  seat  of  Government,  and  the  only  possible 
way  for  him  to  get  to  Washington  city,  was 
through  the  town  where  his  colleague,  lived.  The 
charge  on  the  bill  of  indictment,  preferred  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  [Mr.  Greeley,]  in  his 
paper,  was,  that  his  mileage  was  legally  for  four 

hundred  and  ninety-eight  miles,  and  his  colleague's 
[Mr.  Schenck's]  for  seven  hundred  and  seventy- 
seven  miles,  while  he  (Mr.  Sawyer)  was  charged 
with  having  taken  mileage  for  eight  hundred  and 
fifty  miles,  and  his  colleague  for  seven  hundred  and 
eighty  miles.  The  gentleman  from  New  York 
excused  his  colleague  as  having  taken  but  $2  40 
excess  of  mileage,  while  he  charged  him  with 
haying  taken  $281  60  excess.  Now,  one  of  two 

things  must  be  true:'  either  the  gentleman  himself did  not  examine  and  make  his  statements  accu- 
rately, or  else  he  had  designedly  placed  him  (Mr. 

Sawyer)  in  an  unenviable  and  false  position. 
Mr.  SCHENCK  interrupted,  and  assured  his 

colleague  that  there  had  been  no  collusion  between 
him  (Mr.  Schenck)  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
York.     [A  laugh.] 

Mr.  SAWYER  said  he  charged  no  collusion, 
but  he  asked  his  colleague  to  state  to  the  House 
whether  what  he  had  now  stated  was  not  true — 

that  he  (Mr.  Sawyer)  lived  some  sixty-five  or 
seventy  miles  further  from  the  seat  of  Govern- 

ment than  his  colleague  did;  and  whether  he  did 

not  have  to  go  through  his  colleague's  place  of 
residence,  in  going  to  and  returning  from  the  city 
of  Washington? 

Mr.  SCHENCK  was  understood  to  reply  in 
the  affirmative. 

Mr.  SAWYER  repeated  that  the  gentleman 
from  New  York  represented  him  as  having  charged 
a  large  excess,  and  that  his  colleague  had  charged 
only  a  very  small  one,  with  the  evident  intention 
of  placing  him  before  his  constituents  in  the  light 
of  having  acted  falsely  and  fraudulently  in  this 
matter. 

Mr.  PETTIT  (in  his  seat)  said  the  gentleman 
need  not  be  disturbed,  for  nobody  who  read  the 
paper  [the  Tribune]  believed  it. 

Mr.  SAWYER,  said  he  had  drawn  the  atten- 

tion of  the  House  to  this  publication  for  this 
reason,  although  he  considered  it  a  \erf  small 
business,  to  make  the  best  of  it,  and  a  species  of 
demagoguism  of  which  he  could  never  consent  to 
be  guilty  while  he  occupied  a  seat  on  this  floor, 

or  while  he  made  any  pretensions  to  stand  as  an 
honorable  man  among  his  constituents;  yet  this 
article  did  him  gross  injustice,  as  he  presumed  it 
did  to  other  gentlemen.  For  what  reason  was 
this  done  in  his  own  case  especially?  He  believed 

it  was  for  the  purpose  of  lowering  him  in  the  esti- 
mation of  his  people,  in  such  a  manner  as  neither 

the  gentleman  from  New  York  nor  a.nybody  else 
could  do  by  fair  and  honorable  means. 

The  SPEAKER,  interposed  and  said,  it  must  be 
quite  obvious  to  the  House,  that  if  one  gentleman 
was  allowed  to  proceed  on  this  subject,  as  a  ques- 

tion of  privilege,  all  the- members  of  the  House 
might,  with  the  same  propriety,  claim  the  same 

right.  [Laughter,  and  cries  of  "Suspend  the  rules, 
and  let  the  whole  House  make  their  personal  ex- 

planations."] The  SPEAKER  propounded  the  question, 
whether  the  House  would  entertain  this  subject 
as  a  question  of  privilege  ?  which  being  taken,  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  House  decided  that  it  was  a  question  o. 

privilege;  and 
Mr.  SAWYER,  proceeded.  He  wished  now  to 

call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  another  point  in 
this  matter.  He  would  inform  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  [Mr.  Greeley,]  that  the  Tribune, 
with  all  its  attacks  upon  him,  past,  present,  or 
prospective,  would  not  deter  him  froth  the  fearless 
discharge  of  his  duty,  both  here  and  elsewhere. 
He  would  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 

following  paragraph,  under  the  editorial  head,  in 
the  article  in  the  Tribune,  in  which  this  statement 
in  reference  to  mileage  was  made: 

"  Twenty  years  ago,  the  member  from  North- 
eastern Ohio  charged  341  miles  in  his  distance  to 

Washington,  coming  hither  on  horseback,  and 
reoeiving  $272  80  for  the  session.  His  successor 
in  the  present  Congress  can  come  here  much 
quicker,  and  certainly  as  cheap;  but  he  charges 
850  miles,  and  receives  $.680  for  mileage!  It  is 
but  just  to  add,  that  he  lives  40  miles  further 

away." 

He  did  not  know  whether  the  editor  of  the  Tri- 
bune referred  to  him  in  this  paragraph,  but  he  was 

inclined  to  think  he  did.  It  was  true,  he  had  spo- 
ken of  the  member  from  Northeastern  Ohio,  and 

he  came  from  the  northwestern  part  of  the  State; 
but  he  might  have  been  mistaken  on  this  point. 

He  supposed  the  reference  was  to  him,  as  the  ex- 
act number  of  miles  for  which  his  predecessor  had 

charged  was  stated. 
Mr.  GREELEY  (in  his  seat)  said  that  part  of 

the  article  referred  to  Mr.  Giddings. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS,  (in  his  seat.)  I  claim  that, 
Mr.  Sawyer. 

Mr.  SAWYER  accepted  the  correction,  and 
recurring  to  the  contrast  which  he  said  was  made 
in  the  article  between  himself  and  his  colleague, 

[Mr.  Schenck,]  unfavorable  to  him — asked,  in 
case  the  design  of  the  writer  had  been  to  act  fairly 
in  the  matter,  why  he  had  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
ascertain  the  facts?  The  publication  made  was  of 
such  a  character  as  to  affect  the  personal  relations 

of  every  gentleman  on  this  floor;  and  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  well  knew,  before  this  pub- 

lication, that  there  was  great  excitement  and  feel- 
ing on  this  subject,  and  had  evidently  desired  to 

fan  the  flame,  and  add  fuel  to  the  fire.  In  so  doing, 
he  had  done  manifest  injustice  to  him,  (Mr.  S.,) 
however  he  might  have  affected  other  gentlemen, 
and  he  had  thought  proper  to  call  attention  to  it, 
that  he  might  vindicate  himself  before  the  House 
and  the  country,  and  that  neither  a  publication 
which  did  him  so  gross  injustice,  nor  its  author, 

should  escape  that  public  rebuke  which  they  de- 
served. 

Mr.  SCHENCK  said  he  understood  his  col- 
league as  complaining  that  he  had  been  charged 

with  receiving  a  greater  excess  than  he  (Mr. 
Schenck)  had  done — with  receiving  upwards  of 
$200  excess,  while  he  (Mr.  Schenck)  was  charged 
to  have  received  only  $2  40. 

Mr.  SAWYER  assented. 

Mr.  SCHENCK.  Well,  to  relieve  my  colleague 

from  the  dilemma,  I  will  swap  with  him.  [Laugh- 

ter.] 

Mr.  SAWYER  having  concluded— 
The  SPEAKER  again  propounded  the  question 

on  the  motion  of  Mr.  Vinton  to  go  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of  the Unioif. 

Mr.  TURNER  rose  to  a  question  of  privilege. 
It  related  somewhat,  he  said,  to  the  same  matter 

as  that  upon  which  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Sawyer]  had  been  addressing  the  House;  but  as 
the  gentleman  who  wrote  this  article  had  been  ex- 

ceedingly liberal  with  him,  (Mr.  T.,)  and  had  set 
him  down  as  receiving  a  very  respectable  sum,  he 
was  disposed  to  pass  it  over,  not  feeling  that  his 
constituents  would  regard  him  as  any  more  of  a 
thief  in  consequence  of  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  [Mr.  Greeley]  having   

[The  SPEAKER  interposed,  but  with  what  re- 
mark the  reporter  could  not  hear.  Its  import  may 

be  inferred  from  what  follows.] 

Mr.  TURNER  (continuing)  said, he  would  then 
refer  to  the  editor  of  the  Tribune.  He  (Mr.  T.) 

had  been  charged  with  gcand  larceny,  together  with 
several  others;  but  he  had  risen  more  for  the  pur- 

pose of  calling  attention  to  the  slander  upon  the 
honorable  Speaker  of  this  House,  who,  in  the 
same  paper,  had  been  charged  with  petty  larceny 
— receiving  only  the  sum  of  fourteen  dollars  and 
fifty  cents. 

Mr.  HENLEY  here  rose,  and  expressed  his 
desire  to  make  a  few  remarks,  by  way  of  explana- tion. 

Mr.  Turner  having  yielded  the  floor  for  the 

purpose — 

Mr.  HENLEY  said,  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty 
to  say  a  few  words,  because,  during  the  first  two 
sessions  of  which  he  had  been  a  member  of  this 
House,  he  had  been  a  member  of  the  Committee on  Mileage. 

He  felt  it  due  to  gentlemen  whose 
character  seemed  to  have  been  assailed,  to  make  a 
statement,  which  he  was  enabled  to  make   upon, 
this  subject  of  miieage. 

tie  had  not  read  the  article  in  the  Tribune;  he 
had  heard  of  it.  He  did  not  know  that  it  charged 
fraud  on  those  members  who  had  received  what 

was  set  down  as  an  excess  of  mileage.  If  it  had 
charged  fraud,  he  was  prepared  to  say  that  it  had 
done  great  injustice.  If  it  intended  to  charge  mem- 

bers with  receiving  more  mileage  than  the  law 

allowed,  it  also  did  great  injustice — an  injustice 
which  he  should  think  neither  the  editor  of  the 
Tribune  nor  its  correspondent   

Mr.  GENTRY  here  rose,  and  asked  Mr.  Hen- 
ley to  yield  the  floor,  to  allow  him  (Mr-  G.)  to 

make  an  explanation. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  the  floor  had  been  yielded 
by  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Turner]  to 
the  gentleman  from  Indiana,  [Mr.  Henley.] 

Mr.  Turner  having  assented — 
Mr.  Henley  yielded  the  floor  to 
Mr.  GENTRY,  who  said,  that  as  he  understood 

the  facts,  the  law  of  Congress,  and  the  rule  of  the 
House,  no  member  charged  mileage  at  all.  A  law 

of  Congress  determined  the  mileage  of  each  mem- 
ber under  the  law.  He  could  not  see  that  the 

honor  or  honesty  of  any  member  was  involved. 
Mr.  HENLEY  resumed.  It  was  his  intention, 

he  said,  to  have  come  to  the  point  suggested  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Gentry.] 

The  question  of  the  mileage  of  the  members  was 
referred  to  a  committee  He  believed  it  was  the 
fact,  that  no  member  of  this  House  had  ever  made 

any  charge  of  any  particular  number  of  miles.  He 
believed — in  fact,  he  knew  from  his  own  expe- 

rience— that  it  was  impracticable  for  almost  any 
member  to  state  the  exact  number  of  miles  that  he 

traveled.  It  would  have  been  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult for  him  (Mr.  H.)  to  have  done  so;  and  such, 

he  presumed,  must  be  the  case  with  almost  all 
other  members.  The  Committee  on  Mileage,  at 
the  time  he  was  a  member  of  it,  addressed  a  cir- 

cular to  every  member,  asking  him  to  state,  as 
nearly  as  he  could,  the  number  of  miles  he  had 
actually  traveled.  Most  of  the  circulars  were  an- 

swered. Many  of  the  members  stated,  that  they 
did  not  know  the  distance  they  traveled,  and  J  eft 

it  to  the  committee  to  make  out  such  a  number  of* 
miles  as  they  might  consider  them  entitled  to  be 
paid  for.  The  committee,  after  the  most  careful 
examination,  made  out  a  list  of  mileage,  with  very 
little  reference  to  charges  made — if  any  were  made 
— by  these  gentlemen. 

The  law  of  Congress  authorized  members  to 
receive  eight  dollars  for  every  twenty  miles  of 
travel  going  to  and  returning  from  the  capital, 

upon  the  most  usually-traveled  route.  He  pre- 
sumed that  the  gentleman  who  wrote  this  article 

did  not  mean  to  charge  that  gentlemen  had  re- 
ceived compensation  to  which  they  were  not  enti- 

tled by  law.  He  presumed  that  the  object  of  the 
gentleman  was  to  show  that  the  law  itself  was  not 

right.    The  committee  would  say — he  as  a  former 
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member  of  the  committee  would  say — that,  accord- 

ing to  the  present  mode  of  travel,  he  did  not  think 
the  law  was  correct.  It  had  been  altered  three  or 

four  times,  and  made  to  conform  to  the  suggestion 

■which  he  supposed  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
intended  to  make;  that  was  to  say,  that  the  com- 

putation should  be  made  by  the  mail  route,  in- 
stead of  the  usually-traveled  route.  Inquiry  was 

made  of  the  member,  what  was  the  usually-trav- 
eled route;  and  that  route  was  ascertained  in  the 

best  way  it  could  be.  The  committee  had  been 

very  careful  not  to  allow  any  member  more  than 
lie  was  by  law  entitled  to  receive.  But  he  would 

state,  that  the  list  of  mileage  published  in  the  Tri- 
bune (whether  by  the  editor  or  correspondent  he 

knew  not,  for,  as  he  had  said,  he  had  not  seen  the 

article)  was  not  made  by  the  members  of  this 

House,  but  by  the  committee  under  a  solemn  con- 
viction of  their  duty — that  by  law  they  were  com- 

pelled to  make  it  what  they  did.  He  knew  that 
there  were  great  inequalities  in  it. 

At  this  part  of  Mr.  H.'s  remarks,  a  message  in 
writing  was  received  from  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  by  the  hands  of  J.  Knox  Walker, 
Esq.,  his  private  secretary. 

Mr.  HENLEY  continued.  He  might,  he  said, 

make  many  explanations  which  would  throw  light 

on  the  subject,  but  he  did  not  wish  to  be  tedious. 

He  might,  however,  as  an  example,  take  the  State 
of  Ohio.  It  was  peculiarly  situated.  There  were 
several  gentlemen  residing  upon  the  lakes;  the 
usually-traveled  route  for  them  was  by  way  of  the 
];lkes — a  long  and  circuitous  route:  so  that  ft  might 

happen,  and  had  happened,  that  gentlemen  resi- 
ding not  fifty  miles  apart— the  one  traveling  by 

way  of  the  lake  and  the  other  through  the  interior 
— were,  by  law,  entitled  to  mileage  differing  in 
amount  several  hundred  dollars.  All  general  laws 

must  be  the  subject-matter  of  such  inequalities. 
Mr.  LAHM  asked  Mr.  H.  to  yield  the  floor  for 

a  moment,  to  allow  him  (Mr.  L.)  to  make  a  state- 
ment. ^ 

The  floor  having  been  yielded  under  the  same 
assent  as  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Gentry — 

Mr.  LAHM  said  the  statement  he  desired  to 
make  was  this:  He  resided  near  the  Ohio  canal, 

sixty  miles  south  of  Cleveland,  and  his  colleague 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  [Mr.  Duncan]  re- 

sided on  the  same  canal,  some  fifty  or  sixty  miles 
further  south;  and  he  knew  of  no  route  by  which 
that  gentleman  could  get  to  the  lake,  without  going 

either  through  or  west  of  his  (Mr.  L.'s)  district. 
Yet  that  gentleman,  residing  so  much  further  away 
from  the  lake,  was  allowed  mileage  by  the  lake, 

and  got  $796,  when  he  (Mr.  L.)  resided  near  the 
lake,  and  got  but  $375.  He  would  therefore  like 

to  know  by  what  process  of  calculation  the  com- 
mittee arrived  at  this  conclusion. 

Mr.  HENLEY  resumed.  He  did  not  (he  said) 
understand  anything  of  the  state  of  the  case  put  by 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Lahm.]  It  was 
nothis  business  to  explain  particularcases.  He  had 

been  explaining  the  general  law  and  its  general  op- 
eration. He  had  said  that  it  sometimes  happened 

that  individuals  living  some  fifty  miles  apart,  the 
one  traveling  by  way  of  the  lake,  and  the  other 
through  the  interior,  were,  by  the  existing  law, 
entitled  to  mileage  differing  in  amount  several  hun- 

dred dollars.  Such,  also,  was  the  case  with  those 
who  lived  further  west.  The  usually  traveled 
route  was  by  the  rivers,  a  much  greater  distance 
than  by  the  mail  routes.  He  might  specify  a  large 
number  of  cases  of  a  similar  character,  but  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  with  them. 

If  the  gentleman  from  New  York  [Mr.  Greeley] 
aimed  at  reforming  the  law,  he  (Mr.  H.)  did  not 
object  to  it.  His  efforts  might  be  well.  But  if  he 
meant  to  say  that  any  member  of  this  House  had 
been  guilty  of  an  attempt  to  defraud  the  public 
treasury,  by  taking  more  for  his  mileage  than  the 
law  allowed,  he  (Mr.  H.)  felt  it  to  be  his  duty, 
whatever  the  effect  might  be  upon  himself,  to  state 
that  this  list  of  mileage  had  been  made  out  by  a 
committee  of  which  he  was  a  member.  The  prin- 

ciple, he  believed,  had  not  been  changed  by  this 
Congress, and  he,  forone,felthimseifresponsible  to 
the  country  for  the  list,  and  he  felt  called  upon  to 
say,  injustice  to  gentlemen  on  this  floor, that  it  was 
no  fault  of  theirs  if  this  list  was  wrong,  unless  there 
might  be  some  small  errors  here  and  there.  If  it 
was  wrong,  it  was  the  fault  of  the  committee,  for 
it  had  been  made  out  by  them  without  reference 
to  the  charges  of  gentlemen.  He  did  not  justify 
the  law,  but  he  did  justify  those  gentlemen  who 

received,  not  what  they  charged,  but  what  the 
committee  said  they  were  entitled  to  charge.  It 
was  due  to  truth  and  to  justice  to  say  this  much, 
and  if  the  whole  responsibility  was  to  rest  upon 
himself,  he  should  still  feel  bound  to  say  what  lie 

had  said  in  reply  to'  what  he  understood  to  be  an 
imputation  upon  the  members  of  this  House.  If 
the  object  of  the  article  was  to  show  that  the  law 
needed  amendment,  he  did  not  object  to  it;  on  the 
contrary,  he  was  in  favor  of  restricting  the  mileage 
to  the  distance  by  the  mail  routes  in  all  cases.  He 
had  so  voted  at  every  Congress  of  which  he  had 
been  a  member,  and  he  would  again  vote  for  that 
or  any  other  proposition  calculated  to  make  the 
law  more  equal  in  its  operation. 

Mr.  TURNER  resumed  the  floor. 

Mr.  McLANE  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  It  was 
this:  the  question  which  had  been  propounded  to 

the  House  by  the  Chair  was,  whether  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio  [Mr.  Sawyer]  rose  to  a  question 

of  privilege.  He  (Mr.  McL.)  understood  the 
Chair  to  submit  that  question  to  the  House,  and 

ask  its  decision  upon  it;  and  that  the  House  de- 
cided that  the  question  was  one  of  privilege.  The 

gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Turner]  now  had 
the  floor,  and  the  decision  of  the  House  upon  the 
question  raised  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  was 
not  a  decision  upon  the  question  to  which  the  gen- 

tleman from  Illinois  had  risen.  He  (Mr.  McL.) 
made  the  point  of  order,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois  was  out  of  order — that  this  was  no  ques- 

tion of  privilege. 

The  SPEAKER'S  reply  was  not  heard:,  some 
conversation  I'ullowed;  after  which — 
The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say,  the 

Chair  would  not  decide  the  question  raised  by  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland,  [tVlr.  McLane.]  The 
Speaker  never  had  decided  what  was  privilege  in 

this  House".  The  gentleman  could  raise  the  point 
of  order,  and  the  Chair  would  put  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  HENLEY  submitted  that  the  gentleman's 
point  of  order  came  too  late. 

Mr.  McLANE  submitted  that  it  was  no  ques- 
tion of  privilege  when  any  member  rose  to  say,  or 

to  insinuate,  that  any  article  in  a  newspaper  had 
been  written  by  a  member  of  this  House. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  House  had  de- 
cided otherwise  in  the  case  of  the  member  from 

Ohio,  [Mr.  Sawyer.] 
A  brief  conversation  followed. 

Mr.  McLANE  gave  notice  of  his  intention  to 
arrest  this  discussion  if  he  could;  and  he  called 
upon  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Turner] 
to  state  what  the  question  of  privilege  was. 

Mr.  TURNER  said  that  he  was  about  to  say 
something  upon  a  charge  of  fraud  upon  this  House 
and  nation,  which  had  been  made  against  him  in 

a  public  journal. 
The  SPEAKER  made  the  statement  to  the 

House,  and  said  that  the  question  would  be,  whether 
the  House  would  entertain  this  as  a  question  of 

privilege? And  the  question  being  taken,  the  affirmative 
vote  stood  74;  and  when  the  negative  vote  was 
counted,  it  appeared  that  a  quorum  had  not  voted. 

Mr.  TOOMBS,  fn  the  interim  between  the  an- 
nunciation of  the  affirmative  vote  and  the  counting 

of  the  negative  vote,  had  demanded  the  yeas  ami 
nays. 

In  making  this  demand,  he  said:v  this  matter  is 

just  simply  ridiculous;  that  is  all. 
The  yeas  and  nays  were  then  ordered. 
The  call  of  the  roll  having  been  commenced — 
Mr.  COLLAMER  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Speak- 

er, what  was  the  question  upon  which  the  House 
was  to  vote  ? 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  submitted  that  the  in- 
quiry came  too  late,  a  member  having  already 

answered  to  his  name.  m 

The  SPEAKER  restated  the  question. 

And  the  roll  having  been  called  through,  the 

vote  resulted — yeas  85,  nays  76 — as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Barrow,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Bingham.  Bo- 
cock,  Bowlin,  Biady,  Bridges,  William  G.  Brown,  Charles 
Brown,  Burt,  Canby,  Chase,  Clapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly 
L.  Clarke,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cummins,  Darling, 
Dickey,  Dickinson,  Alexander  Evans,  Feathersum,  Fickliu, 
Fisher,  French,  Fries,  Fulton,  Goggin,  Green,  Greeley, 
Wiilard  P.  Hall,  Hammons,  Harmanson,  Henley,  Henry, 
George  S.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  luge,  Irvin,  Iversou, 
Jameson,  Andrew  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  Kaufman, 
Kennon,  Lahm,  Da  riere,  Sidney  .Lawrence,  McCieruand, 
McDowell,  Job  Mann,  Horace  Maun,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse, 
Newell,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Petrie,  Pettit,  Peyton.  Puehey, 
Rockhill.  Rose,  Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton, 
Starkweather,  diaries  E.  Smart,  Thomas,  James  Thomp- 

son, Robert  A.  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Tuck,  Turner,  Ven- 
able,  Wallace,  Warren,  Wentwoub,  Wick,  Williams,  and 

WHrno.t—  85. NAVS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Arlimnn,  Barrincer, 
Blackinnr,  Boyd,  Bnydon.  Allien.  G.  Brown,  Buckner,  But- 
ler,  Catheart,  Clingman,  Cocke,  Collatner,  Conger,  Cran- 

ston, Crowell,  Crozier,  Dixon,  Dunn,  Edwards,  EmbreeJ 
Nathan  Evans,  Farau,  Fairelly,  Flounioy,  Gaines,  Gentry, 
Gott,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  James  G.  Hampton, 
Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  John  W.  Houston',  Hunt,  Charles  J. 
Ingersoll,  Joseph  R.  Ingersoll,  James  H.  Johnson,  J'.hn  W. 
Jones,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lincoln,  McClelland,  McLane, 
Marsh,  Marvin,  Moreliead,  Mullin,  Peck,  Pollock,  Preston, 
Putnam,  Richardson,  Robinson,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A. 
Rockwell,  Roman,  Ruinsey,  St.  John,  Schenek,  Silvester, 
Smart,  ('abb  B.  Mmith,  Truman  Smith,  Stephens,  Strong, 
Taylor,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Thurs- 

ton, Toombs,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton,  White, .and  Wilson— 16. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  question  raised  by 
Mr.  Turner  should  be  entertained  as  a  question 
of  privilege. 

Mr.  TURNER  expressed  his  acknowledgments 
to  the  House  for  sustaining  his  question  of  privi- 

lege, and  said  he  considered  it  a  matter  of  consid- 
erable moment  when  an  individual  was  charged 

with  peculation  of  any  kind,  whether  the  charge 
was  intended  to  injure  him  at  the  time  or  at  some 
subsequent  time,  to  be  allowed  an  opportunity  of 
exculpating  himself. 

He  now  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 

particularly  to  these  charges  made  by  the  editor 
of  the  New  York  Tribune, most,  if  not  all  of  which 
charges  he  intended  to  show  were  absolutely  false; 
and  that  the  individual  who  had  made  them  had 
either  been  actuated  by  the  low,  groveling,  base, 
and  malignant  desire  to  represent  the  Congress  of 
the  nation  in  a  false  and  unenviable  light  before 
the  country  and  the  world,  or  that  he  had  been 
actuated  by  motives  still  more  base — by  the  desire 
of  acquiring  an  ephemeral  notoriety,  by  blazoning 
forth  to  the  world  what  the  writer  attempted  to 
show  was  fraud.  The  whole  article  abounded  in 

gross  errors  and  willfully  false  statements,  and  was 
evidently  prompted  by  motives  as  base,  unprin- 

cipled, and  corrupt  as  ever  actuated  an  individual 
in  wielding  his  pen  for  the  public  press.  He  would 
read  one  extract  from  the  editorial  article  intro- 

ductory to  the  list  of  the  members  who  appeared to  be  shown  up: 

"Let  no  man  jump  at  the  conclusion  that  this  excess  has 
been  charged  and  received  contrary  to  law.  The  fact  is 
otherwise.  The  members  are  all  honorable  men — if  any 
irreverent  infidel  should  doubt  it,  we  can  silence  him  by  re  j 
ferring  to  the  prefix  to  their  names  in  the  newspapers — and 
we  presume  each  has  charged  just  vvhaithe  law  allows  him.' 

Could  any  man  (asked  Mr.  T.)  mistake  the 
character  of  an  article  which  set  out  with  language 
like  that? 

He  was  speaking  of  the  editor  of  the  Tribune — ■ 
it  made  no  matter  who  that  man  was — whether  the 

people  had  elected  him  by  their  suffrages  to  take  a 
seat  on  this  floor,  or  whether  he  was  an  individual 
sitting  behind  a  desk  in  the  city  of  New  York.  He 
should  speak  of  the  publication  and  of  its  author 
with  the  same  freedom,  whatever  position  he  might 

occupy.  He  had  only  to  say,  that  when  that  arti- 
cle was  penned,  the  individual  who  wrote  it  was 

either  ignorant,  grossly  ignorant,  of  the  facts  of 
which  it  treated,  or  willfully,  corruptly  lied  from 
beginning  to  end.  He  had  charged  him  (Mr.  T.) 
with  an  overcharge  of  mileage  to  the  amount  of 
$998;  and  the  article  stated  that  he  (Mr.  T.) 
resided,  by  the  most  direct  route,  eight  hundred 
miles  from  Washington.  Now,  it  was  known 
to  every  gentleman  on  this  floor  that  he  resided 
in  the  extreme  Northwest;  that  until  Iowa  and 

Wisconsin  were  admitted,  his  district  was  the  ex- 
treme northwestern  corner  of  the  Union;  and  that 

by  an  air  line,  it  was  over  eight  hundred  miles 
from  Washington.  He  said  further,  that  there 
was  not  a  merchant,  not  an  individual,  who  trav- 

eled by  public  conveyance  from  his  part  of  the 
country  to  Washington,  Baltimore,  Philadelphia, 
or  New  York,  that  could  come  by  any  different 
route,  unless  he  took  his  knapsack  on  his  back 
and  swam  rivers  and  waded  marshes,  to  come  by 
an  air  line,  and  then  it  would  fall  little,  if  any, 

;  short  of  a  thousand  miles.  But  there  was  no 

public  conveyance,  no  stage-coaches,  no  railroads 
or  steamboats,  by  which  any  man,  from  the  town 
in  which  he  resided,  could  reach  the  seat  of  Gov- 

ernment without  traveling  over  two  thousand 
miles.  Perhaps  the  gentleman  (he  begged  pardon) 
or  rather  the  individual,  perhaps  the  thing,  that 
penned  that  article  was  not  aware  that  his  (Mr. 

T.'s)  portion  of  the  country  was  not  cut  up  by 
railroads  and  traveled  by  stage-coaches  and  other 

direet  means  of  public  conveyance,  like  the  omni- 
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busses  in  the  city  of  New  York,  between  all 

points;  they  had  no  other  channel  of  communica- 
tion except  the  mighty  lakes  or  the  rivers  of  the 

West;  he  could  not  get  here  in  any  other  way. 
The  law  on  the  subject  of  mileage  authorized  the 

members  to  charge  upon  the  most  direct  usually- 
traveled  route.  Now,  he  ventured  the  assertion, 

that  there  was  not  an  individual  in  his  district  who 

ever  came  to  this  city,  or  to  any  of  ihe  northeast- 
ern cities,  who  did  not  come  by  the  way  of  the 

lakes  or  the  rivers. 

Further:  this  charge  was  made  in  this  article 

directly  upon  the  members.  The  gentleman  from 

Indiana  [Mr.  Henley]  had  principally  anticipated 
what  he  had  intended  to  say  on  this  point,  viz: 

that  the  whole  subject  of  allowance  of  mileage 

was,  by  the  rules,  referred  to  a  committee  of  this 

House,  who  decided  the  amount  to  which  each 
member  was  entitled.  The  members  themselves 

did  not  charge.  No  man,  perhaps,  had  ever 

charged  his  mileage.  He  knew  how  it  had  been 
in  his  own  case.  He  had  furnished  the  committee 

Mitchell's  "Traveler's  Guide;"  had  told  them 

that  he  had  not  made  the  computation",  but  he  be- 
lieved the  distance  he  traveled  (by  the  nearest 

usually-traveled  route)  was  over  two  thousand 

miles;  and  the  committee  had  made  their  calcula- 

tion, upon  the  authority  of  Mitchell's  "Traveler's Guide."  Was  there  any  other  mode  Jjy  which 
the  Committee  on  Mileage  could  arrive  at  the  truth 
in  regard  to  the  matter? 

Mr.  GREEN  said  he  was  a  member  of  the  Com- 

mittee on  Mileage,  and  as  the  chairman  was  not 

present,  he  felt  called  upon,  with  the  leave  of  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  to  state  the  process  by 
which  that  committee  made  their  estimates  of  what 
each  member  »vas  entitled  to. 

The  SPEAKER  interposed,  and  said  the  gentle- 
man could  proceed  only  by  general  consent. 

No  objection  being  made — 
Mr.  GREEN  said,  the  Committee  on  Mileage 

had  their  duty  pointed  out  by  a  rule  of  this  House. 

That  duty  was,  "  to  ascertain  and  report  the  dis- 
tance to  the  Sergeant-at-arms  for  which  each 

member  should  receive  pay." 
In  order  to  ascertain  the  number  of  miles  for 

which  the  members  should  receive  pay,  they  must 
first  look  at  the  law.  That  provided  that  members 

of  Congress  should  receive  a  certain  amount — $8 
for  every  twenty  miles  travel  upon  the  usually- 
traveled  routes.  This  was  the  law  which  con- 

trolled the  matter.  There  were,  then,  two  ques- 
tions of  fact  to  be  determined:  first,  what  was  the 

usual  route?  and  second,  what  was  the  distance  to 
be  traveled  by  pursuing  that  usual  route?  The 

House  would  readily  perceive,  that  in  order  to  as- 
certain these  two  questions  of  fact,  evidence  must 

be  before  the  committee.  Whence  was  this  evi- 
dence to  come?  -It  had  been  the  custom  for  the 

committee,  he  believed,  time  out  of  mind,  to  call 

upon  the  members  themselves  for  evidence  as  to 

their  own  case;  if  this  was  the  only  evidence  be- 
fore the  committee,  they  were  governed  by  it  ex- 

clusively; but  if  there  was  other  evidence,  they 
compared  the  one  with  the  other,  and  drew  such 
conclusions  as  seemed  warranted  by  all  the  evi- 

dence before  the  committee.  If  the  "usually-trav- 
eled" route  was  the  post  route,  they  ascertained 

the  distance,  by  obtaining  the  certificate  of  the 

Postmaster  General;  if  the  member's  residence  was 
a  distance  from  where  any  post  route  run  upon 
which  he  could  travel,  they  ascertained,  from  the 
member  himself  or  from  other  sources,  that  dis- 

tance, and  added  it  to  the  certified  distance  of  the 
Postmaster  General.  If  the  route  was  not  a  post 
route,  but  a  great  public  highway,  they  had  to 

rely  upon  general  information  as  to  the»  distances, 
and  they  frequently  referred  for  aid  to  publications 
of  an  authentic  character.  .But  there  were  cases  in 

which  the  committee  relied  exclusively  upon  the 
evidence  of  the  member;  and  while  gentlemen 
sought  to  exculpate  themselves  from  the  charge, 
and  throw  the  whole  responsibility  upon  the  com- 

mittee, he  begged  to  make  this  remark:  so  far  as 
the  committee  were  responsible  for  having  passed 
upon  and  allowed  unjust  claims,  let  the  responsi- 

bility be  thrown  upon  them;  if  they  had  done 
wrong  in  not  subpoenaing  witnesses,  &c,  let  them 
bear  that  wrong.  In  some  cases  they  might  have 
been  too  liberal;  if  so,  let  them  bear  the  responsi- 
bility. 

He  did  not  understand  that  the  editor  of  the 

Tribune  had  charged  fraud  upon  the  members  of 
the  House,  in  illegally  drawing  from  the  treasury 

the  amounts  of  mileage  which  they  received;  but 

he  understood  his  design  to  be,  to  show  the  neces- 
sity of  a  change  in  the  law.  He  did  not  charge, 

as  he  (Mr.  G.)  understood,  that  the  law  had  been 
improperly  executed;  if  he  did,  he  certainly  was 
grossly  mistaken;  if  he  undertook  to  say  that  the 
law  did  not  justify  and  make  it  the  duty  of  the 
Committee  on  Mileage  to  make  the  allowances 
which  were  made,  he  certainly  construed  the  law 
very  differently  from  the  manner  in  which  he  (Mr. 

Green)  construed  it,  and  in  which  the  Commit- 
tee on  Mileage  construed  it. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose  to  a  point  of  order;  and 

insisted,  that  although  this  was  a  question  of  priv- 
ilege so  far  as  the  member  was  concerned,  and  al- 

though it  was  entitled  to  be  heard  in  preference  to 
any  other,  still  a  resolution  or  a  proposition  should 
be  submitted  to  the  House  before  it  could  be  de- 

bated. There  was  no  proposition — no  question 
before  the  House;  and  he  made  the  point  of  order, 
that  the  debate  could  not  proceed  until  a  motion 
or  a  proposition  was  submitted  to  the  House  for 
their  consideration. 

The  SPEAKER  said  he  was  of  the  opinion  that 
the  gentleman  from  Illinois  [Mr.  Turner]  might 
be  called  to  submit  some  proposition.  It  had  been 
usual,  however,  when  a  memoes  rose  to  a  question 
of  privilege,  to  allow  him  to  state  his  case,  make 
his  argument,  and  submit  his  proposition  at  the 
close  of  his  remarks. 

Mr.  TURNER  (resuming)  said  he  had  a  prop- 
osition ready;  but  he  wished  first,  as  the  gentleman 

from  Missouri  had  explained  the  action  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  put  something  of  a  different  construc- 

tion upon  the  article  in  the  paper'from  that  which 
he  (Mr.  T.)  had  been  led  togive  it,  to  read  a  further 
extract  or  two  from  that  article,  to  show  what  was 
its  character.  It  would  be  seen  that  the  editor  of 

this  paper  had  had  an  immense  amount  of  trouble 
— he  had  laid  awake  nights,  and  written  by  moon- 

light, he  supposed — for  the  purpose  of  laying  this 
whole  matter  before  the  world.  He  said  in  the 
commencement: 

"  The  following  transcripts  of  the  mileage,  or  compensa- 
tion of  members  of  the  present  Congress  for  traveling  to 

and  from  Washington  hy  reason  of  their  attendance  at 
the  last  session,  has  been  obtained  and  prepared  for  The 
Tribune,  not  without  considerable  delay  and  difficulty.  The 
schedule  of  the  House  was  open  to  us,  and  no  objection 
made  to  its  use;  but  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  refused  to 
permit  a  transcript  of  the  mileage  of  that  illustrious  body 
to  be  taken ,  even  on  the  requisition  of.  a  member  of  ihe  House  ; 
and  we  were  constrained  to  apply  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  certifying  that  it  was  wanted  «s  the  bans  of  action 
in  the  Home;  and  then-our  reporter  was  tossed  about  from 
bureau  to  bureau  of  the  Treasury  buildings  for  some  time 
before  he  could  obtain  a  sight  of  the  document  in  question. 
But  we  have  it  at  last." 

"Evenon  the  requisition  of  a  member  of  the  House!''1 
Ay,  some  "honorable"  gentleman  had  been  en- 

gaged in  this!  Some  gentleman  with  a  "  prefix" 
to  his  name.  And  he  was  "  constrained  to. apply 
'  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  certifying  that 

'  it  was  wanted  as  the  basis  of  action  in  the  House." 
Had  the  House  asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 

ury for  any  information  on  this  matter  ?  Did  they 

want  any  "  basis"  of  the  kind  ?  or  had  the  reporter 

or  editor  o'f  the  Tribune  taken  upon  himself  the 
arduous  and  difficult  duty?  He  stated  that  he  had 
been  obliged  first  to  go  to  the  Clerk  of  the  House, 
then  to  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  then  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Senate,  then  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  this  information  as 
the  basis  of  some  action  of  this  House.  He  must 

be  a  patriotic  man,  indeed  ! 
He  wished  now  to  read  another  extract,  to  show 

that  this  editor  was  exceedingly  patriotic,  that  he 
did  not  wish  to  injure  any  live  man,  especially  a 
member  of  Congress.  Perhaps  he  was  under  the 
influence  of  the  sublime  doctrines  of  Fourrierism, 
that  would  destroy,  all  the  forms  of  society;  that 
would  mix  up  men,  women,  and  children,  Indians, 

negroes*  mulattoes,  and  whites,  in  one  conglome- 
rated mass;  that  would  break  down  all  laws,  and 

all  the  salutary  restraints  of  society  as  at  present 
organized;  perhaps  motives  of  this  kind  actuated 

the  individual  who  penned  these  lines';  he  (Mr.  T.) 
would  not  charge  him  by  any  means  with  wishing  to 
injure  the  character  of  any  member  in  this  House, 
especially  of  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana,  [Mr. 
Morse;]  but  he  would  read  another  paragraph 
from  the  same  article: 

"  We  have  heard  it  affirmed  that  one  at  least  of  the  Lou- 
isiana members  charges  from  his  residence  down  the  Red 

river  to  the  Mississippi,  down  the  Mississippi  to  New  Or- 
leans, thence  back  up  that  same  Mtisivsippi  by  tlie  mouth  of 

Red  river  to  the  Ohio,  and  so  up  to  Wheeling,  and  by  Bal- 
timore to  Washington.     {Should  not  this  be  corrected  I 

Mr.  MORSE  satd  he  represented  the  Red  river 
district,  but  he  did  not  travel  a  foot  upon  the  Red 
river,  either  going  up  or  down;  nor  did  he  charge 
for  any  such  travel. 

Mr.  TURNER  said,  of  course  the  gentleman 
who  represented  the  Red  river  district  must  be 
involved,  and  he  left  it  for  the  gentleman  to  settle 
that  matter. 

He  did  not  know  (he  said)  but  he  was  engaged 
in  a  very  small  business.  A  gentleman  near  him 

suggested  that  the  writer  of  this  article  would  ■ not  be  believed  anyhow;  that  therefore  it  was  no 
slander.  But  his  constituents,  living  two  or  three 
thousand  miles  distant,  might  not  be  aware  of  the 
facts,  and  therefore  it  was  that  he  had  deemed  it 

necessary  to  repel  the  slanderous  charges  and  im- 
putations of  fraud,  so  far  as  they  concerned  him. 

He  did  not  feel  disposed  to  pursue  this  matter, 
so  far  as  words  were  concerned.  He  had  risen 

particularly  to  propose  some  action  of  the  House 
in  regard  to  this  matter,  because  one  of  two  things 
was  apparent  to  the  American  people:  either  that 
every  member  on  this  floor  was  an  arrant  thief, 
and  (addressing  the  Speaker)  yourself  among  the 
number — for  you  are  charged  with  the  petty  lar- 

ceny of  $14  50 — or  that  the  writer  of  that  article 
had  basely,  falsely,  knowingly,  willfully,  under- 

taken to  cast  a  slander  upon  this  House,  in  the 
face  of  the  American  people  and  the  civilized world. 

Mr.  T.  concluded  by  offering  the  following  re- 
solution: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Mileage  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into,  and  to  report  to  this  House  whether,  during 
the  jpresent  Congress,  any  greater  amount  of  mileage  has 
been  drawn  from  the  treasury  by  any  one  or  more  of  the 
members  of  this  House  than  he  was  entitled  to  by  law ;  and 
if  so,  by  whom  so  drawn,  and  to  what  amount.  Also,  that 
said  committee  report  to  this  House  by  what  rule  the  mileage 
in  every  case  is  computed,  by  whom  the  claim  for  it  is 
allowed,  and  upon  what  evidence  allowed. 

Resolved,  secondly,  That  a  publication  made  in  the  New 
York  Tribune,  on  the   ■  day  of  December,  1848,  in  which 
the  mileage  of  the  members  is  set  forth  and  commented  on, 
be  referred  to  the  same  committee,  with  instructions  to  in- 

quire into,  and  report  whether  said  publication  does  not 
amount,  in  substance,  to  an  allegation  of  fraud  against  most 
of  the  members  of  this  House  in  the  matter  of  their  mileage; 
and  if,  in  the  judgment  of  the  committee,  it  does  amount  to 
an  allegation  of  fraud,  then  to  inquireand  report  if  that 
allegation  is  true  or  false. 

Resolved,  That  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for 
persons  and  papers. 

The  resolution  having  been  read — 
Mr.  T.  demanded  the  previous  question,  but 

subsequently  withdrew  the  motion. 
Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  renewed  it. 

Mr.  GREELEY  gave  notice  that  when  this  res- 
olution was  disposed  of,  he  should  rise  to  a  priv- 

ileged question. Mr. THOMPSON,  of  Indiana,  moved  that  the 
resolution  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  asked  and  ordered ; 

and, being  taken,  were — yeas  28,  nays  123 — as  fol- lows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Boydon,  Canity,  Cran- 
ston,'Dickey,  Garnett  Duncan,  Nathan  Evans,  Farreily, 

Fisher,  Gaines,  Giddiligs,  Hale,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Morehead, 
Mullin,  Palfrey,  Root,  Schenck,  Stephens,  Thibodeaux, 
Richard  W.  Thompson,  Thurston,  Toombs,  Van  Dyke, 

Warren,  and  White— 28. NAYS — Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer,  Barrow,  Bayly,  Bing- 
ham, Bowlin,  Boyd,  Brady,  Bridges,  William  G.  Brown, 

Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Hurt,  Butler,  Cathcart, 
Chase,  Ciapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clinginan, 
Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Crowell, 
Crozier,  Cummins, Darling,  Dickinson,  Dixon,  Duer,  Dunn, 
Edwards,  Embree,  Alexander  Evans,  Faran,  Featherstou, 
Ficklin,  Flournov,  French,  Fries,  Fulton,  Goggin,  Gott, 
Green,  Greeley,  Grinnell,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Nathan  K.  Hall, 
Mammons,  James' G.  Hampton,  Harmanson,  Henley,  Henry, 
Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  George  S.  Houston,  John  W.  Hous- 

ton, Hubbard,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Irvin,  Iverson, 
Jameson,  Andrew  Johnsons  James  11.'  Johnson,  George  W. 
Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kellogg,  Kennon,  T.  B. 
King,  D.  P.  King,  Lahin,  La  Sere,  S.  Laurence,  Lincoln, 
McClelland,  McClcrnand,  McDowell,  McLane,  Job  Mann, 
Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  New- 

el], Peaslee,  Pctrie,  Petlit,  Peyton,  Pilsbnry,  Pollock,  Pres- 
ton, Riehey,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  Roman, 

Rose,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Silvester, 
Smart,  Caleb  11.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stanton,  Stark- 

weather, Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Tallmadge,  Taylor, 
Thomas,  James  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Robert  A. 
Thompson,  Tompkins,  Turner,  Venable,  Vmton,  Wallace, 
Wenlwortb,  Wihnot,  and  Wilt-on— 128. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  resolution  should 
not  be  laid  on  the  table. 

And  the  question  recurring  on  the  demand  for 
the  previous  question — 

Mr.  FRIES  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether 
the  question  was  susceptible  of  division? 
The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  question  could 

be  taken  separately  on  each  resolution. 
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A  number  of  members  here  requested  Mr.  Evans 
to  withdraw  the  demand  for  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  EVANS  declined  to  withdraw  the  motion, 
and  desired  to  state  the  reason  why  he  did  so. 
The  reason  was,  that  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
[Mr.  Greeley]  had  spoken  to  an  audience  to 
which  the  members  of  this  House  could  notspeak. 
If  the  gentleman  wished  to  assail  any  member  of 
this  House,  let  him  do  so  here. 
The  SPEAKERirfterpjosed,  and  was  imperfectly 

heard,  but  was  understood  to  say  that  it  was  out 
of  order  to  refer  personally  to  gentlemen  on  this 
floor. 

Mr.  EVANS  said  he  would  refer  to  the  editor 
of  the  Tribune,  and  he  insisted  that  the  gentleman 
was  not  entitled  to  reply. 

[Loud  cries  from  all  parts  of  the  House,  "  Let 
-him  speak,"  with  mingling  dissents.] 
-The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  demand  for 

the  previous  question, 
But  the  House  refused  to  second  it. 

Mr.  GREELEY,  after  alluding  (in  a  manner  not 
heard  by  the  reporter)  to  the  comments  that  had 
been  made  upon  the  article  in  the  Tribune  relative 
to  the  subject  of  mileage,  and  the  abuses  which 
had  notoriously  been  practised  relative  to  it,  said 
he  had  heard  no  gentleman  quote  one  word  in  that 
article  imputing  an  illegal  charge  to  any  member 
of  this  House,  imputing  anything  but  a  legal, 

proper  charge.  The  whole  ground  of  the  argu- 
ment was  this:  Ought  not  the  law  to  be  changed? 

Ought  not  the  mileage  to  be  settled  by. the  nearest 
route,  instead  of  what  was  called  the  usually-trav- 

eled route,  which  authorized  a  gentleman  coming 
from  the  centre  of  Ohio  to  go  around  by  Sandusky, 
Albany,  New  York,  Philadelphia,  and  Baltimore, 
and  to  charge  mileage  upon  that  route.  He  did 

not  object  to  any  gentleman's  taking  that  course  if 
lie  saw  fit;  but  was  that  the  route  upon  which  the 
mileage  ought  to  be  computed? 

Mr.  TURNER  interposed,  and  inquired  if  the 
gentleman  wrote  that  article? 

Mr.  GREELEY  replied,  that  the  introduction 
to  the  article  on  mileage  was  written  by  himself; 
the  transcript  from  the  books  of  this  House  and 
from  the  accounts  of  the  Senate  was  made  by  a 
reporter,  at  his  direction.  That  reporter,  who 

was  formerly  a  clerk  in  the  Post  Office  Depart- 
ment, (Mr.  Douglass  Howard,)  had  taken  the 

latest  book  in  the  department,  which. contained 
the  distances  of  the  several  post  offices  in  the 
country  from  Washington;  and  from  that  book  he 
had  got — honestly,  he  knew,  though  it  might  not 
have  been  entirely  accurate  in  an  instance  or 
two — the  official  list  of  the  distances  of  the  several 
post  offices  from  this  city.  In  every  case,  the 
post  office  of  the  member,  whether  of  the  Senate 
or  the  House,  had  been  looked  out,  his  distance 

as  charged  set  down,  then  the  post  office  book  re- 
ferred to;  and  the  actual,  honest  distance  by  the 

shortest  route  set  down  opposite,  and  then  the 
computation  made  how  much  the.  charge  was  an 
excess,  not  of  legal  mileage,  but  of  what  would  be 
legal,  if  the  mileage  was  computed  by  the  nearest 
mail  route. 

Mr.  KING,  of  Georgia,  desired,  at  this  point  of 

the  gentleman's -remarks,  to  say  a  word;  the  gen- 
tleman said  that  the  members  charged;  now,  he 

(Mr.  K.)  desired  to  say,  with  reference  to  him- 
self, that  from  the  first,  he  had  always  refused  to 

give  any  information  to  the  Committee  on  Mile- 
age with  respect  to  the  mileage  to  which  he  would 

be  entitled.  He  had  told  them  it  was  their  special 
duty  to  settle  the  matter;  that  he  would  have  noth- 

ing to  do  with  it.  Pie  therefore  had  charged 
nothing, 

Mr.  GREELEY  (continuing)  said,  he  thought 
all  this  showed  the  necessity  of  a  new  rule  on  the 
subject,  for  here  they  saw  members  shirking  off, 
shrinking  from  the  responsibility,  and  throwing  it 
from  one' place  Ko  another.  Nobody  made  up  the account,  but  somehow  an  excess  of  sixty  or  seven- 

ty thousand  dollars  was  charged  in  the  accounts 
for  mileage,  and  was  paid  from  the  treasury. 

Mr.  KING  interrupted,  and  asked  if  he  meant 
to  charge  him  (Mr.  K.)  with  shirking?  Was 
that  the  gentleman's  remark? 

Mr.  GREELEY  replied,  that  he  only  said  that 
by  some  means  or  other,  this  excess  of  mileage 
was  charged,  and  was  paid  by  the  treasury.  This 
money  ought  to  be  saved.  The  same  rule  ought 

to  'be  applied  to  members  of  Congress  that  was applied  to  other  persons. 
Mr.  KING  desired  to  ask  the  gentleman  from 

New  York  if  he  had  correctly  understood  his  lan- 
guage, for  he  had  heard  him  indistinctly?  He 

(Mr.  K.)  had  made  the  positive  statement  that  he 
had  never  had  anything  to  do  with  reference  to 
the  charge  of  his  mileage,  and  he  had  understood 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  to  speak  of  shirk- 

ing from  lesponsibility.  He  desired  to  know  if 
the  gentleman  applied  that  term  to  him? 

Mr.  GREELEY  said  he  had  applied  it  to  no 
member. 

Mr.  KING  asked,  why  make  use  of  this  term, 
then  ? 

Mr.  GREELEY'S  reply  to  this  interrogatory 
was  lost  in  the  confusion  which  prevailed  in  con- 

sequence of  members  leaving  their  seats  and 
coming  forward  to  the  area  in  the  centre. 

The  SPEAKER  called  the  House  to  order,  and 
requested  gentlemen  to  take  their  seats. 

Mr.  GREELEY  proceeded.  There  was  no  inti- 
mation in  the  article  thatany  member  had  made  out 

his  own  account,  but  somehow  or  other  the  accounts 
had  been  so  made  up  as  to  make  a  total  excess  of 

some  §00,000  or  $70,000,  chargeable  upon  the  treas- 
ury. The  general  facts  had  been  stated,  to  show 

that  the  law  ought  to  be  different,  and  there  were 
several  cases  cited  to  show  how  the  law  worked 

badly;  for  instance,  from  one  district  in  Ohio,  the 
member  formerly  charged  for  four  hundred  miles, 
when  he  came  on  his  own  horse  all  the  way;  but 
now  the  member  from  the  same  district  received 

mileage  for  some  800  or  900  miles.  Now,  ought 
that  to  be  so  ?  The  whole  argument  turned  on 
this:  now,  the  distances  were  traveled  much  easier 
than  formerly,  and  yet  more,  in  many  cases  much 
more,  mileage  was  charged.  The  gentleman  from 
Ohio  who  commenced  this  discussion,  had  made 

the  point  that  there  was  some  defect,  some  miscal- 
culation in  the  estimate  of  distances.  He  could 

not  help  it;  they  had  taken  the  post  office  books, 
and  relied  on  them,  and  if  any  member  of  the  press 
had  picked  out  a  few  members  of  this  House,  and 
held  up  their  charges  for  mileage,  it  would  have 
been  considered  invidious. 

Mr.  TURNER,  called  the  attention  of  the'mem- 
ber  from  New  York  to  the  fact,  that  the  Postmas- 

ter General  himself  had  thrown  aside  that  post 
office  book,  in  consequence  of  its  incorrectness. 
He  asked  the  gentleman  if  he  did  not  know  that 
fact? 

Mr.  GREELEY  replied,  that  the  article  itself 
stated  that  the  department  did  not  charge  mileage 

upon  that  book.  Every  possible  excuse  and  miti- 
gation had  been  given  in  the  article;  but  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  Plouse — they  were  the  masters  of  the 

law — why  would  they  not  change  it,  and  make  it 
more  just  and  equal? 

Mr.  SAWYER  wished  to  be  allowed, to  ask  the 

gentleman  from  New  York  a  question.  His  com- 
plaint was,  that  the  article  had  done  him  injustice, 

by  setting  him  down  as  some  300  miles  nearer 
the  seat  of  Government  than  his  colleague  [Mr. 
Schenck]  was,  although  his  colleague  had  stated 
before  the  House,  that  he  [Mr.  Sawyer]  resided 
some  60  or  70  miles  further. 
Now,  he  wanted  to  know  why  the  gentleman 

had  made  this  calculation  against  him,  and  in  favor 
of  his  colleague? 

Mr.  GREELEY  replied,  that  he  begged  to 
assure  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  that  he  did  not 
think  he  had  ever  been  in  his  thoughts  from  the 
day  he  bad  come  here  until  the  present  day;  but 
he  had  taken  the  figures  from  the  post  office  book, 
as  transcribed  by  a  former  clerk  in  the  Post  Office 

Department. Mr.  SAWYER  said,  if  the  gentleman  had  been 
as  particular  when  he  made  out  the  statement  as 
he  was  now,  he  (Mr.  S.)  would  have  been  saved 
this  trouble.  But  the  article,  whether  intention- 

ally or  not,  had  done  him  injustice,  and  therefore 
he  had  felt  bound  to  call  the  attention  of  the*  House 
to  the  fact. 

Some  conversation  (which  was  too  indistinctly 

heard  to  be  minutely  reported)  here  took  place  be- 
tween Mr.  GREELE1  and  Mr.  TURNER,  with 

reference  to  the  shortest  distance  of  the  latter  gen- 
tleman's residence  from  the  seat  of  Government; 

Mr.  TURNER  stating,  that  by  an  air  line  the  dis- 
tance was  greater  than  it  had  been  put  down  in  the 

newspaper  article  in  question,  and  repealing  that 
the  only  modes  of  conveyance  from  his  residence 
were  by  the  lakes  or  by  the  rivers;  and  Mr. 
GREELEY  stating  that  General  Dodge,  of  Iowa, 
who  had  just  taken  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  had 
come  by  another  and  more  direct  route;  to  which 

Mr.  TURNER  replied  that  General  Dodge  resided 
three  hundred  miles  below  him,  and  consequently 
he  could  take  jthe  southern  route,  while  he  (Mr. 

T.)  could  not. Mr.  IIOUSTON,  of  Delaware,  said :  May  I  ask 
the  gentleman  from  New  York  a  single  qucsiion  ? 
I  wish  to  know  what  is  meant  by  the  "nearest 
mail  route:"  whether  by  it  is  meant  the  nearest route  by  which  the  mails  of  the  United  States  are 
actually  transported  from  this  city  to  the  place  of 
the  residence  of  a  member.  If  so,  and  if  this  is  to 
be  the  standard  by  which  the  mileage  of  a  member 
is  to  be  ascertained  and  graduated,  as  seems  to 
be  contemplated  by  the  honorable  gentleman,  then 
injustice  has  been  done  to  me  in  the  publication 
alluded  to;  because  the  route  by  which  my  mileage 
is  charged,  is  the  only  route  by  which  the  mails 
are  conveyed  from  this  place  to  the  place  of  my 
residence  in  Delaware,  and  which  is  full  two  hun- 

dred miles,  I  believe.  It  is  the  only  route  by  which 
the  mails  are  sent  from  the  city  of  Washington  to 

that  place,  and  it  is  the  identical  route  by°which I  travel  when  coming  to  and  returning  from  this 
city.  I  would  also  inform  the  gentleman,  that  it 
is  not  only  the  "  usual  route"  traveled  between 
the  two  points,  which  is  the  route  very  properly 
provided  for  in  the  law  as  the  distance  for  which 
mileage  is  to  be  allowed,  but  it  is  the  route  inva- 

riably traveled  by  all  who  have  occasion  to  visit 
the  capital  from  that  place.  There  may  be  some 
shorter  route  between  the  two  points,  but  of  this 
I  know  nothing;  all  I  can  say  is,  that  it  is  not  the 
route  by  which  the  mails  are  transmitted  between 
the  two  places,  nor  is  it  the  route  that  is  ever  trav- 

eled by  the  public  passing  to  and  from  the  same 
points;  and  yet  I  stand  charged,  with  other  gentle- 

men, in  the  article  referred  to,  with  an  excess  of 
mileage  over  and  above  what  the  law  ought  to  allow 
by  some  other  route. 

Mr.  GREELEY  said,  it  must  be  obvious  that  no 

gentleman  could  go  around  inquiring  into  the  mail 
routes,  and  guessing  whether  the  distance  of  the 
residence  of  each  member  ought  to  be  computed 
as  great  as  it  was  put  down  in  the  post  office  book. 
All  that  he  could  do,  was  to  direct  the  official  list 
to  be-taken;  he  had  made  no  alterations  in  it. 
He  had  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  the  attention  of 

the  House  and  of  the  coimtry  to  these  abuses 
which  existed  in  reference  to  the  allowance  of 

mileage  to  members  of  Congress.  They  were  cer- 
tainly gross  abuses,  and  ought  to  be  corrected. 

There  was  no  imputation  in  the  article  upon  any 
member,  that  he  had  made  illegal  charges;  but  ar- 

guments and  facts  had  been  brought  "forward  to show  the  necessity  of  altering  the  law. 
Mr.  MILLER  demanded  the  previous  question, 

which  was  seconded. 

And  the  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  now 
taken. 
Which  main  question  was  on  the  adoption  of 

the  resolution. 

Mr.  LINCOLN  called  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion, so  that  it  should  be  taken  on  the  resolutions 

separately. 
And  it  was  accordingly  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  first  reso- 
lution, and  it  was  adopted. 

On  the  question  of  adopting  the  second  resolution, 
Mr.  COBB,  of  Alabama,  called  for  the  yeas  and 

nays,  which  were  ordered;  and  being  taken,  were 

— yeas  101,  nays  43 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Adams,  Ashmun,  Bayly,  Bingham, 

Bowlin,  Boyd,  Bridges,  Charles  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown, 
Burt,  Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clingmaii, 
Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Crazier,  Cummins,  Darling,  Dick- 

inson, Daniel  Duncan,  Dunn,  Alex.  Evans,  Nathan  Evans, 
Featherston.l-'icklin,  Flournoy,  Fulton,  Cousin,  Gott, Green, 
Greeley,  Gnnnell,  Hale,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Nathan  K.  Hall, 
Hanunons,  Harmanson,  Henley,  Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes, 
George  S.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Inge,  lverson,  Jameson,  An- 

drew Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  John 
W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kellogg,  Kennon,  Thomas  B.  King, 
Daniel  P.  King,  Laiun,  La  S6rc,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Lord, 
McC'lernand,  McDowell,  McLane,  Job  Mann,  Horace  Mann, 
Marvin,  Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Newell,  Peaslee,  Peck, 
Petrie,  Peyton,  Pilshury,  Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam,  Richey, 
Bockhill,  Rose,  Sawyer,  Silvester,  Smart,  Robert  Smith, 
Stanton,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Taylor, 
Thomas,  James  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Thurston, 
Tompkins,  Turner,  Venable,  Wallace,  Wentworth,  Wick, 
Wilmot,  Wilson,  and  Woodward — 101. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Barringer,  Barrow,  Blaekmar,  Boydon, 

Brady,  Butler,  Canby,  Catheart,  Clapp,  Cocke,  Cotlamer, 
Conger,  Cranston,  Dickey,  Duer,  Garnett  Duncan,  Edwards, 
Embree,  Faran,  Farrclly,  Fisher,  Gaines,  Giddings,  James 
G.  Hampton,  Henry,  Hudson,  Irvin,  Lincoln,  McClelland, 
Morehead,  Mullin,  Robinson,  Julius  Rockwell,  Roman, 
Itoot,  Ruinsey,  Shepperd,  Stephens,  Tallmadge,  Tuck,  Vin- 

ton, Warren,  and  White — 43. 
So  the  second  resolution  was  adopted. 
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The  question  was  then  taken  on,  the  third  reso- 
lution, and  it  was  rejected. 

Whereupon,  the  House  adjourned. 

SELECT  COMMITTEES. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  following: 

Relative  to  draining, and  reclaiming  the  swamps 
and  submerged  lands  in  the  States  of  Missouri  and 
Arkansas,  viz: 

Mr.  Bowlin,  Mr.  Jacob  Thompson, 
Mr.  Garnett  Duncan,    Mr.  Bridges. 
Mr.  Rose, 

On  revising  the  Penitentiary  laws  of  the  Distric 
of  Columbia,  viz: 

Mr.  Horace  Mann,  Mr.  Crisfield, 
Mr.  Boydon,  Mr.  Thomas, 
Mr.  Mende,  Mr.  Embree, 
Mr.  Tallmadge,  Mr.  Lahm. 
Mr.  James  Thompson, 

On  erecting  a  marble  column  at  York,  Virginia, 
in  commemoration  of  the  surrender  of  Earl  Corn- 

wallis  to  his  Excellency  General  George  Washing- 
ton, viz: 

Mr.  Goggin,  Mr.  Featherston, 
Mr.  Belcher,  Mr.  La  Sere, 
Mr.  Peaslee,  Mr.  Faran, 
Mr.  Peck,  Mr.  Daniel  Duncan, 
Mr.  Abbott,  Mr.  Buckner, 
Mr.  Cranston,  Mr.  Crozier, 
Mr.  Dixon,  Mr.  Dunn, 
Mr.  Starkweather,  Mr.  Lincoln, 
Mr.  Van  Dyke,  Mr.  Phelps, 
Mr.  Wilmot,  Mr.  R.  W.  Johnson, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Houston,       Mr.  C.  E.  Stuart, 
Mr.  Ligon,  Mr.  Cabell, 
Mr.  Donnell,  Mr.  Kaufman, 
Mr   Simpson,  Mr.  Win.  Thompson, 
Mr.  John  W.  Jones,       Mr.  Darling. 
Mr.  Hilliard, 
In  reference  to  railroad  or  canal  across  the 

Isthmus  of  Panama: 
Mr.  John  A.Rockwell,     Mr.  Alex.  Evans, 
Mr.  R.W.Thompson,     Mr.  Green, 
Mr.  Robert  Smith,  Mr.  Tompkins, 
Mr.  Hale,  Mr.  Lynde. 
Mr.  Strong, 

IN  SENATE. 

Thursday,  December  28,  1848. 

Mr.  Hannegan  appeared  in  his  seat. 

Mr.  DOWNS  presented  the  petition  of  the  rep- 
resentative of  J.  W.  Mason,  deceased,  praying  for 

a  right  of  preemption;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims. 

Mr.  D.  also  presented  the  petition  of  Jacob  Wil- 
cox, praying  the  repayment  of  money  advanced  to 

the  late  Republic  of  Texas;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  the  pe- 
tition of  N.  B.  Hill,  praying  compensation  for  the 

use  of  a  steamboat  in  transporting  United  States 
troops  during  the  Seminole  war;  which^was  re- 
feVred  to  the  Committee  on  "Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland,  the 
petition  of  Alexander  Murdoch  was  taken  from 
the  files,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Maryland, 
the  petition  of  Henry  P.  McBlair  was  taken  from 
the  files,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

»  Mr.  CLAYTON  presented  the  petition  of  Wil- 
liam D.  and  Julia  Achen,  representatives  of  William 

Yool,  deceased,  a  master's  mate  in  the  navy,  pray- 
ing for  a  pension;  which  was  referred  to  the  Com- 

mittee on  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  CLAYTON,  the  petition  of 
John  A.  Rogers  was  taken  from  the  files  of  the 
Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  WESTCOTT,  the  petition  of 
David  L.  White  was  taken  from  the  files  of  the 
Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS  FROM  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  DOWNS,  from  the  Committee  on  Private 
Luid  Claims,  made  a  favorable  report  on  the  peti- 

tion of  John  Holden;  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Mr.  NILES,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post 

O.'fice  and  Post  Roads,  tohwhich  was  referred  the bill  for  the  reduction  of  the  rates  of  postage,  re- 

ported the  same  with  various  amendments;  which 
were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr.  BREESE  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion;  which  was  considered  by  unanimous  con- 

sent, and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  he  in- 

structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  so'  amending  the act  entitled  f  An  act  to  raise  for  a  limited  time  an  additional 

military  force,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  February 
11,  1847,  as  to  extend  the  provisions  of  the  ninth  section 
thereof  to  the  devisees  of  deceased  soldiers. 

Mr.  BENTON  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered,  by  unanimous  con- 
sent, and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  cause  the 
Senate  to  be  informed  of  the  number  of  vessels  annually 
employed  in  the  coast  survey,  and  the  annual  cost  thereof, 
and  out  of  what  fund  they  were  paid;  also,  the  number  ot 
persons  annually  employed  in  the  said  survey  who  were  not 
of  the  army  or  navy  of  the  United  States;  also,  the  amount 
of  money  rteeived  by  the  United  States  for  maps  and  charts 
made  under  such  survey,  and  sold  under  the  act  of  1844; 

STEAMBOAT  COMPANY. 

The  bill  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  "An  act 
to  incorporate  the  Washington,  Alexandria,  and 
Georgetown  Steamboat  Company,  was  taken  up; 

and, 

The  question  being  on  the  passage  of  the  bill — 
Mr.  BENTON  said  that  he  had,  since  yester- 

day, examined  the  old  law,  and  found  that  it  con- 
ferred no  privilege  on  any  one.  It  authorized 

nothing  to  be  done  in  any  State. 
Mr.  ALLEN  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 

the  passage  of  the  bill;  and  they  were  ordered. 
The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as 

follows: 
VEAS — Messrs.  Atchison,  Badger,  Baldwin,  Bell,  Benton, 

Bradbury,  Clarke,  Clayton,  Convin,  Davis  of  Massachusetts, 
Dix,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Douglas,  Fitzgerald,  Fitzpatrick, 
Hamlin,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  Johnson  of  Lou- 

isiana, Metcalfe,  Niles,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sturgeon,  Underwood, 

and  Upham— 2b. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Allen,  Atherton,  Breese,  Bright,  Davis  of 

Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Downs,  Felch,  Hale,  Johnson  of 
Georgia,  King,  Sebastian,  Turney,  Walker,  and  Westcott 

—15. 

The  bill  was  then  passed. 
ELECTORAL  VOTE  MESSENGERS. 

Mr.  BRIGHT,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  rela- 

ting to  the  \  compensation  of  persons  bearing  the 
votes  for  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  Uni- 

ted States. 

The  bill  having  been  read  a  first  and  second 

time — 
Mr.  BRIGHT  moved  that  the  Senate  now  con- 

sider the  joint  resolution  at  this  time;  and  the'mo- 
tion  having  been  agreed  to — 

Mr.  BRIGHT  stated  that  previous  to  last  year 
these  messengers  had  been  entitled  by  law  to  25 
cents  per  mile.  At  the  last  session,  a  clause  had 
found  its  way  into  the  general  appropriation  bill 
reducing  the  rale  of  mileage  to  12|  cents.  The 
change  of  the  law  was  out  of  place  in  an  appro- 

priation bill;  and  be  presumed  it  was  an  oversight 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  Even  25  cents  was  less 
than  the  service  was  worth.  No  gentleman  could 
leave  his  business  and  travel  to  Washington  for 
this  small  compensation.  It  was  a  blow  at  re- 

trenchment out  of  place,  and  on  a  petty  scale. 
Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  expressed  his 

belief  that  if  the  clause  had  met  the  attention  of 
any  Senator,  it  would  not  have  been  inserted.  He 
hoped  the  bill  would  be  passed. 
Mr.  BREESE  said  he  thought  it  wrong  to 

change  a  law  in  this  informal  manner.  The  pay 
of  twenty-five  cents  per  mile  had  been  the  pay 
from  the  commencement  of  the  Government. 

The  joint  resolution  was  then  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  was  then  read  a 
third  time  and  passed. 

♦  THE  PILOT  ACT. 

The  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  2d  March,  1837,  en- 

titled "An  act  concerning  pilots,"  was  taken  up; 
and,  on  motion  of  Mr.  DIX,  was  passed  over. 

SAGINAW  INDIAN  LANDS. 

The  Senate,  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  re- 
sumed the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  provide  for 

the  sale  of  the  lands  purchased  by  the  United 
States  of  the  Saginaw  tribe  of  Chickasaw  Indians. 

Mr.  KING  remarked,  that  his  main  objection 
to  the  bill  was  because  of  its  making  provision  for 
the  payment  of  the  claims  of  these  individuals  out 
of  the  public  treasury.  He  thought  they  should 
be  reimbursed  from  the  proceeds  arising  from  the 
sale  of  the  lands. 

Mr.  FELCH.  The  committee  reporting  this 
bill  (the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs)  reported 
also  the  public  bill  to  which  the  honorable  Senator 
[Mr.  King]  has  referred,  but  which  was  a  separate 
and  distinct  matter.  The  honorable  Senator  [Mr. 
Downs]  who  reported  the  bill  stated,  when  the 
matter  was  under  discussion  the  other  day,  that 
the  committee  were  unanimous  in  reporting  the 
bill  providing  for  the  reduction  of  the  Saginaw 
lands  to  the  minimum  price  of  Government  lands, 
but  that  they  were  not  unanimous  in  regard  to  this 

bill  for  private  claims.  This' claim  is  one  of  a 
large  number  mentioned  in  the  schedule  annexed 
to  the  -treaty,  amounting  in  the  aggregate  to 
$12,000  If  this  claim  shall  be  allowed,  it  will 
stand  as  a  precedent  in  the  settlement  of  other 
claims  mentioned  in  the  same  class  in  the  treaty. 

It  becomes,  therefore,  a  question  of  some  import- 
ance to  determine  the  rights  of  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  these  treaties.  I  desire  to  call  the  attention 

of  the  Senate  to  a  brief  consideration  of  these  trea- 
ties, as  far  as  this  question  is  involved.  There  are 

four  of  these  treaties  in  all,  but  it  will  only  be 
necessary  to  refer  to  the  first  two  of  them. 

According  to  the  provisions  of  the  first  of  these 
treaties,  which  was  made  on  the  14th  of  January, 
1837,  these  Chippewa  Indians  conveyed  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  one  hundred  and 
two  thousand  four  hundred  acres  of  land,  and  the 
Government,  among  other  things,  assumed,  as  a 
consideration  for  this  cession,  the  payment  of  cer- 

tain debts  incurred  by  these  Indians.  The  cession 
of  these  lands  was  an  absolute,  unqualified  con- 

veyance; and  by  the  terms  of  this  treaty,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  United  States  undertook,  absolutely 
and  without  qualification,  the  payment  of  these 
claims.  Senators  will  understand,  that  under  this 
first  treaty,  the  total  amount  specified  to  be  paid, 
in  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty,  is  §128,743  75. 

This  sum,  within  a  small  fraction,  would  be  equiv- 
alent to  an  allowance  of  one  dollar  and  twenty-five 

cents,  the  regular  Government  price,  per  acre,  for 
these  lands.  Now,  the  fourth  article  of  this  treaty 

provides  for  the  payment  of  nine  classes  of  claim- ants. But  there  is  a  distinction  made  between 

these  several  classes.  While  a  certain  portion  of 
them  were  to  be  paid  immediately,  another  portion 
were  to  await  the  sale  of  the  lands,  and  were  to  be 
paid  out  of  their  proceeds.  This  of  Mr.  Garrison, 

together  with  a  portion  of  the  other  classes  pro- 
vided for  in  the  fourth  article  of  the  treaty,  stand 

on  an  entirely  different  basis.  By  the  fifth  article 
of  the  treaty,  the  United  States  were  to  advaice 
the  amount  prescribed  in  the  preceding  article,  for 
the  purchase  of  goods  and  provisions;  and  also 
enumerates  the  classes  of  cases  mentioned  in  the 

ninth  article,  which  the  Government  thereby  stip- 
ulated to  pay  as  soon  as  practicable.  It  is  evident 

that  a  distinction  is  made  in  these  nine  classes, 

because  in  enumerating  them,  six  only  are  partic- 
ularized. Nine  classes  of  cases  were  to  be  paid; 

but  in  the  fifth  article,  the  United  States  assumed 
the  immediate  payment  of  only  six  out  of  the  nine. 
It  was  contended  the  other  day,  that  because  the 
Government  were  obliged  to  keep  an  account  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  these  lands,  therefore 
the  payment  of  the  whole  amount  of  these  claims 
was  to  be  suspended  until  the  proceeds  of  the  sales 
should  be  all  received,  and  to  be  paid  only  out  of 
those  proceeds. 

But  it  will  be  seen,  upon  looking  at  this  article 
of  the  treaty,  that  such  was  not  the  intention. 
While  the  Government  was  authorized  to  sell  the 

land,  the  price  was  not  fixed  upon.  The  lands 
were  to  be  sold  as  other  public  lands,  being  first 
exposed  at  public  sale  to  the  highest  bidder;  and 
if  they  brought  a  higher  price,  the  surplus  was  to 
belong  to  the  Indians:  and  hence  the.  necessity  for 
keeping  an  account  of  the  sales  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  So  with  regard  to  the  two  classes 
of  unsettled  claims  mentioned  in  the  fourth  article 

— claims  for  Indian  depredations  and  unliquidated 
debts — which  were  not  to  be  paid  until  their 
amounts  should  be  severally  ascertained;  and  even 
then  they  were  not  to  be  paid  withourthe  consent 
of  the  Indians.  Now,  suppose  the  Indians  had 
refused  to  allow  this  class  of  claims,  and  the  land 
had  been  sold  by  the  Government,  there  would 

have  been  fifty  thousand  dollars  which  the  Gov- 
ernment would  have  been  compelled  to  pay  to  the 

Indians.  The  position  which  seems  to  me  to  be 
the  correct  one  is  this:  that  under  this  first  treaty 
the  class  of  cases  mentioned  here  is  assumed  to 

be  paid  by  the  United  States;  for  it  is  there  stipu- 
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lated  that  the  advance  of  money  was  for  the  pur- 
pose of  liquidating  these  claims.  In  brief,  the 

Government  has  received  an  absolute  title  to  these 

premises,  and  in  consideration  thereof  assumed  by 
the  treaty  the  immediate  payment  of  specified 
debts,  leaving  other  debts  to  be  paid  upon  the  final 
return  of  the  proceeds  of  the.  lands,  and  the  bal- 

ance of  the  proceeds,  if  any,  to  go  to  the  Indians. 

This,  in  my  judgment,  is  the  correct  view,  as  pre- 
sented in  the  first  treaty. 

I  will  now  refer  to  the  second  treaty;  because,  if 
these  claims  are  not  to  be  allowed,  it  must  be  in 
consequence  of  the  provisions  of  the  second  treaty 
restricting  the  operations  of  the  first  treaty;  and  if 
such  is  to  be  the  effect  of  this  treaty,  it  then  be- 

comes simply  an  arrangement  by  which  the  United 
States  were  to  rid  themselves  of  responsibilities 
assumed  in  the  first  treaty.  It  seems  to  me  to  be 
a  question  of  some  importance  whether  this  Gov- 

ernment had  the  power,  without  the  consent  of 
the  claimants,  to  throw  off  this  responsibility.  I 
do  not  pretend  to  be  very  familiar  with  treaties  of 
this  kind,  nor  do  I  know  what  construction  has 

heretofore  been  given  to  a  clause  by  which  the 
United  States  have  assumed  a  payment  to  the  cred- 

itor of  the  Indian  tribe  making  the  cession;  but  it 
certainly  would  not  have  been  competent  for  the 
Indians  and  the  Commissioner  of  the  United  States 

to  get  together  and  make  a  new  arrangement,  by 
which  the  interests  of  third  persons,  secured  by 
the  first  treaty,  could  lie  prejudiced;  nor  do  I  per- 

ceive how  the  United  States,  by  a  subsequent 
arrangement,  can  throw  off  a  responsibility  which 
they  have  incurred  by  treaty  without  the  consent 
of  the  party  interested. 
The  manner  of  doing  business  by  the  Indian 

traders,  and  others  who  credit  the  Indians,  is  well 
known.  They  never  leave  the  tribe  until  they  are 
secured  in  their  rights.  They  rely  for  payment 
on  the  proceeds  of  the  chase  and  amounts  assumed 
bv  Government  on  the  cession  of  lands  of  the  tribe. 

When,  upon  such  cession,  the  Government  by 
treaty  undertakes  the  payment  of  such  claim,  the 
creditor  pursues  it  no  further.  This  is  sufficient 
for  him.  It  is  written  in  the  treaty,  and  is  as 
secure  as  any  other  acknowledged  indebtedness  of 
the  Government. 

Claims  thus  allowed  on  Indian  treaties  are  also 

the  subject  of  assignment  by  the  individual  to 
whom  it  is  to  be  paid.  The  claim  provided  for 
in  this  bill  has  been  so  assigned.  Can  the  Gov- 

ernment, by  a  second  treaty  abrogating  the  liabil- 
ity assumed  by  the  first,  thus  defeat  the  rights  of 

the  innocent  assignee  of  the  claim?  To  do  so, 
would  be  rank  injustice.  It  would  be  to  permit 
the  Government  to  assume  a  debt  in  one  instru- 

ment, and  to  repudiate  it  by  another,  and  that  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  person  interested. 

In  many  of  the  Indian  treaties  the  creditors  of 
the  tribe  are  compensated  for  their  claims  by  the 
reservation  of  lands  for  their  benefit.  If  this  treaty 
had  given  lands  to  the  creditor  instead  of  a  promise 
to  pay  the  debt  due  him,  it  would  hardly  be  con- 

tended that  a  second  treaty,  made  without  his  con- 
sent, could  defeat  his  title.  His  right  to  the  land 

and  his  title  in  it  would  become  perfect  the  mo- 
ment the  first  treaty  was  ratified.  Such  titles  have 

often  become  the  subject  of  judicial  investigation, 
and  have  always  been  held  good.  A  second  treaty 
could  no  more  defeat  the  title  than  a  second  deed 

could  defeat  a  prior  conveyance  by  an  individual 
grantor.  The  first  treaty  gives  rights  that  cannot 
be  resumed  without  the  consent  of  the  party  inter- 

ested. I  do  not  see  why  the  absolute  undertaking 
of  the  Government  to  pay  the  debt  of  the  creditor 
is  not  equally  conclusive.  It  is  a  question  whether 
the  Government  have  in  fact  undertaken  by  the 
second  treaty  to  defeat  the  operation  of  the  first 
treaty  upon  these  claims. 
The  third  article  of  this  treaty  provides  that 

nothing  embraced  in  the  fifth  article  should  oblige 
the  United  States  to  advance  out  of  the  treasury, 
at  that  lime,  the  entire  amount  appropriated  for  the 
payment  of  the  whole  of  these  claims.  It  then 
goes  on  to  provide  that  the  seventy-five  thousand 
dollars  appropriated  by  Government,  instead  of 
being  paid  out  according  to  the  terms  of  the  first 
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treaty,  shall  be  disbursed  by  the  President,  who 
I  shall  select  out  of  the  nine  classes  of  claims  em- 
!  braced  in  the  terms  of  the  first  treaty,  such  of  them 
as  in  his  judgment  ought  to  be  entitled  to  preference, 
the  balance  to  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 

sales.  Now,  looking  at  this"section  of  the  treaty,  it 
seems  to  me  to  be  the  design  of  the  Government, 
not  to  rid  the  treasury  of  the  payment  assumed 
by  the  first  treaty,  but  merely  to  defer  the  time  of 
discharging  the  claims  by  payment.  Ample  time 
has  already  elapsed  for  the  Government  to  make 
the  payment  of  these  claims  even  under  the  terms 
of  the  second  treaty.  Eleven  years  have  now 
passed  away  since  the  arrangement  was  made  for 
these  payments  by  the  first  treaty. 

If  the  construction  of  the  second  treaty  is  such 
as  not  merely  to  defer  the  time  of  paying  these 
claims,  and  it  is  valid  in  its  operation  upon  them, 
then  it  abrogates  entirely  in  effect  the  obligations 
of  the  first  treaty.  Not  only  will  this  claim,  but 
the  whole  class  to  which  it  belongs,  be  defeated 
altogether.  The  second  treaty  burdens  the  property 
that  has  been  granted  with  the  payment  of  fifty 
cents  per  acre  upon  all  the  lands  ceded.  This  will 
at  least  be  one-half  of  the  whole  value  of  the 
property.  It  also  gives  a  preference  to  this  and 
some  other  new  incumbrance  over  all  the  claims 

mentioned  in  the  first  treaty.  If  this  is  the  true 
interpretation  of  the  terms  of  this  treaty,  it  is  evident 
that  the  arrangements  made  will  wholly  defeat  the 
payment  of  the  claims  assumed  in  the  first  treaty. 

If  we  assume  that  the  Government  by  its  own 
acts  has  thus  defeated  the  claims.in  the  first  treaty, 
it  was  of  course  done  without  the  consent  of  the 
claimants.  And  how  has  the  Government  done 

it?  They  have  done  it  by  delaying  the  time  for 
selling  these  lands — by  asking  a  higher  price  for 
them  than  could  be  obtained;  thus  keeping  them 

for  years  out  of  the  market,  and  finally,  by  ap- 
propriating the  proceeds  to  other  objects  than  the 

payment  of  the  debts  mentioned  in  the  treaty  by 

which  they  were  ceded.  In  the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee it  is  remarked  that  in  the  case  of  a  claim, 

standing  upon  the  ground  of  that  under  considera- 
tion, if  the  United  States  have  in  any  way  inter- 

fered so  as  to  delay  the  payment  of  the  claims 
under  the  first  treaty,  that  aet  is  of  itself  a  sufficient 
reason  to  induce  Congress  to  make  a  proper  com- 

pensation to  such  claimants.  Where  by  the  act 
of  the  Government  the  payment  is  altogether  de- 

feated, the  case  is  still  stronger.  It  is  not,  as  it 
should  never  be,  the  object  of  Government  to 
withhold  that  which  is  due  to  honest  claimants. 

This  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  correct  view  of  the  ques- 
tion. This  is  ali  I  desire  to  say  on  this  matter.  I 

thought  it  my  duty  to  say  thus  much,  after  having 
made  a  brief  examination  of  the  treaties  since  the 

discussion  of  the  subject  a  few  days  since. 

Mr.  KING.  I  am  sorry  to  see  so  little  consid- 
eration given  to  a  bill  of  this  important  character, 

involving  as  it  does  so  large  an  amount  of  money. 
For  one,  I  should  much  prefer  that  it  lie  on  the 
table  until  Senators  are  prepared  to  judge  correctly 
of  every  argument  appertaining  to  its  merits.  I 
would  be  the  last  man  to  withhold  from  an  honest 

claimant  what  is  actually  his  due;  yet  with  my 
present  views  of  this  case  I  cannot  vote  for  the 
bill.  I  would  suggest  to  honorable  Senators  the 
propriety  of  examining  the  matter  more  closely, 
promising  that  I  will  also  look  more  particularly 
into  it.  I  move  that  its  further  consideration  be 

postponed  until  Tuesday  next. 
The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  accord- 

ingly postponed. 
PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin,  owner 
of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  If  I  can  secure  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Senate,  1  will  explain  in  a  few  words 

the  merits  of  this  bill,  which,  as  I  think,  fully  de- 
serves a  favorable  consideration  at  our  hands.  At 

the  last  session  of  the  Senate,  when  this  bill  was 
called  up,  it  was  laid  on  the  table  upon  a  motion 
of  my  honorable  friend  from  Kentucky,  [Mr. 
Unperwoop,]   a   member   of  the   Committee   of 
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Claims,  in  order  that  the  principle  in  this  case, 
supposed  to  be  involved  in  the  Center  case,  might 
be  discussed  and  decided  in  the  final  examination 
of  that  bill.  The  Center  case  was  soon  after  dis- 

cussed elaborately,  and  the  Senate  decided  by  two 
distinct  votes  in  favor  of  the  principle  upon  which 
the  claim  was  based.  I  would,  however,  state 
here,  that  this  case  should  be  viewed  in  a  much 
more  favorable  light  than  that  of  Center.  This  is 
the  case  of  an  owner  of  a  foreign  vessel,  the  Span- 

ish brig  Gil  Bias,  wrecked  on  the  coast  of  Florida; 
the  vessel  being  loaded  with  lead.  Commodore 
Dallas,  who  commanded  the  squadron  upon  that 
coast  during  the  Seminole  war,  hearing  of  the 
wreck  of  this  vessel,  despatched  an  officer  of  the 
navy  (whose  testimony  \s>  here  on  file)  to  the  brig, 
with  an  order  to  have  the  vessel  burnt,  fearing 
that  the  lead  might  fall  into  the  possession  of  the 
Indians. 

Mr.  President,  in  my  opinion  this  case  has  been 
hastily  reported  upon,  both   by  the  Senate   and 
House  of  Representatives,  and  I  would  therefore 
particularly  invite  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to. 
facts  disclosed  in  those  reports.     In  the  House  of 
Representatives  the  claim  was  reported  against; 
but  the  committee  there  were  satisfied,  from  the 
testimony  adduced,  that  if  this  officer  of  the  navy 
had  not  burnt  the  vessel — in  conformity  with  Com- 

modore Dallas's  order — the  Indians  would  have 
burnt  it,  and   therefore    the  vessel   and   cargo  of 
course  would  have  been  lost.     3n  the  Senate,  the 
committee  under  whose  review  the  case  properly 

came,  upon  one  occasion  reported  that  the  owner 
was  not  entitled  to  the  claim,  because  the  officer 
burnt  it  unnecessarily,  when  there  was  no  danger 

at  all  to  be  apprehended  from  the  Indians,  and  that 
it  was  a  case  of  private   trespass,  for  which   the 
Government  was  not  responsible.     The  last  report 

made  by  the  committee  of  the  Senate  was  recom- 
mitted, and  a  second  report  was  made,  in  which 

the  principle  of  the  claim  was   sustained.      The 
principle  involved   in   this  case  is  as  follows:  A 
foreign  vessel  is  wrecked  on  our  coast  in  a  position 
favorable  to  the   Indians  obtaining   possession  of 
her  cargo,  which  might  be  of  great  use  to  them 
in  their  war  with   us.     She  is  ordered  to  be  de- 

stroyed  by  a  commodore  of  the   United   States 

navy,  on'  the  coast  of  Florida,  in  order  to  prevent 
her  falling  into  their  hands.     With  respect  to  the 
value  of  the  vessel,  I  would  say  that  it  has  been 
satisfactorily  appraised  by  respectable  merchants, 
appointed    to  value   her   by  the   circuit  court  of 
Florida,  as  is  usual  in  such   cases.     Though  the 

reports  presented  by  the  different  committees  on 
the   subject  are  at  variance — one   asserting   that 
there  was  no  danger  of  the  vessel  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  Indians,  and  another  declaring  that 

if  it  had,  they  would  have  destroyed  it — I  cannot 
but  think,  allowing  either  statement  to  be  true, 
that  it  would  be  doing  great  injustice  to  withhold 
the  value  of  the   property  lost — twelve    hundred 
dollars — from  the  owner. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  would  inquire  of  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Florida  whether  the  Center  case  be- 

came a  law  at  the  last  session? 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.     I  believe  not. 
Mr.  BRADBURY.  The  bill  passed  the  Senate. 
Mr.  HALE.     If  the  bill  passed,  it  must  have 

been  in   a  modified  form.     I  know  the  bill   was 

before  us  for  consideration  on  several  occasions, 

and  that  various  amendments  were  offered. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  If  the  honorable  Senator 

from  New  Hampshire  will  allow  me,  I  would 
remind  him  that  1  did  not  urge  the  Center  case  as 
a  precedent.  This  case  is  a  different  one  from  that 
of  Center;  and  I  think,  therefore,  the  honorable 

Senator  from  Kentucky  misapprehended  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  it  when  he  moved  to  lay  it  on  the 

table. 

Mr.  PIALE.  I  understood  the  Senator  from 

Florida,  when  he  first  addressed  the  Senate,  as 

advocating  the  passage  of  this  bill,  because  of  its 

being  a  parallel  one  with  Center's— citing  Center's as  a  precedent.  I  would  here  remark,  in  reference 

to  the  Center  bill,  that  if  it  has  passed  the  Senate— 
so  far  as  I  am  concerned — it  passed  very  much  as 

the  bill  granting  compensation  to  the  messengers 
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for  bringing  on  the  Presidential  votes  passed;  that 
is,  when  a  good  many  Senators  knew  nothing 
about  it.  My  impression  is,  that  the  bill  did  not 

pass  the  Senate,  and  I  understand  from  the  honor- 
able Senator  from  Kentucky,  that  whether  it  has 

passed  or  not,  it  has  not  yet  become  a  law.  I 
should  be  sorry  to  see  this  bill  presented  as  analo- 

gous in  principle  to  the  case  of  Center,  because  if 
it  is  thus  presented  I  shall  be  compelled  to  vote 

against  it.  I  think  it  would  be  as  well  if  the  Sen- 
ator from  Florida  would  allow  the  bill  to  lie  over 

until  we  can  examine  its  merits  more  particularly. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT,  (in  his  seat.)  I" have  no  ob- jections. 

'  Mr.  BADGER.  I  wish  to  say,  after  what  has 
been  remarked  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hamp- 

shire in  reference  to  the  Center  case,  that  I  enter- 
tain an  entirely  different  opinion  from  that  which 

he  has  expressed.  I  think  that  the  principle  upon 
which  that  claim  was  based,  viz:  that  the  Gov- 

ernment should  pay  for  property  destroyed  by  any 
of  its  military  officers,  for  the  purpose  of  prevent- 

ing it  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  is 
a  measure  of  security  necessary  to  efficiency  in  the 
military  operations  of  the  United  States;  and  that 
the  Government  has  no  moral  right,  when  called 
upon  to  pay  for  property  thus  destroyed,  to  reply 
that  if  their  agents  had  not  destroyed  it,  it  would 
have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy  and  been 
destroyed  by  them.  I  did  not  understand,  from 
the  remarks  of  the  Senator  from  Florida,  what  was 

the  peculiarity  that  distinguished  this  from  the 
case  of  Center;  but  would  say,  that  if  it  is  a  paral- 

lel case  with  that  of  Center's,  1  am  ready  now,  and 
will  be  at  any  future  time,  to  vote  for  the  bill. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  stated  explicitly,  in  my 
former  remarks,  that  this  was  a  different  case  from 

that  of  Center's,  and  1  will  now  show  wherein  that 
difference  exists.  This  is  not  a  case  (as  was  that 

of  Center's)  in  which  the  property  of  a  citizen  of 
the  United  States  is  involved,  but  one  in  which  the 

property  of  a  foreigner  (a  citizen  of  Spain)  is  con- 
cerned. It  is  true,  since  the  burning  of  the  prop- 

erty, an  American  citizen  has  purchased  the  claim 
for  restitution,  of  the  Spaniard,  who  owned  the 

property. 
Mr.  BADGER.  Will  the  Senator  from  Florida 

pardon  me  for  interrupting  him  a  moment?  1  de- 
sired one  of  the  officers  of  the  Senate  to  inquire 

as  to  the  final  action  of  the  Senate  upon  the  Center 
case,  and  he  informs  me  that  it  passed  at  the  last 
session. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Before  proceeding  with  my 
remarks,  I  ask  that  the  report  may  be  read  by  the 
Secretary. 

The  report  was  read. 
Mr.  KING.  I  would  inquire  whether  the  ap- 

plicant in  this  case  is  an  American? 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  He  is  an  American  citizen. 
Mr.  KING.  How  comes  it,  then,  that  he  is  the 

owner  of  a  Spanish  brig? 

_  Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  will  state  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  gentleman  the  circumstances  attending 

the  case.  When  a  vessel  is  wrecked  upon  that 
coast,  if  the  cargo,  or  any  part  of  it,  can  be  saved 
by  the  wreckers,  it  is  carried  into  Key  West,  and 
sold  at  auction  for  the  benefit  of  the  underwriters, 
and  all  parties  concerned;  and  if  the  vessel  itself 
can  be  saved,  it  is  treated  in  the  same  way.  In 
this  case,  the  vessel  was  sold  by  the  marshal  while 
the  matter  was  still  in  process  of  adjudication,  to 
this  gentleman,  who  paid,  1  believe,  twelve  hun- 

dred dollars  for  her.  This  was  a  short  time  previous 
to  her  being  destroyed. 

Mr.  KING.  There  are  several  points  to  be  ob- 
served in  reference  to  this  case.  In  the  first  place, 

itseems  the  vessel  was  never  carried  into  port.  She 
was  condemned  while  lying  on  the  reef  on  the  coast 
of  Florida;  and  while  remaining  in  this  situation, 
thus  exposed  to  the  action  of  the  waves,  and  to  be 
depredated  upon  by  the  Indians  or  whites,  it  seems 
the  vessel  was  destroyed  by  order  of  an  officer  of 
the  United  States.  Have  we  any  evidence  to  show 
that  this  vessel  ever  could  have  been  brought  into 
port?  that  she  was  not  a  total  loss?  Wreckers 
are  generally  very  expert  in  extracting  property 
from  perilous  positions,  and  saving  it  from  loss 
where  it  is  possible  to  be  done,  and  they  have  a 
direct  interest  in  saving  as  much  as  can  be  saved, 
Where  the  vessel  must  necessarily  be  lost,  they 
saveall  that  they  can  of  the  cargo.  Nov/,  we  should 
be  distinctly  informed  that  such  was  the  condition 
of  the  vessel  that  it  might  have  been  saved,  if  it 
had  not  been  destroyed  by  order  of  the  officer.  Wo 

ought  also  to  be  informed  in  respect  to  the  cargo; 
whether  it  was  that  description  of  property  which 
could  have  been  saved;  and  whether,  if  exposed  to 
the  water,  it  would  not  be  destroyed.  All  these 
things  ought  to  have  been  clearly  stated.  If  the 
property  had  been  owned  by  a  Spanish  subject, 
we  should  have  had  an  application  from  the  Span- 

ish Government  through  their  minister,  and  we 
should  have  had  a  thorough  investigation  of  the 

subject  undera  commission, in  order  that  the  claim- 
ant might  be  remunerated  if  entitled  to  remunera- 

tion. Upon  the  whole,  it  seems  to  me  to  be  very 

doubtful,  under  every  aspect  of  the  case — exceed- 
ingly doubtful — whether  the  Government  ought  to 

be  called  on  to  make  good  the  loss;  there  is  not.  by 
any  means  sufficient  testimony  to  convince  me  that 
the  claim  ought  to  be  allowed. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  honorable  Senator  from 

Alabama  is  not  apprized  of  all  the  facts  concerning 
the  mode  pursued  in  relation  to  wrecks.  As  I 
stated  before,  when  a  vessel  is  wrecked  in  the 
vicinity  of  Key  West,  she  is  taken  into  Key  West 
in  all  cases  when  she  could  immediately  get  off 

the  reef,  and  the  cargo  sold.  With  respect  to  con- 
demnation, there  is  no  such  proceeding  in  the  ad- 

miralty courts  in  regard  to  wrecked  vessels.  Nor 
is  such  proceeding  necessary.  If  the  parties  are 
not  able  to  pay  the  salvage,  the  vessel  is  sold. 

Mr.  KING.  Who  is  it  that  fixes  the  amount  of 
the  salvage? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  judge  of  the  admiralty 
court.  But  that  is  not  the  matter  about  which  the 
Senator  makes  the  difficulty.  He  says  he  is  not 
satisfied  that  the  vessel  could  have  been  saved, 
that  there  is  no  proof  that  it  could  have  been 
saved.  But  there  were  several  witnesses  who  testi- 

fied distinctly  and  unequivocally  that  the  vessel 
was  in  such  a  position  that  she  could  have  been 
got  off  without  difficulty,  and  that  there  was  no 
danger  to  be  apprehended  from  the  Indians  at  all; 
and  that  but  for  the  destruction  of  the  vessel  by 
order  of  the  naval  officer,  the  owner  could  have 
raised  her  and  obtained  the  value  by  a  sale  of  the 
vessel.  Other  witnesses  differ  upon  minor  points, 
though  none  as  to  the  practicability  of  getting  the 
vessel  off,  or  as  to  the  danger  of  her  being  destroyed 
by  the  Indians.  None  of  the  witnesses  say  that 
the  pretended  hostility  of  the  Indians  would  have 
occasioned  any  risk  in  getting  the  vessel  off.  The 
question  that  is  made  here  is  with  reference  to  the 
situation  and  condition  of  the  vessel,  and  the  man- 

ner and  form  in  which  the  court  decided  in  rela- 

tion to  the  value  of  the  vessel.  The  first  proceed- 
ing in  such  cases  is  by  petition  to  the  judge;  he 

appoints  respectable  and  impartial  men  to  appraise 
the  vessel  upon  oath,  and  they  have  here  given  a 
true  inventory.  In  that  inventory  we  find  that 
twelve  hundred  dollars  was  the  valuation  fixed 

upon  by  the  appraisers.  If  Senators  will  advert 
to  it  they  will  find  that  the  hull  of  the  vessel  was 
not  included  in  the  valuation,  but  only  such  por- 

tion as  every  one  will  see  could  readily  have  been 
saved,  such  as  the  anchors,  cables,  sails,;spars, 

and  rjgging.  This  property  could  have  been  saved 
without  any  difficulty.  There  are  affidavits  of 

respectable  witnesses  to  this  effect;  but  if  the  Sen- 
ator desires  further  time  to  look  into  the  matter,  I 

am  perfectly  willing  that  it  should  be  postponed. 
Mr.  PHELPS.  I  hope  the  honorable  Senator 

will  consent  that  this  bill  shall  lie  over. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Certainly  I  will  do  so. 
Mr.  PHELPS.  It  is  by  no  means  a  new  case, 

and  I  recollect  on  a  former  occasion  making  an 
adverse  report  in  a  similar  one.  I  am  not  now 
prepared  to  vote  upon  it. 

The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  then 

postponed  until  to-morrow. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration 

of  the  act  fjr  the  relief  of  Hugh  Riddle. 
The  report  of  the  committee  which  accompanied 

the  bill  was  read. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  know  it  is  an  ungracious  task 
to  oppose  a  pension  bill;  but  if  the  Senate  is  going 
to  sanction  applications  of  this  sort,  I  know  not 
where  we  are  going  to  stop.  Now,  if  the  report 
of  the  committee  be  true,  this  man  has  a  right, 
under  the  existing  lav/,  to  receive  the  amount  of 
his  claim;  and  if  there  is  evidence  enough  to  satisfy 
the  minds  of  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  com- 

mittee and  of  the  members  of  the  committee,  who 

ought  certainly  to  have  carefully  weighed  the  evi- 
dence, then,  beyond  all  controversy,  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Pensions  will  weigh  the  same  evidence, 

and  come  to  the  same  result.  And  I  do  think,  that 

so  long  as  we  have  competent  officers  and  compe- 
tent laws  for  all  such  cases,  it  is  a  very  dangerous 

precedent  for  us  to  set  about  overruling  and  step- 
ping out  of  the  provisions  of  the  law.  If  there  be 

any  merit  at  all  in  the  case,  there  is  ample  provis- 
ion for  it  under  existing  laws,  and  the  Commis- 

sioner of  Pensions  can  act  without  the  intervention 
of  Congress. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  This  bill  has 
passed  the  House  of  Representatives,  where  it  was 
reported  upon  by  a  committee  in  a  very  full,  minute, 
and  satisfactory  manner.  It  is  a  long  time  since 
I  have  read  that  report,  but  I  remember  that  the 
case  was  satisfactorily  established  by  the  evidence 
set  forth  in  the  report. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  desire  to  ask  the  honorable 
Senator  whether,  if  the  facts  are  as  stated  in  this 
report,  the  existing  laws  do  not  give  a  remedy? 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  They  do  not;  because  there 
are  certain  rules  established  in  the  Pension  Office 

by  which  the  party  applying  is  required  to  pro- 
duce evidence  of  a  particular  description;  that  is, 

he  must  produce  the  testimony  of  his  commanding 
officer;  and  the  office  will  receive  no  other.  In 

this  case,  the  commanding  officer  is  dead.  It  ha-s 
been  proved  by  other  testimony,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  the  committee,  that  this  is  a  case  which  ought 

to  be  provided  for.  As  I  have  said,  it  is  some  time 
since  I  have  read  the  evidence,  but  I  remember 
that  it  was  considered  satisfactory  at  the  time.  I 
certainly  think  we  ought  not  to  allow  cases  like 
this  to  be  set  aside  upon  a  mere  technicality  by  the 
Pension  Office. 

Mr.  HALE.  I  apprehend  it  will  be  found  that 
there  is  no  such  rule  as  the  Senator  supposes  en- 

forced at  the  Pension  Office.  The  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  has,  as  every  tribunal  ought  to  have, 
some  rules  regulating  the  business  of  his  office; 
but  when  the  particular  kind  of  evidence  that  ia 
required  in  ordinary  cases  cannot  be  procured,  the 

Commissioner,  I  apprehend,  is  very  far  from  say- 
ing that  he  will  not  receive  other  evidence.  I  know; 

from  the  business  transactions  that  I  have  had  with 

that  office,  that  no  such  rigid  adherence  to  an  arbi- 
trary rule  is  allowed  to  stand  in  the  way  of  the 

allowance  of  a  just  claim.  I  know  that  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  always  takes  the  best  evi- 

dence that  the  case  admits  of.  And  I  do  hope  that 
the  Senate  will  not,  so  long  as  we  have  so  vigilant 
and  efficient  an  officer,  interpose  while  the  existing 
law  affords  ample  remedy  in  all  cases  which  have 

any  real  merit.  If  there'be  any  peculiar  difficulty in  this  case,  I  hope  it  will  be  explained,  so  that  we 
may  understand  clearly  what  it  is;  and  that  we 
shall  not  be  answered  by  the  assertion  that  there 
are  technical  rules,  the  existence  of  which  prevents 
justice  from  being  done. 

We  are  told  that  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions 
is  vigilant;  but  he  is  not  more  so  than  he  ought  to 
be.  Pie  allows  ten  claims  for  pensions  where  he 
should  scarcely  allow  one,  such  is  his  desire  that 

no  injustice  shall  be  done  to  any  individual.  Vigi- 
lant as  he  is,  he  is  not  so  vigilant  as  those  whom 

he  has  to  contend  with.  I  do  not  feel  prepared  to 

vote  upon  this  bill,  and  I  think  the  Sjenate  ought 

not  to  act  upon  it  without  a  report  from  the  Com- 
missioner of  Pensions  showing  the  grounds  upon 

which  the  application  was  rejected  at  the  Pension 
Office — showing  wherein  the  evidence  before  him 
operated  against  the  claim.  I  think,  without  some 
information  of  this  kind,  it  would  be  dangerous  for 

us  to  interfere.  The  pension  list  has  been  exceed- 
ingly enlarged  of  late;  applications  are  increasing; 

and,  if  we  go  on  at  this  rate  investigating  claims 
that  have  been  pronounced  upon  by  the  proper 
officers,  we  shall  have  our  hands  full  for  thirty 

years  to  come. Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  According  to 
the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire, 
there  is  no  necessity  for  Congress  to  act  upon  the 
subject  of  pensions  at  all ;  for  that  the  Commissioner 
of  Pensions  has  power  to  dispose  of  all  cases. 
Now,  every  case  that  has  come  before  Congress 
has  first  been  presented  at  the  Pension  Office,  and 

been  disallowed.  And  why  have  they  been  dis- 
allowed ?  Because  they  have  strict  rules,  by  which 

the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  is  bound,  and  from 

the  operation  of  which  he  cannot  relieve  himself  in 
any  case.  He  often  recommends  cases,  in  which 
he  has  not  the  power  to  act  favorably,  to  the  con- 

sideration of  Congress;  and  I  have  no  doubt  there 
is  a  communication  from  him  in  relation  to  this 
case. 

Mr.  HALE.     I  should  be  glad  to  see  it. 
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Mr.  JOHNSON.     I  presume  there  is  one. 
Mr.  HALE.     Let  it  be  read. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  did  not  know  that  this  bill 

would  come  up  to-day,  or  I  should  have  been  pre- 
pared to  furnish  all  the  information  that  may  be 

desired  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire.  The 
report  that  has  been  made  in  the  case  ought  to  be 
sufficient  to  satisfy  every  Senator;  it  refers  mi- 

nutely to  all  the  evidence.  I  hope  the  Senator 
will  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Mr.  HALE.  If  there  is  a  communication  from 

the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  I  hope  that  it  will 
be -read.  [The  Secretary  could  find  no  such  paper.] 
I  understand  that  there  is  no  such  communication 
in  this  case. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  did  not  know  positively 
that  there  was  a  communication  in  this  case,  but 

I  stated  that  I  presumed  there  was,  for  such  com- 
munication generally  accompanies  every  case,  I 

presume,  therefore,  there  has  been  a  communica- 
tion made,  though  it  be  not  now  in  the  possession 

of  the  Senate;  but,  at  any  rate,  whether  there  is 
any  communication  or  not,  there  is  proof  sufficient 
to  show  that  this  individual  is  entitled  to  a  pen- 
sion. 

Mr.  KING.  Do  I  understand  the  Senator  to 

say  there  is  no  communication? 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  said  I  presumed  there  was, 

but  I  have  not  looked  through  the  papers  in  the 
case. 

Mr.  KING.  My  friend  from  Louisiana,  then, 
had  better  let  the  bill  lie  over  until  we  ascertain 

whether  there  be  any  such  communication. 
Mr.  JOHNSON.  It  appears  to  me  that  there 

can  be  no  necessity  for  further  investigation  of  the 
case.  It  has  been  examined  by  two  committees, 

and  reported  upon  very  minutely  and  satisfacto- 
rily. It  is  very  easy  for  gentlemen  to  get  up  and 

raise  objections,  but  if  we  continually  procrastinate 
our  business  in  this  way  it  will  never  be  disposed 

of.  The  bill  has  passed  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, and  the  committee  in  that  House,  by  whom 

the  case  was  examined,  pronounced  it  to  be  a  very 
meritorious  «jase.  The  applicant  was  not  only 
wounded,  but  he  was  made  an  invalid  for  life.  It 
is  a  very  meritorious  case. 

Mr.  KING.  I  cannot  but  admire  the  eagerness 
with  which  the  honorable  Senator  from  Louisiana 

advocates  every  case  where  a  pension  is  sought  to 
be  obtained.  But,  sir,  [  think  my  friend  ought 
not  to  charge  other  Senators  either  with  a  want  of 
.proper  liberality  towards  applicants,  or  with  a 
want  of  attention  tosuch  cases.  If  he,  the  chair- 

man of  the  committee,  is  not  able  to  tell  us  whether 
any  communication  from  the  Pension  Office  has 
been  made  in  the  case,  how  can  he  expect  that  we 

should  be  in  possession  of  the  requisite  knowl- 
edge on  the  subject?  Now,  sir,  this  may  be  a  very 

meritorious  claim;  the  applicant  may  have  been  a 
very  gallant  soldier,  and  may  have  entitled  himself 
to  the  bounty  of  the  Government;  but  in  all  cases 
of  pensions  we  should  be  governed  by  certain  rules, 
unless  where  a  specific  reason  is  assigned  for  dis- 

pensing with  them.  For  myself,  while  I  am  per- 
fectly ready  and  willing  to  vote  a  pension  to  every 

soldier  who  has  served  his  country  faithfully  in 
•cases  where  the  bounty  of  the  Government  has 
been  extended  to  others,  yet  I  am  not  ready  to 

vote  for  this  bill  without  ascertaining  why  this  in- 
dividual, upon  his  application  being  made  at  the 

Pension  Office,  did  not  receive  a  pension.  I  want 
to  know  the  reason  why  it  was  withheld  from 
him. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  If  Senators  are  not  satisfied 

with  the  evidence  contained  in  the  papers  which 
are  produced,  it  would,  I  think,  be  hard  to 
satisfy  them.  However,  I  have  no  objection  that 
it  should  lie  over  until  to-morrow;  but  I  certainly 
think  it  would  be  better  to  take  the  vote  upon  it  at 
once. 

The  question  being  taken,  the  bill  was  ordered 
to  a  third  reading;  and,  having  been  read  a  third 
time,  was  passed. 

The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Jesse  B.  Toller  came  up 
for  consideration;  when 

Mr.  BREESE  moved  that  the  bill  be  postponed 
indefinitely,  giving  as  a  reason,  that  a  general  law 
had  already  been  passed  embracing  the  case. 
The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 

for  the  relief  of  David  Penrod;  when 
Mr.  BREESE  observed  that  this  bill  was  also 

embraced  in  the  same  general  law;  and  he  would 
therefore  move  that  it  be  indefinitely  postponed; 
which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  act  to  confirm  Elizabeth  Burriss,  her  heirs  or 
assigns,  in  their  title  to  a  tract  of  land. 

Mr.  KING  observed  that  it  ought  to  be  taken 

for  granted  when  a  case  was  reported  upon  unfa- 
vorably, there  was  an  end  of  it.  Such  had  been 

the  general  practice.  In  regard  to  the  present  case, 
he  did  not  think  the  Senate  ought  to  sanction  such 
a  claim  at  present.  At  all  events,  inasmuch  as  they 
had  authorized  suit  to  be  brought  in  reference  to  a 
portion  of  the  same  quarter  section  of  land  to  deter- 

mine the  title,  until  the  proceedings  in  that  suit  were 
concluded,  it  seemed  to  him  that  as  prudent  men 
they  ought  to  take  no  action  on  the  subject,  but 
leave  the  matter  to  be  decided  by  the  court;  and  if 
the  decision  should  be  adverse  to  the  individual 

claiming  title,  then  it  would  become  a  question 
how  far  they  should  exercise  their  liberality  in  be- 

half of  the  present  applicant;  for  the  claim  in  both 
cases  rested  upon  the  same  ground.  The  proceed- 

ing upon  this  bill  he  regarded  as  altogether  prema- 
ture. He  had  very  little  expectation,  however, 

that  anything  that  he  might  urge  would  have  any 
weight. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  The  question  in  regard  to  this 
grant  was  presented  many  years  ago;  and  Con- 

gress decided  that  in  a  case  like  this,  where  there 
was  bona  fide  proof  of  settlement,  the  grant  should 
be  confirmed.  And  they  did  confirm  such  claims. 
And  I  think  that  in  a  matter  so  small  as  this, 
where  the  equity  is  so  strong  in  favor  of  the  indi- 

vidual, it  ought  to  prevail. 
Since  the  report  was  made  in  the  House  of  Rep- 

resentatives in  regard  to  this  case,  a  similar  claim 
in  relation  to  the  same  grant  has  been  decided  by 
the  court  of  Louisiana.  The  court  held  that  the 

grant  was  a  good  and  valid  one.  A  trial  was  had 
by  jury, and  they  decided  that  the  grant  was  a  good 
one.  It  is  but  a  small  matter,  and  the  property 
has  been  in  the  possession  of  the  present  claimants 
for  more  than  forty  years. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Massachusetts.  I  do  not  know 
that  I  understand  the  Senator  from  Louisiana.  If 
I  do,  he  has  stated  the  best  reason  in  the  world 

why  the  bill  should  not  pass.  Here  has  been  a 
judicial  decision  declaring  that  the  grant  is  a  good 
one,  and  now  it  is  proposed  to  take  possession  of 

another  man's  land  and  give  it  to  this  individual 
by  act  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I  un- 

derstand the  Senator  to  say  it  is  a  valid  grant. 
Mr.  DOWNS.  If  the  Senator  will  allow  me,  I 

will  state  what  it  was  that  I  said.  I  said  the  court 
had  decided  that  the  title  of  another  individual  to 

another  portion  of  the  same  grant  was  good. 
Mr.  DAVIS.  I  understood  the  gentleman  so. 

Perhaps  I  made  the  case  a  little  stronger  than  1 
ought;  but  is  it  not  sufficient  demonstration  to  us, 

that  when  one  portion  has  undergone  judicial  in- 
vestigation, and  the  title  has  been  established  to 

be  good,  we  ought  to  be  cautious  how  we  proceed  ? 
Suppose  the  question  should  be  raised  in  the  courts 
as  to  the  title  to  the  very  tract  that  is  covered  by 
the  bill  on  your  table:  is  it  not  plain  that  the 
United  States,  undertaking  to  convey  the  property, 
and  to  give  a  good  title  to  the  individual,  will  be 
bound  to  support  that  title?  The  bill  ought  to  go 
no  further  than  to  concede  all  the  interest  which 

the  United  States  has  in  the  property,  and  no 
more. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  That  is  all  that 

it  proposes. 
Mr.  DAVIS.     I  ask  that  the  bill  may  be  read. 
The  bill  was  read  by  the  Secretary. 
Mr.  DAVIS.  Well,  it  turns  out  as  I  supposed. 

It  is  an  absolute  confirmation  of  the  title  to  this 
individual.  It  is  not  a  release  of  the  title  of  the 
United  States,  but  an  absolute  title  to  the  tract  of 
land,  a  concession  of  the  whole  of  it.  The  bill 

ought  to  be  amended  so  as  to  concede  nothing-  but 
the  interest  which  the  United  States  possesses. 
Mr.  DOWNS.  1  have  no  objection  to  add  a 

proviso  to  that  effect.  I  thought  it  was  so  ex- 
pressed in  the  bill. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  was  under  the  impression 
that  it  only  amounted  to  a  relinquishment  of  the 
title  of  the  United  States.  If  it  be  not  so,  the  bill 
should  be  amended. 

The  bill  was  amended  by  adding  the  words,  "s 
far  as  the  United  States  has  title  thereto." 

The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 
The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  for 

the  relief  of  James  B.  Davenport;  which  having 
been  read  — 

Mr.  DOWNS.     A  memorial  was  presented  at 

the  last  session  in  relation  to  the  same  section  of 
land,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Private 
Land  Claims.  This  morning  the  committee  have 

reported,  directing  that  Joshua  Holden  have  au- 
thority to  enter  the  east  half  of  the  southwest  quar- 

ter of  the  sixteenth  section,  &c.  I  move  that  the 

bill  be  amended  by  adding  this  clause. 
Mr.  BREESE.  It  will  be  seen,  by  looking  at 

the  calendar,  that  this  bill  is  reported  from  the 
Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims,  while  the 
subject  embraced  in  the  bill  belongs  exclusively  to 
the  Committee  on  Public  Land3.  I  should  like  to 

hear  the  report  read. 
The  report  was  read  by  the  Secretary. 
Mr.  BREESE.  I  should  like  to  have  time  to 

look  into  this  bill.  I  see  it  provides  that  the  grant 
of  the  sixteenth  section  shall  not  be  valid  until  a 

majority  of  the  voters  of  the  township  shall  express 
their  wishes  in  that  behalf.  This  is  a  subject  which 

appropriately  belongs  to  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  and  it  should  have  been  submitted  to  that 

committee. 
Mr.  DOWNS.  If  the  Senator  had  expressed 

such  a  desire  last  session,  it  would  undoubtedly 

have  been  complied  with;  but  as  it  has  been  exam- 
ined by  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims, 

I  think  it  is  sufficient.  Cases  of  a  similar  nature 

have  been  repeatedly  referred  to  that  committee, 

and  no  objection  has  ever  before  been  made.  I  cer- 
tainly think  it  is  somewhat,  strange  that  the  gen- 
tleman should  raise  such  an  objection  now.  The 

amendment  which  I  propose  malfes  no  difference 
in  the  principle  of  the  bill;  it  only  was  intended  to 
obviate  the  necessity  for  a  separate  bill.  Each  of 
the  claimants  has  acquired  title  to  a  small  portion 
of  that  section  of  land,  and  has  settled  upon  his 
respective  portion  in  good  faith,  holding  it  upon 
the  condition  that  the  inhabitants  of  the  township 

give,  him  the  right  to  hold  it;  and  it  seems  to  me 
they  should  be  allowed  what  they  ask.  This  case 
has  been  long  pending.  A  great  many  of  these 
cases  were  thrown  over  at  the  close  of  the  last  ses- 

sion; we  have  now  reached  them,  and  I  certainly 
think  they  ought  to  be  acted  upon  without  further 

delay. 

Mr.  BREESE.  Neither  the  ability  nor  the 

fidelity  of  the  Committee  on  Private  Land  Claims 
is  at  all  doubted.  I  have  no  disposition  to  ques- 

tion their  ability  to  do  justice  to  any  subject;  but 
that  is  .not  the  question.  There  are  certain  classes 
of  cases  which  ought  always  to  have  a  similar 
reference;  there  are  distinctions  which  should  al- 

ways be  preserved.  Nor  have  I  dissented  from 
the  passage  of  the  bill.  I  only  ask  that  it  may  be 
postponed  until  I  have  an  opportunity  to  look into  it. 

Mr.  DOWNS.     To  that  I  have  no  objection. 
The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  post- 

poned until  to-morrow. 
HOUSE  BILLS. 

The  following  bills  from  the  House  were  sev- 
erally read  a  third  time  and  passed: 

An  act  for  the  relief  of  Elisha  Thompson; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  P.  Sexton; 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Simon  Rodrigues. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  an  act 
for  the  relief  of  Marcus  F.  Johnson;  and,  without 

disposing  thereof,  on  motion, 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  December  28,  1348. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 
The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  first  business  in 

order  would  be  the  call  of  the  States  and  Terri- 
tories for  petitions,  (commencing  where  the  call 

had  last  been  suspended.) 
Petitions  were  presented  by  Messrs.  Stuart  of 

Michigan,  Fries,  Thompson  of  Pennsylvania, 
Pollock,  Butler,  Greelst,  Tucx,  Hall  of 
New  York,  and  Clingman. 

When  the  State  of  Illinois  was  called — 
Mr.  RICHARDSON  inquired  of  the  Speaker 

whether  it  would  be  in  order  to  present  a  resolu- tion ? 

The  SPEAKER  said  it  would  be  in  order  when 
the  States  were  called. 

Mr.    RICHARDSON   inquired    whether    the 
States  would  be  called  for  resolutions  to-day? 

The  SPEAKER  said,  that  unless  the  regular 

order  of  business  was  interrupted,  the  States  would be  called. 
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MILEAGE  OF  MEMBERS. 

Mr.  GAYLE  said  he  rose  to  a  question  of  privi- 
lege. He  bad  read  in  the  morning  papers  a  discus- 

sion, which  occured  yesterday,  in  relation  to  a  state- 
ment contained  in  the  New  York  Tribune,  of  the 

excess  of  mileage  pay  received  at  the  last  session 
by  the  members  of  this  House.  He  was  confined 
to  his  room  by  indisposition,  and  regretted  that  he 
could  not  be  present  during  the  discussion.  The 
statement  in  the  Tribune  was  well  calculated  to 

furnish  demagogues  with  a  weapon  to  injure  the 
members  of  this  House. 

In  relation  to  himself,  he  found  that  the  Tribune 
had  put  him  down  as  receiving  $188  more  than  his 
proper  mileage  would  justify. 

He  begged  leave  to  state  to  the  House  that  he 
had  never  made  an  inquiry  of  any  person  on  the 
subject.  He  did  not  know,  at  this  moment,  how 

much  he  had  received  for  mileage  at  the  last  ses- 
sion. It  was  occasionally  drawn  in  small  sums. 

He  was  at  one  time  informed  by  the  Sergeant-at- 

arms,  that  he  had  placed  his  (Mr.  G.'s)  mileage 
as  it  slood  with  his  predecessor.  Without  further 
inquiry,  he  rested  satisfied  that  this  was  right. 
Since  his  attention  had  been  called  to  the  subject, 
he  was  satisfied  that  his  mileage  pay  was  too  small, 
and  he  should  apply  to  the  committee  to  increase  it. 

APPROPRIATION  BILLS. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from   the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  bills  of  the  following  titles, 
viz:  • 

A  bill  (No.  — )  making  appropriations  for  the 
eivil  and  diplomatic  expenses  of  the  Government 
for  the  year  ending  the  30ih  of  June,  1850,  and  for 
other  purposes; 

A  bill  (No.  — )  making  appropriations  for  the 
current  and  contingent  expenses  of  the  Indian  De- 

partment, and  for  fulfilling  treaty  stipulations  with 
the  various  Indian  tribes,  for  the  year  ending  June 
30,  1850. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  it  was  very  important  that 
these  bills  should  be  got  through  with,  certainly 
in  the  course  of  the  month  of  January,  so  that 
the  Senate  might  have  an  opportunity  to  review 
all  the  estimates,  &c.  It  would  be  recollected  that 
all  the  labors  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  of  this  House  must  necessarily  undergo 
the  review  of  the  Senate,  and  it  was  a  work  which 

occupied  a  good  deal  of  time.  He  was  exceed- 

ingly desirous  that  the  appropriation  bills'should be  passed  through  the  House  in  all  January,  so 

that  the  Senate  might  have  at  least 'the  month  of 
February  to  act  upon  them.  He  would  therefore 
move  to  make  these  two  bills  the  special  order  of 
the  day  for  this  day  week,  so  to  continue  until 
they  should  be  finally  disposed  of. 

The  SPEAKER  said  it  could  be  done  only  by 
unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  GOGG1N  suggested  that  the  post  office  bill 
had  been  made  the  special  order  of  the  day  for 
Wednesday  next,  and  he  desired  to  inquire  of  the 
Speaker  whether,  if  that  bill  should  not  be  dis- 

posed of  on  that  day,  it  would  go  over,  to  make 
way  for  the  bills  reported  by  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  [Mr.  Vinton]? 

The  SPEAKER  was  understood  to  say,  that 
all  bills  made  special  orders  would  retain  their 
places  at  the  head  of  the  calendar,  except  as  against 
bills  of  general  appropriation. 

Mr.  GOGG1N.  The  post  office  bill  would  then 

go  over. 
After  a  brief  conversation — 
Mr.    GOGGIN   requested  the  gentleman  from 

Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  to  withdraw  his  motion,  or  to 
modify  it,  so  as  not  to  interfere  with  the  post  office 
bill. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  had  no  disposition  to 
interfere  with  the  action  of  the  House  on  that  bill. 

He  was  anxious  that  it  should  be  acted  upon.  If 
it  should  not  be  disposed  of  on  the  day  for  which 
it  had  been  made  the  special  order,  he  should  not 
be  inclined  to  press  his  bills  until  that  had  been 
disposed  of. 

And  the  question  being  on  making  the  said  bills 
the  special  order — 

Mr.  POLLOCK  asked  the  gentleman  from  Ohio 
[Mr.  Vinton]  so  to  modify  his  motion  as  to  ex- 

cept Fridays  and  Saturdays,  (being  private  bill days.) 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  had  no  objection  to  do 
so,  and  he  modified  his  motion  accordingly. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative. 

So  the  said  bill3  were  made  the  special  order  of 
the  day  for  this  day  week,  and  for  each  succeeding 
day  (Fridays  and  Saturdays  excepted)  until  finally 

disposed  of. 
colonel  Fremont's  report. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Pennsylvania,  called  up  the 
motion  heretofore  made  by  him,  to  reconsider  the 
vote  by  which  the  following  resolution  had  been 
adopted: 

Resolved,  That  the  report  of  Lieutenant  Emory,  with  the 
accompanying  maps,  Be  hound  in  one  volume  ;  and  that  the 
reports  of  Lieutenant  Abert,  of  Lieutenant  Cook,  and  Cap- 

tain Johnson,  together  with  a  like  number  of  the  rast  report 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  jFrginont,  with  the  accompanying; 
maps,  ordered  by  the  Senate,  be  hound  together  in  one  vol- 

ume also ;  and  the  Committee  on  Accounts  be,  and  they  are 
hereby,  authorized  and  instructed  to  contract  for  the  binding 
of  the  same. 

Mr.  BROWN  explained  that  his  object  was,  that 
the  vote  should  be  reconsidered,  in  order  that  the 

resolution  might  be  referred  back  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Printing. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the 
affirmative. 

So  the  vote  was  reconsidered;  and, 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BROWN,  the  resolution  was 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing. 

Mr.  HUBBARD,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  the  following  resolution; 
which  was  read  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That,  a  communication  made  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  from  the  Secretary  of  War,  relative  to 
the  settlement  of  the  accounts  of  Captain  M.  M.  Clark?, 
with  the  accompanying  papers,  be  referred  to  the  Judiciary 
Committee. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEE  ON  PUBLIC  LANDS. 

Mr.  COLLAMER, from  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
lic Lands,  reported  a  bill  to  grant  the  right  of  way 

across  the  public  lands,  and  to  dispose  of  said 
lands  in  aid  of  the  several  States  in  the  construc- 

tion of  railroads  and  canals;  which  was  read  twice, 
and  committed  to  the  Whole  House  on  the  state  of 

the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
Mr.  COLLAMER,  from  the  same  committee, 

to  which  was  referred  the  bill  granting  lands  to 
certain  States  therein  named,  to  aid  them  in  the 

construction  of  roads  and  canals, and  the  improve- 
ment of  their  rivers,  reported  the  same  back  to  the 

House  without  amendment. 
[The  first  section  provides,  that  there  shall  be 

granted  to  each  of  the  States  of  Michigan,  Wis- 
consin, Illinois,  Iowa,  Missouri,  Arkansas,  Lou- 

isiana, Alabama,  and  Florida,  for  the  purpose  of 
aiding  said  States  respectively  in  making  road3, 
canals,  and  in  improving  the  navigation  of  rivers 
within  their  respective  limits,  a  quantity  of  public 
land  equal  in  amount  to  the  several  grants  made 
by  Congress  to  the  State  of  Ohio;  the  lands  to  be 
selected  by  each  of  said  States,  under  the  author- 

ity and  by  direction  of  the  Governor  thereof,  from 
any  lands  belonging  to  the  United  States,  subject 

to  private  entry  at  the  minimum  price,  in  quanti- 
ties of  not  less  than  one  section;  the  lands  to  be 

selected  within  two  years  from  the  passage  of  the 
act,  and  the  selection  to  be  reported  to  the  register 
of  the  land  district  in  which  the  land  lies;  the 

selection  to  be  confirmed  by  the  Secretary  of  the Treasury. 

The  second  section  provides,  that  any  land  here- 
tofore granted  to  either  of  the  above  named  States 

to  aid  such  State  in  the  construction  of  roads,  ca- 
nals, and  the  improvement  of  rivers,  whether  appro- 

priated to  that  purpose  or  by  consent  of  Congress 
appropriated  to  any  other  use,  shall  be  deemed  as 
a  part  of  the  grant  made  to  said  State  by  preceding 
section;  and  such  State  shall  select,  by  virtue  of 
this  act,  such  a  quantity  of  land  only  as  will,  with 
lands  heretofore  granted,  amount  in  quantity  to 
the  lands  granted  to  the  State  of  Ohio. 
The  third  section  provides,  that  the  lands  granted 

shall  be  subject  to  be  disposed  of  by  the  Legisla- 
tures of  the  said  States,  for  the  purposes  before 

mentioned,  and  for  no  other  use  whatever,  at  a 

price  not  less  than  the  minimum  price  of  the  pub- 
lic lands  subject  to  private  entry;  and  that  the  said 

States  shall  have  power  to  grant  titles  in  fee  sim- 
ple to  purchasers  of  said  lands.] 

Mr.  COLLAMER,  under  the  instructions  of  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands,  moved  to  lay  the  bill 
on  the  table. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  called  for  the  reading  of 
the  bill;  which  was  read. 

He  inquired  if  the  bill  had  ever  been  printed; 
and  receiving  a  negative  reply,  appealed  to  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont  [Mr.  Collamer]  to  with- 

draw the  motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  let  the  bill  be 
printed,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

IVir.  COLLAMER  insisted  upon  the  motion, 
Mr.  McCLELLAND  desired  to  ask  the  Chair- 

man of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  who  in- 
troduced that  bill  ? 

Mr.  COLLAMER.  The  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Vinton.] 

Mr.  VINTON  said,  he  had  introduced  the  bill. 
It  was  a  bill  simply  proposing  to  give  to  the  new 
States  of  the  Union  the  same  quantities  of  land 
which  had  been  given  to  Ohio.  It  did  not  propose 
to  give  the  State  of  Ohio  anything.  He  was  not 
anxious  about  the  disposition  of  the  bill,  although 
he  should  be  glad  to  have  it  go  to  the  Committes 
of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  not  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McCLERNAND  suggested  to  the  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  that  the 

bill  be  allowed  to  be  printed,  and  laid  on  the  tab'te 
informally. 

Mr.  COLLAMER  inquired,  in  case  debate 
arose,  if  the  bill  did  not  lie  over? 

The  SPEAKER  replied,  that  the  motion  to  lay 
on  the  table  was  not  a  debatable  question. 

Mr.  COLLAMER  said,  he  did  not  know  bu8 
debate  would  be  allowed,  as  it  was  the  report  of  a 
committee. 
The  SPEAKER  stated,  that  if  the  committee 

had  simply  reported  a  recommendation  that  the 
bill  be  rejected,  that  motion  would  have  been  open 
to  debate.  The  motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  made 
by  the  chairman  of  a  committee,  however,  like 

any  other  motion  to  lay  on  the  table,  was  not  de- 
batable. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  inquired 
of  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public 

Lands,  [Mr.  Collamer,]  or  of  the  gentleman  who 
had  introduced  the  bill,  [Mr.  Vinton,]  whether 
the  States  which  were  to  be  benefited  had  made 

application  for  these  lands  ? 
No  reply  to  this  interrogatory  was  heard. 

The.  yeas  and  nays  having  been  asked  and  or- 
dered, the  question  was  taken  and  decided  in  the 

affirmative — yeas  93,  nays  77 — as  follows: 
YEAS— Messrs.  Adams,  Bayly,  Blackroar,  Blanehard, 

Brari\,  Bridges,  Brodhead,  William  G.  Brown,  Bun,  Butler, 
Oanby,  Chase,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clingman,  Williamson 
R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crozier, 
Cummins,  Dickey,  Dickinson,  Dixon,  Duer,  Garnett  Dun- 

can, Alexander  Evans,  Farrelly,  Flournoy,  French,  Fries, 
Fulton,  Gentry,  Goggin,  Greeley,  Hale,  James  G.  Hampton, 
Henry,  Hill,  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  John  W.  Houston,  Hudson, 
Joseph  R.  Ingersoll,  Andrew  Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson, 
George  W.  Jones,  John  W.  Jones,  Kellogg,  Kennon,  JF. 
Butler  King,  Daniel  P.  King,  Sidney  Lawrenee,  Lord,  Lump- 

kin, McDowell,  Job  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Morebead, 
Mullin,  Murphy,  Newell,  Peaslee.  Peck,  Petrie,  Peyton, 
Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell,  Roman,  Rum- 
sey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Silvester,  Simpson,  Smart,  Truman 
Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Stephens,  Strong,  Thomas, 
James  Thompson,  John  B.  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck, 
Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Wallace,  Wiley,  Williams,  and  Wood- 

ward— 93. 
NAYS — Messrs.   Abbott,   Barringer,   Bingham,   Bowlin, 

Boyd,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Cabell,  Cathcart,  Darling,  Dunn, 
Embree.  Nathan  Evans,  Faran,  Featherston,  Ficklin,  Gott, 

I  Green,  Giinnell,  Willard  P.  Hall,  Nathan  K.  Hall.  Harman- 
|  son,  Harris,  Henley,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  George  S.  Houston, 
i  Huhbard,  Hunt,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Jameson,  Kauf- 
:  man,   Lahm,  La  S6re,  Leffler,  Lincoln,  McClelland,  Mc- 
Clernand,  McLane,  Horace  Mann,  Miller,  Morris,  JMorse, 

i  Palfrey,  Pettit,  Phelps,  Pilsbury,  Richardson,  Riehey,  Rob- 
inson, Rockhill,  Rose,  Root,  Sawyer,  Schenck,  Slingerland, 

!  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Tallmadge, 
]  Taylor,  Thibodeaux,   Richard  W.  Thompson.  Tompkins, 
Turner,  Vinton,  Warren,  Wentvvorlh,  White,  Wiek,  Wil- 

j  mot,  and  Wilson — 77. So  the  bill  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  the  bill  be  printed, 

j  Agreed  to. 
Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  moved  to  reconsider 

!  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  had  been  laid  on  the 
table;  and,  at  his  suggestion,  the  motion  was  in- 

formally laid  over. 

Mr.  COLLAMER,  from  the  Committee  on  Pub- 
!  lie  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  in  addition 
1  to  an   act  entitled  "An  act  in  relation  to  military 
land   warrants,"  approved  August   14,  1848,  re- 

ported the  same  back  to  the  House  without  amend- ment. 

The  said  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and 
read  a  third  time;  and,  being  engrossed,  was  ac- 

cordingly read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 
Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  acquaint  the  Senate  therewith. 

Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  the 

bill  from  the  Senate  entitled  "An  act  concerning 
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the  school  lands  in  the  State  of  Florida,"  reported 
the  same  back  to  the  House  without  amendment. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  EVANS, 

Ordered,  Tliat  the  said  bill  be  laid  upon  tlie  table. 
Mr.  CABELL  moved  that  the  vote  by  which 

the  foregoing  bill  was  ordered  to  be  laid  on  the 
table  be  reconsidered;  which  motion  to  reconsider 

was  postponed  for  the  present. 
Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  from  the  Committee 

on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  referred  a  resolu- 
tion of  the  House  of  the   instant,  directing  the 

said  committee  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of 
establishing  an  additional  land  office  in  the  Stale 
of  Missouri  north  of  the  Missouri  river,  made  a 
report  thereon;  which  was  laid  on  the  table,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

REPORT  FROM  COMMITTEE  OF  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  THOMAS,  from  the  Committee  on  Claims, 
to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  George  W. 
Farmer,  made  an  adverse  report  thereon;  which 
was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

LOST  HORSES. 

Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill 

further  lo  continue  in  force  the  acts  for  the  pay- 
ment of  horses  and  other  property  lost  in  the  mil- 
itary service  of  the  United  Stales,  reported  the 

same  back  to  the  House  without  amendment. 
Mr.  INGERSOLL  briefly  explained  that  the 

-existing  acts  would  expire  on  the  3d  of  March 
next,  and  that  the  bill  only  proposed  to  continue 
them  in  force  as  they  now  stood  for  five  years 
longer.  He  appealed  to  the  House  to  allow  a  bill 
so  necessary  as  this  to  pass  at  once. 

The  bill  having  been  read  through — 
Mr.  DICKEY  said,  Congress  had  passed  an  act 

at  the  last  session  which  made  provision  for  the 

payment  of  horses  lost,  and  which  had  no  limita- 
tion to  its  operation — which  did  not  expire  with  the 

close  of  the  session.  That  act  came  from  the 

Committee,  on  Military  Affairs,  and  provided  for 
the  payment  of  the  Texan  volunteers,  and  for  other 
purposes.  Every  class  of  claims  for  horses  lost 
was  provided  for  in  that  bill;  and  he  thought  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary  would  find,  upon  ex- 

amination, that  there  was  a  law  now  in  force 
continuing  all  the  provisions  of  the  act  of  1837. 
He  did  not  see  in  his  seat  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Burt,]  who  was  a  member 
of  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs;  but  he  knew 

that  gentleman's  recollection  would  be  perfect  on 
that  subject — that  there  was  a  law  now  in  force 
which  provided  for  every  case,  and  whose  opera- 

tion was  without  limitation. 
Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  said  his  friend  from 

Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Dickey]  was  right  in  saying 
that  a  bill  had  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Con- 

gress, providing  for  the  payment  of  all  horses  lost 
in  the  Mexican  war.  But  that  gentleman  would 
no  doubt  remember  that  that  bill  was  an  amend- 

ment to  the  bill  which  had  been  passed  two  years 
ago,  and  which  expired  on  the  3d  of  March  next. 

Upon  inquiry  at  the  Third  Auditor's  office  early 
in  the  session,  he  had  learned  from  the  Third 
Auditor  that  that  was  the  construction  which  he 

placed  on  the  act;  and  owing  to  the  fact  of  his 
iiaving  received  that  information  from  that  quarter, 
he  (Mr.  H.)  had  introduced  this  bill  at  this  ses- 

sion, it  being  a  bill  which  merely  revived  the  acts 
which  were  now  in  force.  All  these  acts  expired 
on  the  third  of  March  next,  according  to  the  con- 

struction of  the  proper  department.  He  Would 
further  remark,  that  this  bill  did  not  add  anything 
to  the  acts  already  existing;  it  merely  continued 
them  in  force  just  as  they  were. 

Mr.  INGERSOLL  said  he  would  remark,  with 
entire  respect  to  his  colleague,  [Mr.  Dickey,]  that 
the  impression  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
after  examination,  was  exactly  that  which  had 
been  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Missouri,  [Mr. 
Hall;]  they  thought  that  there  would  be  a  defect 
in  the  law  if  the  present  bill  should  not  be  passed. 
if  the  gentleman  thought  that  there  was  anything 
in  it  dangerous  or  supererogatory,  he  could  take 
exceptions  to  it.  % 

Mr.  DICKEY  said  that  he  should  prefer  that  the 
bill  should  go  over  until  time  had  been  allowed  for 
its  examination,  and  to  see  whether  the  cases  con- 

templated by  it  had  not  already  been  provided  for 
by  law.  He  thought  that  the  bill  of  the  last  ses- 

sion continued  to  provide,  without  limitation,  for 
every  supposable  case.  If  there  were  any  case 
not  provided  for  by  the  bill  of  last  year,  he  was 

willing  to  make  provision  for  it.     His  only  objec- 
tion   to  the  bill  was,  that  it  was   supererogatory,    l 
because  there  was  now  a  law  in  force  adequate,  as  |j 
he  supposed,  to  meet  all  cases. 

Mr.  HALL,  of  Missouri,  was  proceeding  briefly 
to  state  what  the  action  of  Congress  had  been, 

when — 
Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL  suggested  that  it  would 

be  agreeable  to  all  parliamentary  exaction,  and 
contributory  to  the  end  desired  by  his  colleague, 
[Mr.  Dickey,]  as  well  as  by  the  gentleman  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  that  the  bill  should  be 
allowed  to  pass  now;  that  a  motion  to  reconsider 
should  be  entered;  and  if  by  to-morrow  morning 
it  should  appear  that  the  bill  should  not  have 
been  passed,  the  motion  to  reconsider  could  be 

agreed  to. 
This  suggestion  having  been  assented  to — 
The  bill,  by  general  consent,  was  ordered  to  a 

third  reading  at  this  time,  and  having  been  read 
a  third  time,  was  passed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL, 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom 

was  referred  the  res'oiutibiiof  the  House  of  the  11th  instant, directing  said  committee  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of 
recommending  to  tlte  States  of  this  Union  so  to  amend  the 
Constitution  as  to  change  the  mode  of  electing  the  President 
and  Vice  President  of  the  United  States  after  the  year  1850, 
be  discharged  from  the  further  consideration  thereof,  and 
that  the  said  resolution  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL, 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 

charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the  petition  of 
citizens  of  Newbury  port,  and  others,  citizens  of  Massachu- 

setts, praying  that  the  law  may  be  so  amended  as  to  in- 
crease the  per  diem  pay  and  mileage  of  jurors  serving  in 

the  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  that  said  petition  be 
laid  upon  the  table. 

ELECTION  OF  GOVERNMENT  OFFICERS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL, 
Ordered,  That  the  Oominiitee  on  the  Judiciary  ?ie  dis- 

chareed  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  resolution  of 
the  House  of  the  12th  instant,  directing  said  committee  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  passing  a  law  for  the  election 
of  all  officers  of  the  United  States  Government  directly  by 
the  people,  and  that  said  resolution  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  called  for  the  reading  of 
the  resolution.  He  understood  that  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Ingersoll]  had  moved 

to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 
The  SPEAKER  suggested  to  Mr.  Ingersoll, 

that  the  more  parliamentary  motion  would  be  to 
ask  that  the  committee  be  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject,  and  that  the 

report  be  laid  on  the  table. 
Mr.  INGERSOLL  said,  that  was  the  character 

of  the  motion  he  had  intended  to  submit. 
The  SPEAKER,  (addressing  Mr.  Wentworth.) 

And  that  motion  is  not  debatable. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  would  like  to 

have  the  yeas  and  nays  upon  the  motion,  and  he 
hoped  the  House  would  give  them  to  him. 

The  SPEAKER  said,  the  question  would  be  on 

discharging  the  committee  from  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject,  and  on  laying  the  report 

on  the  table. 
Mr.  WENTWORTI-I  called  for  tellers  on  (he 

yeas  and  nays,  but  they  were  refused.  And  the 
House  refused  also  to  order  the  yeas  and  nays. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  Committee 
on  the  Judiciary  were  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  subject,  and  the  report  was 
ordered  to  lis  on  the  table. 

HEIRS  OF  GENERAL  KOSCIUSKO. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL, 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  be  dis- 

charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the  memorial  of 
Vladislaus  Wankowiez,  grand  nephew  of  General  Thaddeus 
Kosciusko,  praying  for  the  passage  of  a  special  act  of  venue, 
providing  for  the  removal  of  eases  concerning  the  estate  of 
General  Kosciusko  from  the  United  States  Circuit  Court  tor 
the  district  of  Maryland,  and  that  the  said  memorial  he  laid 

upon  the  table. DEFICIENCY  IN  APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose  and  said,  that  the  bill  to  j 
supply  deficiencies  in  appropriations  for  the  service 
of  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  June, 

1849,  having  been  made  the  special  order  for  yes- 
terday, he  would  move  that  the  House  resolve  it- 

self into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of 

the  Union,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  its 
consideration. 

Mr.  V.,  however,  at  the  request  of  the  Speaker, 
waived  his  motion  for  the  moment,  to  enable 

The  SPEAKER  to  present  the  following  Exec- 
utive communication: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives : 
In  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the 

11th  instant,  requesting  the  President  to  inform  that  body 

'■whether  he  has  received  any  information  that  American 
citizens  have  been  imprisoned  or  arrested  by  British  author- 

ities in  Ireland  ;and  if  so,  what  have  been  the  causes  thereof, 
and  what  steps  have  been  taken  for  their  release  ;  and  (if 
not  in  his  opinion  inconsistent  with  the  public  interest)  to  fur- 

nish this  House  with  all  correspondence  in  relation  thereto," 
I  communicate  herewith  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
together  with  the  accompanying  correspondence  upon  tliu 
subject.  JAMES  K.  POLK. 
Washington,  Dercmfier  27,  1848. 
The  SPEAKER  also  laid  before  the  House  a 

letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  trans- 
mitting a  communication  from  the  Commissioner 

of  the  General  Land  Office,  enclosing  the  annual 
report  of  the  Surveyor  General  of  Louisiana,  and 

accompanying  papers  ;  which  letter,  &c,  were 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed.     - 

Mr.  GAYLE,  by  unanimous  consent,  obtained 
leave  and  introduced  a  bill  granting  to  the  State 
of  Alabama  the  right  of  way  and  a  donation  of 
public  lands,  for  making  a  railroad  from  Mobile 
to  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  river,  and  for  other  pur- 

poses; which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  VINTON  now  renewed  his  motion. 

And  the  question  was  taken  thereon,  and  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative. 

So  the  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union — Mr.  Thomp- 

son, of  Indiana,  in  the  chair. 
Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  the  Committee  pro- 

ceed to  the  consideration  of  the  bill  making  appro- 
priations to  supply  deficiencies  in  appropriations 

for  the  service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  on  the  30th. 
of  June,  1849. 

The  bill  was  read  through. 
Mr.  POLLOCK  took  the  floor,  with  the  remark 

that  he  had  a  word  to  say  on  the  bill. 
In  reply  to  a  suggestion  by  the  Chairman,  not 

distinctly  heard — Mr.  POLLOCK  said  that  this  bill  made  appro- 

priations to  supply  certain  deficiencies  in  appropri- 
ations. It  was  his  intention  to  vote  for  it.  He 

did  not  propose,  by  the  part  he  might  take  on  the 
subject  to  which  he  intended  to  address  his  re- 

marks, to  provoke  any  discussion  which  should 
delay  its  passage.  Fie  hoped  it  might  be  passed 
at  the  earliest  practicable  moment. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose  to  make  a  suggestion. 
Mr.  POLLOCK  having  yielded  the  floor  for  the 

purpose — 

Mr.  VINTON  said  that  there  were  several 

amendments  to  be  offered  to  the  bill  from  the  Com- 

mittee of  Ways  and  Means:  that  before  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  Pollock]  entered 

into  a  debate,  in  which  he  probably  would  be 
followed  by  others,  he  (Mr.  V.)  hoped  he  would 
be  permitted  to  offer  these  amendments;  and  that, 
if  gentlemen  desired  to  open  a  general  debate,  it 
should  be  done  afterwards.  He  had  hoped  that  a 

bill  merely  designed  to  supply  deficiencies  in  ap- 
propriations— and  which,  lie  believed,  was  all 

right — might  have  been  disposed  of  without  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  POLLOCK  said  he  had  no  objection  that 
the  amendments  referred  to  by  the  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  should  be 

reported. The  CHAIRMAN.  Does  the  gentleman  from. 

Pennsylvania  yield  the  floor? 
Mr.  POLLOCK  said,  (on  consideration,)  that 

the  amendments  could  be  offered  after  he  had  sub- 
mitted the  few  remarks  he  intended  to  make. 

Mr.  VINTON  thereupon  resumed  his  seat;  and 
Mr.  POLLOCK  continued.  The  bill,  he  said, 

involved  appropriations  of  money;  and  as  a  mat- 
ter of  course,  the  means  by  which  funds  were  to 

be  raised  to  meet  these  appropriations  was  legiti- 
mately the  subject-matter  of  debate.  If  money 

was  to  be  appropriated,  it  was  legitimate  and 
proper  for  this  House  to  inquire  by  what  means 
that  money  was  to  be  brought  into  the  treasury. 

He  had  not  risen  with  the  intention  of  entering 

into  a  general  discussion  on  the  tariff  question.  If 
the  House  had  gone  into  committee  for  the  pur- 

pose of  resuming  the  consideration  of  the  Presi- 
dent's message,  he  (Mr.  P.)  had  intended  to  have 

submitted  his  remarks  on  the  question  of  its  refer- 
ence. He  would  have  advocated  and  would  vote 

for  the  reference  of  so  much  of  the  message  as 

related  to  the  finances  of  the  country  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means;  believing  that  up  to 

this  period  in  our  history  this  had  been  regarded 

as  the  appropriate  committee.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  the  reference  to  the  Committee  on  Mann- 
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factures  other  than  this— that  the  settled  policy  of 
this  Government  seemed  now  to  be  to  combine  the 

principles  of  revenue  and  protection.  The  refer- ence to  the  Committee  on  Manufactures  would 

seem  to  separate  the  question,  whilst  a  reference 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  would 

obviate  that  difficulty;  and,  in  the  last-named 
committee,  that  consideration  which  its  importance 
demanded  would  be  given  to  the  subject,  both  as 

to  the  question  of  revenue  and  the  question  of  pro- 
tection, which  he  believed  was,  and  ought  to  be, 

the  fixed  and  settled  policy  of  the  Government. 
No  gentleman  on  this  floor  was  a  more  firm 

advocate  of  the  protective  policy  than  he  was.  And 
when  he  voted,  as  he  should  vote,  for  the  reference 
of  that  portion  of  the  message  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means,  and  against  the  reference  to 
the  Committee  on  Manufactures,  it  was  not  on 
account  of  any  opposition  he  might  have  to  that 
doctrine.  On  the  contrary,  if  the  question  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
the  effect,  as  he  had  no  doubt,  would  be,  that  a 
report  would  be  presented  to  the  country,  which 
would  investigate  the  subject  in  all  its  length  and 
breadth,  and  put  it  in  sttch  a  form  as  to  establish 
the  principles  of  those  who  advocate  the  protective 
policy.  There  was  a  necessity  for  this  reference. 
There  was  a  necessity  that  the  subject  should  be 
thoroughly  examined  by  some  committee  or  other. 
When  the  act  of  1846  was  passed,  the  friends  of  the 
law  of  1842  opposed  its  passage  fo>r  many  reasons. 
Among  others,  the  ad  valorem  principle,  which  had 
been  substituted  in  lieu  of  specific  duties,  was  con- 

sidered an  innovation,  not  only  upon  the  principles 
which  had  heretofore  controlled  the  legislationvof 
this  country,  but  of  all  the  civilized  countries  in 
the  world.  No  country  could  be  found  where  a 
system  of  ad  valorem  duties  prevailed  as  it  did  in 
our  own.  The  friends  of  the  law  of  1842  were 

not  only  opposed  to  this  innovation,  but  they  said 
that  the  law  of  1846  was  a  total  abandonment  of 

the  protective  policy.  It  was  so  regarded  at  the 
time  of  its  passage.  Experience  had  proved  that 
the  fear3  then  entertained  were  more  than  realized; 

for  while  the  revenue  had  been  temporarily  aug- 
mented, it  had  been  found  that  the  other  great 

principle  which  had  been  surrendered  in  that  bill 
was  utterly  destroyed,  and  that,  as  a  consequence, 
our  manufactures  had  been  prostrated  with  it. 

They  opposed  it  not  only  on  the  ground  of' the 
abandonment  of  the  protective  principle,  but  be- 

cause the  mode  of  assessment  discriminated  against 
the  manufactures  of  the  United  States.  The  bill 

would  show  that  a  higher  rate  of  duty  was  assessed 

on  the  raw  material  than  upon  manufactured  arti- 
cles; the  difference  of  duty  being  but  a  premium 

to  the  foreign  manufacturer  to  introduce  his  wares 
and  merchandise  (foreign  rivalry)  as  it  was  termed 
in  the  reportof  the  Secretary  of  theTreasury)  into 
the  United  States,  and  substitute  them  for  the 
American  manufactured  article.  These  discrimin- 

ations had  acted  injuriously,  and  the  result  would 
be,  that  unless  the  act  was  repealed,  every  branch 
of  industry  must  suffer. 

He  did  not  propose  to  enter  upon  an  elaborate 
argument  to  show  how  these  ad  valorem  duties 
necessarily  destroyed  the  principle  of  protection. 
Specific  duties,  fixed  and  permanent  as  they  were, 
operated,  under  all  circumstances,  to  maintain  the 
industry  of  the  country.  But  ad  valorem  duties, 
fluctuating,  changeable,  fickle  as  the  wind,  failed  to 
give  protection  when  protection  most  was  needed, 
as  could  be  demonstrated  in  cases  without  number. 

He  must  confess  his  surprise  that  his  friend 
and  colleague  over  the  way  [Mr.  Thompson] 
should  a  few  days  since,  in  the  debate  on  the  Pres- 

ident's message,  have  referred  to  the  tariff  of  1842 
in  the  terms  which  he  had  used.  Why,  that  gen- 

tleman and  himself,  shoulder  to  shoulder,  had  bat- 
tled on  this  floor  in  defence  not  only  of  the  act  of 

1842,  but  of  the  protective  policy  embodied  in  it; 
and  when  the  gentleman  had  risen  and  denounced 
that  measure  as  an  odious  one,  containing  within 
itself  the  elements  of  its  own  destruction,  he  con- 

fessed he  was  struck  with  surprise.  He  knew  not 
how  to  account  for  the  change  which  had  come 

over  the  spirit  of  the  gentleman's  dream;  certainly 
there  was  nothing  in  the  recent  events  that  had 
transpired  in  Pennsylvania  that  could  change  his 
sentiments  on  the  protective  policy.  But  political 
associations  often  involved  gentlemen  in  strange 
i  nconsistences,  and  it  might  be,  that  having  attached 
himself  to  the  fortunes  of  a  party,  the  gentleman 
had  felt  constrained,  in  consistency  with  the  course 

of  that  party,  in  some  degree  to  violate  the  doc- 
trines which  he  himself  had  laid  down.  The  gen- 

tleman's great  and  paramount  objection  to  the  tariff 
of  1842  was  to  the  minimum  principle  it  con- 

tained; yet,  at  the  same  time,  he  advocated  the 
modification  of  the  tariff  of  1846,  by  repealing  the 
ad  valorem  duties  so  far  as  related  to  the  protection 
of  coal  and  iron,  and  by  substituting  upon  these 
articles  specific  duties.  The  question  had  been 
asked  his  colleague  by  genfleraen  on  this  floor  how 
he  would  discriminate  between  the  principles  of  min- 

imum and  specific  duties — what  was  the  difference? 
It  was  a  question  which  was  very  properly  asked, 
and  his  friend  had  certainly  failed  to  give  a  very 

definite  or  a  very  satisfactory  answer.  The  differ- 
ence between  minimum  and  specific  duties  was,  in 

fact,  merely  a  difference  in  form,  not  in  substance; 
the  one  was  an  assessment  upon  a  certain  fixed 

quantity;  the  other  was  the  assessment  of  a  certain 
ad  valorem  duty  upon  a  determinate  value,  which 
was  assumed  to  be  fixed:  under  the  minimum  prin- 

ciple, twenty  cents  was  taken  to  be  the  value  of  a 
yard  of  cotton;  a  duty  of  30  per  cent,  levied  upon 
that  value,  made  a  duty  of  six  cents  unchanged 
and  unchangeable. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  of  South  Carolina,  interposed 
and  said,  as  he  had  not  heard  the  bill,  he  desired 
the  gentleman  to  inform  him  to  what  part  he  was 
referring — what  section  it  was  that  treated  of  ad 
valorem  and  specific  duties?     [Laughter.] 

Mr.  POLLOCK  admitted  it  ivas  very  difficult  to 
point  out  the  precise  section  [renewed  laughter]  to 
which  his  remarks  were  applicable;  nevertheless, 
he  believed  he  was  in  order  according  to  the  usages 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 

Union,  and  he  hoped  to  be  excused  while  he  con- 
tinued the  course  of  remark  upon  which  he  had 

entered. 

He  proceeded  at  length  to  examine  and  criticise 
various  portions  of  the  annual  report  of  the  Sec- 

retary of  the  Treasury,  and  of  the  message  of  the 
President,  as  far  as  it  related  to  the  state  of  the 
finances,  and  to  point  out,  in  both,  what  he  charged 
to  be  serious  errors — especially  in  the  statement  of 
the  total  amount  of  our  importations  during  the 

year  ending  30th  June,  1848.  The  Secretary,  he 
said,  stated  that  total  amount  to  be  #127,490,012, 
and  that  the  re  venue  raised  thereon  was  $31, 500, 000. 

This  was  an  increase,  according  to  that  officer's 
own  reports,  in  the  revenue,  of  §8,000,000  over 
the  revenue  received  during  the  previous  year, 

while  the  increase  of  importations  was  but  $11,- 
000,000.  An  increase  of  $8,000,000  revenue,  and 
of  only  §11,000,000  imports!  Fie  argued,  from 
the  Secretary's  own  figures,  that  the  revenue  of 
#31,500,000  was  raised,  not  upon  $127,000,000, 

but  upon  $141,024,844;  and  thus  that  the  Secre- 
tary was  in  error  $13,534,832  in  stating  the  total 

amount  of  foreign  productions  consumed  in  the 
country  during  the  year,  and  per  consequence  in 
error  when  he  stated  the  balance  of  trade  for  the 

year  to  be  in  our  favor  $2,713,697,  whereas  his 
own  figures  showed  that  it  was  $10,821,135  against 
us. 

He  dealt  largely  in  figures,  in  hi^  demonstration 
of  the  above  and  other  points,  and  several  times 

gave  way  to  Mr.  McLane,  who  combated  his  po- 
sitions, and  vindicated  the  correctness  of  the  Sec- 
retary's report. 

[We  do  not  attempt,  in  this  report,  to  enter  into 
the  minute  statistical  statements  of  either  gentle- 

man, but  leave  them  to  be  recorded  in  full  in  the 

Appendix.] 
Mr.  P.  then  proceeded  to  argue,  by  a  compari- 

son of  the  practical  operation  of  the  acts  of  1842 

and  1846,  that,  as  a  revenue  measure — all  things 
being  equal — the  act  of  1842,  in  principle  and  in 
details,  was  preferable  to  the  act  of  1846,  and  that, 
had  it  not  been  for  extraordinary  and  exciting 
circumstances  connected  with  trade,  the  ruinous 
effects  of  the  latter  would  long  since  have  been 
demonstrated. 

At  this  point  in  his  remarks,  he  said  he  would 
stop.  He  had  not  said  all  he  intended  to  say,  but 

would  probably  avail  himself  of  some  other  occa- 
sion to  do  so. 

Mr.  VINTON  repeated,  that  he  had  entertained 
the  hope  that  a  bill  to  supply  deficiencies  in  appro- 

priations for  the  current  year  would  not  have  given 
rise  to  debate.  It  was  important  that  it  should  be 
speedily  passed.  There  was  great  pertinence  in 
the  inquiry  which  had  been  made  by  the  gentle- 

man from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Holmes]  of  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,   [Mr.  Pollock,] 

when  he  (Mr.  H.)  desired  to  be  informed  what 
part  of  the  bill  he  was  speaking  to. 

This  subject  of  the  tariff  had  been  opened  by 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania.  It  was  a  very 
broad  one,  and  if  entered  upon,  would  be  debated 
here — so  far  as  could  be  conjectured — for  weeks. 
There  would  be  other  occasions  on  which  gentle- 

men could  debate  the  subject,  and  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  It  was  already 
before  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  and 
to  put  a  stop  to  this  debate — which,  if  it  proceeded 
further,  bid  fair  to  be  a  debate  without  limit— he 
would,  for  the  purpose  of  getting  the  bill  through 
with  some  amendments  which  ought  to  be  acted 
upon  immediately,  move  that  the  committee  rise, 
with  a  view  of  enabling  him  to  offer  a  resolution 
in  the  House  to  stop  debate. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  motion  was 

agreed  to. So  the  committee  rose  and  reported  progress. 
Mr.  VINTON  offered  a  resolution  in  the  usual 

terms,  providing  that  all  debate  on  the  said  bill 
should  cease,  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union,  in  five  minutes  after  it  should 

again  have  been  taken  up,  and  that  the  committee 
should  then  proceed  to  vote  on  all  amendments 

pending  or  to  be  offered. The  resolution  was  adopted. 

And  then,  on  motion  of  Mr.  V.,  the  House  again- resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 

state  of  the  Union,  (Mr.  Thompson,  of  Indiana, 
in  the  chair,)  and  resumed  the  consideration  of  the said  bill. 

Under  the  resolution  which  had  been  adoped  in 

the  House,  five  minutes  only  remained  for  debate. 
Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  occupied 

these  five  minutes  in  a  few  remarks,  mainly  directed 
to  a  reply  to  a  position  taken  in  debate  on  a  former 
day,  that  minimums  and  specific  duties  were  the 
same  thing.  Mr.  T.  declared  this  to  be  a  new 
discovery.  He  contended  that  there  was  a  vast 
difference  between  the  two — specific  duties  being 
dlways  assessed  on  the  real  value,  whilst  minimum 
auties  applied  to  any  artificial  rule. 

The  time  allotted  for  debate  having  expired,  the 
committee  proceeded  to  vote. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 

and  Means,  offered  the  following  amendments:  In- 
sert between  lines  41  and  42,  the  following;  which 

was  agreed  to: 
For  the  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to  the  sur- 

plus fund,)  being  the  purchase  of  agricultural  implements, 
cattle,  mechanics'  tools,  for  the  Ottawas  and  Chippewas, 
stipulated  in  the  fourth  clause  of  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  28th  March,  1836,  $5,406  47. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  add  after  the  foregoing 
amendment,  the  following;  which  was  agreed  to: 

For  payment  of  services  of  blacksmith  and  striker,  of  the 
rhoctaws,  rendered  after  the  treaty  provision  had  expired 
by  limitation,  and  before  he  was  notified  thereof;  and  for 
coal  furnished  the  shop  during  the  same  time,  $156  98. 

For  expenses  of  an  agent  in  taking  the  census  of  the  North 
Carolina  Cherokees,  under  the  fourth  section  of  the.  act  of 

29th  Jufy,  1848,  $4(10. 
For  continuing  the  collecting  and  digesting  of  such  statis- 

tics and  materials  as  may  illustrate  the  history,  the  present 
condition,  and  future  prospects  of  the  Indian  tribes  of  the 
United  States,  $5,H00. 

For  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to  the  surplus 
fund,)  for  pay,  subsistence,  and  clothing  of  the  company  of 
sanpers  and  miners  and  pontoniers,  and  for  carrying  out  the 
other  purposes  of  the  act  of  May  loth,  1846,  $23,259  40. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  add  after  the  foregoing, 
the  following: 
To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to  furnish  to  members 

of  the  House  the  books  authorized  by  the  resolution  of  the 

7th  August,  1848,  $76,000. 

Mr.  VINTON,  m  explanation  of  this  amend- 
ment, said  that  this  was  an  appropriation  to  carry 

into  effect  a  vote  of  the  House  of  the  last  session 

of  Congress,  and  which  had  been  the  subject  of 
its  consideration  last  week.  The  House  had  last 

week  decided  that  the  books  provided  for  in  a  reso- 
lution should  be  purchased.  The  Committee  of 

Ways  and  Means  had  no  alternative,  if  they  had 
any  other  disposition,  but  to  report  this  amendment. 
The  appropriation  was  based  on  the  estimate 
which  the  Clerk  of  the  House  made,  as  necessary 

to  carry  out  the  object  of  the  resolution. 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  moved  to  strike  out 

the  words  "seventy-six  thousand"  dollars,  and 
insert  "  seventy  thousand"  dollars. 

Mr.  J.  said,  he  had  this  morning  learned  that 

there  were  probably  about  twenty-six  copies  of 
some  of  these  books  for  sale  in  this  city,  and  that 

probably  there  were  no  places  where  they  could  be 
purchased,  unless  they  might  be  purchased  from. 
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members  of  Congress  who  had  heretofore  received 
them. 

He  learned  further,  that  every  resolution  which 

had  been  passed  by  this  House  for  the  distribution 
of  these  books  contained  a  proviso  against  their 

republication;  that  as  to  some  of  them,  the  origin- 
al edition  was  about  fifteen  hundred  copies,  and 

that  upwards  of  fourteen  hundred  had  been  dis- 

tributedTby  this  House.  There  were  several  hun- 
dred copies  in  the  State  Department,  and  conse- 

quently the  books  could  not  be  upon  sale.  There- 
fore, if  the  amendment  should  be  agreed  to,  and 

these  were  to  be  purchased,  he  desired  to  have 
another  amendment  adopted,  providing  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  should  report  how  the  order 
had  been  executed. 

With  this  view,  he  withdrew  the  amendment 

he  had  offered,  and  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 
ment so  as  to  add  a  proviso,  that  the  Clerk  of  the 

House  report  from  whom,  and  upon  what  terms,  the 
books  were  purchased. 

After  a  suggestion  by  Mr.  HENLEY  on  a  point 
of  order, 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment  to 
the  amendment  was  rejected. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  amendment 
of  Mr.  Vinton,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

So  the  amendment  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINTON,  after  the  above,  moved  to  add 
the  following. 

For  copying  abstracts  from  old  sea  journals  for  the  "  wind 
and  current  charts,"  and  for  payment  of  duties  on  books, 
maps,  charts,  instruments  imported  for  the  use  of  the  navy, 
$ 4,000.  And  from  and  after  the  30th  of  June  next,  all  hooks, 
maps,  charts,  mathematical  instruments,  philosophical  ap- 

paratus, and  all  other  articles  whatever  imported  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  imported  free  of  duty,  anything 
in  the  act  of  July  30, 1846,  entitled  '-An  act  reducing  the  duty 
on  imports,  and  for  other  purposes,"  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing. 

Mr.  VINTON,  in  explanation,  said  it  seemed 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  imported 
charts  for  naval  purposes,  which  were  made  by 
the  British,  French,  and  otherforeign  governments. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States  had  to  pay 
duties  on  these  charts,  which  increased  the  price 
by  the  amount  of  the  duty,  and,  in  addition  to 
that,  we  paid  a  commission  upon  these  very  duties. 
The  object  of  the  amendment  was  to  enable  these 
charts  to  come  in  free  of  duty. 
The  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment 

was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINTON,  after  the  above,  moved  to  add 
the  following;  which  was  agreed  to: 

For  salary  of  the  Secretary  to  sign  patents  for  public  lands, 
$1,500. 

Mr.  VINTON,  after  the  above,  moved  to  add 
the  following: 

To  pay  two  messengers  in  the  Pension  Office,  in  addition 
to  those  now  employed,  at  the  rate  of  .«400  each  per  annum, 
for  the  last  two  quarters  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  $400. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  held  in  his  hand  a  letter 

from  the  Secretary  of  War,  covering  a  commu- 
nication from  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions,  in 

which  he  stated  the  necessity  of  these  messengers. 
He  stated,  that  for  want  of  them  he  was  obliged 
constantly  to  employ  clerks  to  do  the  business 
which  should  be  done  by  them.  He  made  out  a 
very  strong  case — as  to  which  the  Committee  of 
Ways  and  Means  had  no  doubt;  but  if  gentlemen 
desired  it,  the  letters  of  the  Secretary  of  War  and 
of  the  Commissioner  of  Pensions  could  be  read. 

The  amount  of  them  was,  that  it  was  requisite  to 
take  clerks,  who  were  receiving  regular  salaries 
from  the  Government  for  the  performance  of  other 
duties,  from  their  appropriate  labors,  and  employ 
them  instead  of  messengers. 
The  question  was  taken,  and  the  amendment 

was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  add  the  following;  which 
was  agreed  to: 

For  furnishing  sixteen  rooms  in  the  new  building  occupied 
by,  the  Pension  Office,  at  an  average  of  $100  per  room,  for 
carpets,  matting,  desks,  tables,  shelves,  book-cases,  chairs, 
and  other  necessary  articles,  $1,600. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
item  "  For  contingent  expenses  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  $50,000,"  the  following: 

Including  the  compensation  of  a  clerk  to  the  Sergeant-at- 
arms,  at  the  rate  of  $4  per  day  during  the  present  session. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  that  he  had  in  his  posses- 
sion a  communication  from  the  Sergeant-at-arms. 

The  subject  had  been  before  the  House  at  the  last 
session  of  Congress;  and  the  same  provision  con- 

templated by  this  amendment  had  gone  into  the 
general  appropriation  bill,  which,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  was  a  recognition  by  this  House  of  duties 
to  be  discharged.  The  clerk  in  the  office  of  the 

Sergeant-at-arms  performed  duties  which  were 
known  to  all  the  members,  as  they  all  had  to  re- 

sort there.  This  amendment  proposed  to  put  the 
clerk  on  the  same  footing  as  clerks  of  committees; 

that  was  to  say,  it  gave  him  a  per  diem',  instead  of 
making  him  a  permanent  officer  with  a  fixed  sal- 
ary. 

At  the  last  session  of  Congress  a  proposition  had 
been  introduced  to  make  him  a  permanent  officer, 
with  a  fixed  salary;  but  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  had  refused  their  assent,  on  the  ground 

that  there  was  no  necessity  for  such  an  officer  ex- 
cept during  the  sessions  of  Congress.  He  was  put 

upon  a  footing  with  clerks  of  committees.  The 
appropriation  went  into  the  general  appropriation 
bill  for  the  last  session,  and  the  amendment  con- 

tained a  provision  for  the  present  session. 
Mr.  BROWN,  of  Mississippi,  was  understood 

to  inquire  whether  this  was  not  the  first  Congress 
at  which  a  clerk  had  been  proposed  for  the  office 

of  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  and  whether  before  the 
last  session  that  officer  had  not  always  conducted 
the  business  of  his  office  without  a  clerk  having 
been  allowed  ? 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  would  state,  for  the  in- 
formation of  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi,  [Mr. 

Brown,]  that  until  the  present  Congress  the  duties 
of  the  office  of  the  Sergeant-at-arms  had  been  dis- 

charged in  the  manner  spoken  of.  He  had  a  letter 
in  his  possession  from  the  late  Speaker  of  the 
House,  [Mr.  J.  W.  Davis,]  stating  the  necessity  of 

the  employment  of  this  clerk.  The  letter  was  ad- 
dressed to  a  member  from  the  State  of  Missouri. 

It  set  forth  the  great  necessity  of  the  employment 
of  such  an  officer.  He  (Mr.  V.)  believed  it  was 
a  fact,  that  in  consequence  of  the  want  of  such  an 
officer,  the  late  Speaker  of  the  House  had  been 
obliged  to  come  on  (as  Mr.  V.  understood)  from 
the  State  of  Indiana,  to  settle  his  accounts  with 
the  Treasury  Department;  and  that  he  had  had 
great  trouble,  for  the  want  of  some  one  to.  keep 
the  accounts.  The  moneys  were  drawn  and  dis- 

bursed by  the  Speaker,  and  it  was  not  possible 
for  him  to  keep  the  accounts  of  every  member. 
It  could  not  be  done.  That  business  was  turned 

over  to  the  Sergeant-at-arms.  As  a  matter  of 
course,  he  employed  a  clerk.  For  many  years 
(Mr.  V.  was  understood  to  say)  there  had  been  a 
clerk;  but  how  he  had  been  paid  he  did  not  know. 
He  would  ask  that  the  letter  of  ex-Speaker 
Davis  might  be  read,  and  also  the  letter  from  the 
Sergeant-at-arms.  They  were  very  short.  He  re- 

peated that,  after  some  discussion,  the  same  appro- 
priation had  been  inserted  in  the  general  appropri- 

ation bill  of  last  year. 
The  letter  of  Nathan  Sargent,  Esq.,  Sergeant- 

at-arms,  was  then  read.  It  set  forth  the  indis- 
pensable necessity  of  the  appointment  of  a  clerk 

to  the  prompt  performance  of  the  duties  of  the 
office,  &c. 

The  letter  of  ex-Speaker  Davis  was  then  read. 
It  expresses  his  opinion  of  the  necessity  of  the  ap- 

pointment, and  adverts  to  the  inconvenience  which 
has  hitherto  been  experienced  from  the  want  of  it. 

Mr.  VENABLE  rose  to  inquire  of  the  gentleman 
from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  what  was  the  amount  of 
the  per  diem  proposed  by  the  amendment? 

Mr.  VINTON  said,  four  dollars. 
Mr.  VENABLE  moved  to  strike  out  four  dol- 

lars, and  insert  three,  and  a  half  dollars. 
The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  when  he  had  occu- 

pied the  chair  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  he 
had  ruled  it  out  of  order  to  propose  an  amendment 
for  the  purpose  of  making  a  speech. 

Mr.  VENABLE  said  his  purpose  was  not  to 
make  a  speech,  but  to  go  against  the  whole  matter. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (interposing)  said,  that  he 
had  made  the  statement  generally,  and  not  with 

reference  especially  to  the  proposition  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  North  Carolina,  [Mr.  Venable.] 

Mr.  VENABLE  continued.  He  referred  to  the 
several  occasions  on  which  the  same  subject  had 
been  brought  up  during  the  present  Congress,  and 
to  the  fact  of  the  rejection  of  the  proposition  several 
times  during  the  last  session,  until  it  finally  found 
its  way  into  the  general  appropriation  bill.  If  he 
was  correctly  informed,  this  was  the  first  Congress 
at  which  the  Sergeant-at-arms  had  asked  for  such 
an  officer.  If  it  was  necessary  that  he  should  have 
a  clerk,  let  the  country  know  it.    He  would  vote 

for  a  dozen  clerks,  if  necessary;  but  let  not  the 
House  thus,  by  a  side  wind,  create  new  officers. 
The  true  doctrine  was,  to  pay  a  man  a  fair  salary, 
and  let  him  discharge  the  duties  of  his  office — not 
employ  another  man  to  do  it  for  him.  If  the  pres- 

ent incumbent  felt  himself  unable  to  perform  its 
duties,  let  him  resign,  and  let  his  place  be  supplied 
by  another  who  could  perform  them;  but  so  long 
as  he  received  the  salary  of  the  office,  he  should 
do  the  duty  of  it. 

Mr.  ROOT  desired  to  offer  an  amendment  to  the. 

amendment,  so  as  to  provide  that  no  messenger 
should  hereafter  be  employed  in  the  office  of  the 

Sergeant-at-arms. 
He  did  not  (he  said)  look  upon  this  proposition 

as  a  matter  of  any  great  importance,  so  far  as  the 
mere  amount  of  money  was  concerned:  but  he  did, 
look  upon  it  as  a  fair  specimen  of  the  manner  in 
which  the  House  was  drawn  into  extraordinary 
expenditures  which  no  one  understood,  and  which 

were  always  provided  for  without  anybody's  rec- ommendation, except  that  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  R.  alluded  to  the  difficulty  which  had  arisen 
at  the  twenty-ninth  Congress  between  the  then 
Sergeant-at-arms  and  his  messenger,  up  to  which 
time  (Mr.  R.  said)  all  had  gone  along  well. 

Mr.  VINTON  interposed  and  said,  that  at  the 
last  session  of  Congress  a  recommendation  was 
sent  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  signed 

by  a  majority  of  all  the  members  of  the  House,  in 
favor  of  this  clerk. 

Mr.  ROOT  continued.  Nothing,  he  said,  was 
more  likely.  For  about  three  months  after  the 
commencement  of  the  last  session ,  a  member  offered 

resolutions  authorizing  the  Sergeant-at-arms  to  em- 
ploy a  clerk.  They  were  objected  to;  they  were 

kept  out;  and  the  subject  was  not  acted  upon  until  the 
general  appropriation  bill  was  under  consideration. 
At  that  time  his  colleague,  [Mr.  Vinton,]  acting, 

as  he  said,  under  the  recommendation  of  a  major- 
ity of  the  members,  (since  any  one  would  sign  a 

petition  if  it  did  not  call  for  money,)  came  in  and 
moved  an  amendment  appropriating  the  sum  of  $4 

per  day  for  this  clerk,  whose  employment  no  one 
had  authorized.  And  then,  and  not  till  then,  the 
Sergeant-at-arms  got  the  clerk. 

What  next  ?  Already,  at  the  present  session,  a 
resolution  had 'been  introduced  providing  for  the 
payment  to  this  clerk  of  the  same  extra  compen- 

sation which  had  been  allowed  to  others.  He  (Mr. 
R.)  insisted  that  there  was  no  necessity  for  more 

than  one  assistant  in  the  office  of  the  Sergeant-at- 
arms.  Let  gentleman  call  the  office  by  what  name 

they  would.  The  Sergeant-at-arms  had  already 
a  messenger  allowed  bylaw.  He  might  employ 
him  as  a  clerk;  if  he  did  not  like  him,  let  him  get 

a  messenger  whom  he  could  employ  in  that  ca- 

pacity. 
He  (Mr.  R.)  believed  that  the  Sergeant-at-arms 

had  once  resigned  an  office  in  Florida,  because 
there  was  no  use  in  keeping  it  up.  He  had  set  an 

example  which  no  office-holder  had  ever  set  be- 
fore, by  recommending  to  the  President  of  the 

United  States  to  abolish  the  office  because  there 
was  no  use  in  retaining  it  any  longer.  He  (Mr. 
R.)  was  for  holding  him  to  his  doctrine,  and  felta 
little  astonished  that  such  a  proposition  as  this 
should  come  from  him. 

Mr.  ROOT  moved  to  amend  the  last  amendment 
by  adding, 

Provided,  That  hpreafler  there  shall  not  be  allowed  a  mes- 
senger in  the  office  of  the  Sergeant- ai-arms. 

The  question  on  the  amendment  to  the  amend- 
ment was  then  taken. 

But  no  quorum  voted. 
The  question  was  again  taken,  (a  second  count 

having  been  called  for,)  and  the  vote  stood — ayes 

69,  noes  57. So  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed 
to. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amendment 
as  thus  amended,  and  was  decided  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

So  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Vinton,  as  amended 

by  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Root,  was  agreed  to. 

FURNITURE  OF  THE  WHITE  HOUSE. 

The  bill  having  been  gone  through  with — 
Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Delaware,  inquired  of  the 

Chair  if  it  was  still  open  to  amendment. 
The  CHAIRMAN  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  HOUSTON  offered  an  amendment,  (of 

which  we  have  not  a  copy,)  but  which  was  un-s 
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derstood  lo  appropriate  the  sum  of  $20,000  for  re- 
furnishing the  President's  mansion,  in  addition  to 

such  sum  as  might  be  realized  by  the  sale  of  the 
old  furniture. 

Mr.  HOUSTON  said  he  had  offered  the  amend- 
ment at  this  time,  because  he  thought  that  the  bill 

was  one  in  which  the  appropriation  contemplated 
by  it  might  appropriately  be  made.  The  amount 
proposed  did  not  greatly  exceed  that  usually  ap- 

propriated at  the  incoming  of  a  President  elect. 
Upon  looking  at  the  various  appropriations 

made  for  the  same  object  since  the  foundation  of 
the  Government,  he  found  that  the  sums  appro- 

priated would  average  about  fifteen  thousand  dol- 
lars. About  four  years  ago,  when  provision  was 

made  for  refurnishing  the  President's  mansion,  the 
sum  of  sixteen  thousand  dollars  was  appropriated. 
The  whole  of  that  sum  (Mr.  H.  was  understood 
to  say)  was  expended  in  things  requisite  for  the 

lower  apartments.  ■  The  upper  apartments  re- 
mained as  they  had  been  during  the  preceding 

Administration,  and  how  much  longer  no  one  could 
say.  He  had  been  assured,  upon  good  authority, 
that  the  furniture  in  all  the  apartments  was  tattered 
and  torn — some  of  it  even  in  rags — and  that  it  was 
necessary  to  have  both  the  upper  and  lower  apart- 

ments furnished.  That  was  the  reason  why  the 
sum  lie  had  asked  for  was  somewhat  larger  by 
five  or  six  thousand  dollars  than  the  amounts  usu- 

allyappropriated.  Probably  some  gentlemen  might 
object  to  it;  but  he  was  satisfied  that  the  amount 
was  not  larger  than  was  necessary. 

Mr.  PRESTON  moved  to  amend  the  amend- 

ment, by  reducing  the  appropriation  from  twenty 
to  ten  thousand  dollars. 

Mr.  HUDSON  rose  to  a  point  of  order.  He 
did  so,  he  said,  for  the  purpose  of  settling  a  prin- 

ciple which  he  thought  ought  to  be  settled  before 
proceeding  further. 

He  believed  that  by  a  resolution  which  had  just 
been  adopted  by  the  House,  all  debate  on  this  bill 
must  cease,  and  that  it  was  not  in  order  for  gentle- 

men to  debate  an  amendment.  The  five  minutes' 
rule — as  it  was  called — by  which  it  was  in  order 
for  any  gentleman  offering  an  amendment  to  speak 
that  length  of  time  in  explanation  of  it,  was  in  this 
condition.  It  was  one  of  the  rules  and  orders  of 
the  last  session  of  Congress.  Towards  the  close 
of  that  session,  the  rule  was  suspended.  Shortly 
after  the  commencement  of  the  present  session,  the 
House  had  adopted  a  resolution  adopting  the  rules 
and  orders  as  they  were  in  force  at  the  close  of  the 
last  session.  Hence,  he  submitted,  the  five  min- 

utes' rule  was  not  in  operation,  and  therefore  de- bate was  not  in  order. 

The  CHAIRMAN  overruled  the  point  of  order, 
with  the  remark,  that  he  thought  the  suspension 
of  the  rule  to  which  the  gentleman  alluded  had 
expired  with  the  close  of  the  last  session. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment — 

Mr.  PRESTON  briefly  opposed  the  appropria- 
tion. It  had  been  the  custom  (he  was  understood 

to  say)  for  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Buildings, 
on  the  advent  of  a  new  President,  to  institute  an 
investigation  into  these  matters,  and  to  see  what 
was  necessary  to  be  done.  In  the  present  case  no 
such  investigation  had  been  made;  and  he  was 

opposed  to  any  appropriation  unless  that  inquiry 
should  have  taken  place.  Whatever  amount  of 
money  was  necessary  he  was  willing  to  vote;  but 
lie  should  oppose  all  appropriations  till  the  commit- 

tee had  inquired  what  was  proper  to  be  done  in  the 
premises.  The  sum  appropriated  about  four  years 
ago  was,  he  believed,  some  seventeen  thousand 
dollars.  He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  suf- 

ficient for  the  purpose  or  not.  He  was  willing  to 

vote  what  would  be  sufficient,  but  not  until  "the proper  investigation  had  been  made. 
Mr.  HOUSTON  said,  he  was  not  aware  that  it 

had  been  the  practice  for  the  Committee  on  the  Pub- 
lic Buildings  to  recommend  this  appropriation — he 

meant  the  uniform  practice  since  the  formation  of 
the  committee.  It  was  certain  that  all  appropria- 

tions for  the  purpose  had  been  made  in  some  such bill  as  this. 

Mr.  H.  then  explained  the  efforts  he  had  made 
before  the  holidays  to  get  the  committee  together, 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  the  matter  into  consid- 

eration; and  that  a  meeting  fixed  for  Tuesday  last 
had  been  prevented  by  the  adjournment.  Since 
that  time,  (he  was  understood  to  say,)  the  com- 

mittee had  instructed  him  to  make  the  necessary examination. 

After  a  hrief  explanation — 
Mr.  PRESTON  withdrew  hia  amendment,  ex- 

pressing the  hope  that  the  House  would  make  no 
appropriation  until  the  proper  investigation  had 
taken  place. 

Mr.  COBB,  of  Alabama,  moved  an  amendment 
to  the  amendment,  as  follows: 

Provided,  further,  That  the  0°!e  go/rf  spoons  shall  not  be 
sold,  or  in  any  manner  disposed  of. 

But  before  it  was  read — 
Mr.  HOUSTON  rose  and  withdrew  his  amend- 

ment. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  STANTON, 
The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill  and 

the  several  amendments  to  the  House. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  the  question  to  be 

first  on  agreeing  to  the  amendments  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  then  upon  the  engrossment  and  third 

reading  of  the  bill. 
Pending  which  question — 
On  motion,  the  House  adjourned. 

PETITIONS,   ETC. 

The  following  petitions  and  memorials  were  presented 
under  the  rule,  and  referred  : 
By  Mr.  TUCK:  The  petition  of  T.  G.  Brainard  and  272 

others,  praying  for  the  establishment  of  a  mail  route  between 
Manchester,  in  the  Slate  of  New  Hampshire,  to  Lowell,  in 
the  State  of  Massachusetts. 

By  Mr.  TALLMADGE  :  The  memorial  of  Barnabas  Bates 
and  90  others,  tor  cheap  postage.  Also,  the  memorial  of 
Richards  and  Van  Wart,  for  compensation  for  delivery  of 
stone  at  the  navv-yard  at  New  York. 

By  Mr.  FRIES  :  The  memorial  of  A.  L  Frazer,  of  Steu- 
benville,  Ohio,  proposing  to  construct  a  railroad  from  St. 
Louis,  or  some  other  suitable  point,  to  San  Francisco,  in 
California,  and  asking  a  donation  of  public  lands  for  the 
same. 

By  Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Iowa:  The  petition  of  William 
C.  Jones,  praving  for  a  grant  of  the  public  lands. 

By  Mr.  HENLEY:  The  memorial  of  the  Ohio  and  In- 
dianapolis Railroad  Company,  asking  a  donation  of  unsold 

lands  in  the  region  ofcountry  through  which  the  road  passes, 
to  aid  in  its  construction. 

IN  SENATE. 

Friday,  December  29,  1848. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  presented  the  additional 
petition  in  the  case  of  Robert  Jewell,  deceased; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

Mr.  STURGEON  presented  the  petition  of  Wil- 
liam Norris,  of  Philadelphia,  asking  for  a  remis- 
sion of  the  duties  on  iron  used  in  the  manufacture 

of  locomotive  steam-engines  exported  to  foreign 
countries;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Finance. 

Mr.  NILES  presented  a  petition  from  the  pub- 
lishers of  New  York,  asking  that  the  privilege  of 

exchanging  works  may  be  extended  to  them  as  it 
is  to  the  publishers  of  newspapers;  which  was 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  NILES  stated  that  the  object  of  the  peti- 
tioners would  be  accomplished  in  the  bill  reported 

by  the  committee,  which  he  would  call  up  at  an early  day, 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  the  peti- 
tion of  George  Martin,  of  the  ordnance  corps, 

wounded  by  guerrillas  in  the  Mexican  war;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

Mr.  BRIGHT  presented  the  petition  of  mem- 
bers of  the  Legislature  of  Indiana,  praying  that  a 

pension  may  be  allowed  to  Gideon  Walker,  a  sol- 
dier in  the  last  war;  which  was  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Pensions. 
REPORTS. 

Mr.  DIX,  from  the  Committee  on  Commerce, 
reported  House  bill  to  refund  to  Charles  A.  Kel- 
lett  tonnage  duties  and  light  money  paid  on  the 
Chinese  junk  Keying,  with  an  amendment. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT,  from  the  Committee  on  the 

Judiciary,  reported  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Wil- 
liam Plummer,  executor  of  Starkey  Armistead, 

with  verbal  amendments. 
Mr.  WESTCOTT  asked  for  the  consideration 

of  this  bill  at  the  present  time,  explaining  that  it 
was  a  case  of  a  judgment  obtained  by  the  United 
States  against  the  deceased,  which  Plummer,  as 
executor,  paid  in  full  with  costs;  that  the  payment 
was  recorded,  and  he  received  a  receipt  from  the 
clerk  of  the  court.  The  officers  of  the  treasury, 
however,  neglected  to  make  the  entry  of  the  pay- 

ment, and  Government  had  again  instituted  suit 
against  Plummer,  and  had  obtained  a  new  judg- 

ment.    Since  that  time,  they  had  become  satisfied 

that  the  judgment  was  previously  satisfied;  but, 
as  they  had  no  power  to  correct  the.  error,  they 
had  delayed  proceedings,  to  give  timeforan  appli- 

cation to  Congress.  -  . 
Mr.  BADGER  stated  that  the  case  had  been 

correctly  stated  by  the  Senator  from  Florida,  and 
that  he  would  therefore  refrain  from  any  addi- tional remarks.  # 

The  bill  was  then  considered,  and  read  a  third 

time,  and  passed. 
BILL  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked 
and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  establish 
an   additional   land   office   in   the  State  of   Iowa; 
which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

ADJOURNMENT. On  motion, 

Ordered,  That  when  the  Senate  adjourns,  it  ad- 
journ to  meet  on  Tuesday. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  gave  notice  that  he 
would  to-morrow,  or  on  some  day  thereafter,  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment 
of  the  Iowa  militia  called  into  service  in  Decem- 

ber, 1839. 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  gave  notice  that  he 

would  to-morrow,  or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask 
leave  to  introduce  a  bill  in  relation  to  a  new  land 

office. 
ARNOLD  NAUDAIN. 

The  motion  made  by  Mr.  Clayton,  to  recon- 
sider the  vote  by  which  the  adverse  report  of  the 

Committee  on  Claims  in  the  case  of  Arnold  Nau- 
dain  was  concurred  in,  was  taken  up. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  expressed  a  desire  that  the 
question  should  lie  over,  as  a  Senator  who  took  an 
interest  in  the  matter  was  absent. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  hoped  the  motion  would  now 
be  taken,  and  the  vote  reconsidered.  He  desired 
the  subject  to  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Commerce.  His  attention  had  been  called  to  an 

error  in  the  appropriation  bill  of  last  session,  by 
which  collectors  were  refused  any  compensation 

for  the  light-house  establishment.  Some  officers, 
therefore,  who  had  very  onerous  duties  to  perform, 

received  no  compensation  whatever  for  these  du- 
ties. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  expressed  his  willingness  to 
permit  the  report  to  take  this  course,  should  the 
motion  for  reconsideration  succeed.  He  concurred 

in  the  propriety  of  what  had  fallen  from  the  Sena- tor from  Florida. 

Mr.  KING  suggested,  that  as  this  special  claim 
would  not  bring  up  the  whole  subject  before  the 
committee,  it  would  be  better  to  introduce  a  reso- 

lution reinstating  the  law  as  it  existed  before  the 
last  session. 

Mr.  CLAYTON  declined  doing  this,  as  his  ob- 
ject was  merely  to  obtain  justice  for  an  individual. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  explained  that  the  law  of  last 
session  prohibited  collectors  from  receiving  any 

compensation  for  the  superintendence  of  light- 
houses. 

Mr.  KING  remarked  that  there  was  a  risk  of 

loss  to  the  Government,  in  a  pecuniary  view,  from 
the  change  which  prevented  the  employment  of 

persons  connected  with  the  custom-house,  who 
were  conversant  with  the  business  of  light-houses, 
and  left  it  optional  with  the  Executive  department 

to  appoint  any  other  person. 
Mr.  CLAYTON  stated  that  this  case  involved 

the  matters  referred  to  by  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  the  motion  to 

reconsider  was  agreed  to. 
The  report  was  then  referred  to  the  Committee 

on  Commerce. 
EVERGLADES  OF  FLORIDA. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill  to 
authorize  the  draining  of  the  Everglades  in  the 
State  of  Florida,  and  to  grant  the  same  to  said 
State  for  that  purpose;  the  question  pending  being 
the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Underwood  to 
provide  for  the  appropriation  of  a  sum  of  money 
to  be  expended  in  surveying  the  Everglades. 

Mr.  UNDERWTOOD.  The  Senator  from  Rhode 
Island,  on  my  left,  placed  this  amendment  in  my 
hand  the  other  day,  his  object  being  to  test  the 
sense  of  the  Senate  upon  the  question  of  granting 
lands  to  the  different  States  of  the  Union  for  the 

purposes  of  education  and  internal  improvements, 
as  well  as  for  objects  of  State  advantage.     But  as 
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I  perceive  that  Senator  is  not  now  in  his  place,  and 
may  not  be  prepared  to  offer  his  objections  to  the 
bill  at  this  moment,  I  hope  the  gentleman  on  the 

opposite  side  of  the  Chamber  [Mr.  Westcott] 
will  not  be  disposed  to  press  the  consideration  of 
the  bill.  I  hope  it  will  be  allowed  to  lie  over  till 
some  day  when  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island 
shall  be  if  his  place. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  hope  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  will  not  insist  upon  his  motion,  for  this 
reason:  The  Legislature  of  my  State  is  now  in 
session,  and  will  probably  adjourn  in  January; 
and  unless  this  bill  be  passed  to-day,  I  apprehend 
it  will  be  delayed  too  long  in  the  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives for  the  action  of  the  Florida  Legislature 
during  the  present  session.  I  am  persuaded  that 
the  bill  will  pass  the  other  House  without  opposi- 

tion; and  if  it  can  be  passed  here  to-day,  it  may 
be  in  time  for  the  acceptance  of  the  State.  I  regret 
that  the  Senators  from  Missouri  and  Illinois  [Mr. 
Benton  and  Mr.  Breese]  are  not  in  their  places, 
but  I  must  press  the  consideration. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  will  make  a  motion 
that  the  consideration  of  the  bill  be  postponed  till 
to-morrow;  and  I  will  add,  that  if  this  motion  does 
not  prevail,  the  Senator  from  Rhode  Island  must 
be  prevented  from  offering  his  opposition. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Is  the  Senator  from  Rhode 

Island  anywhere  in  the  city  ? 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  "I  do  not  know  where he  is. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  bill  might  pass  over 
for  an  hour  or  so,  until  the  Senator  shall  appear. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  apprehend  that  the 
Senate  will. adjourn  shortly,  and  it  will  be  all  the 
same  whether  the  bill  lie  over  only  for  an  hour  or 
till  Tuesday. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Very  well.  I  urge  no  further 
objection. 

So  the  consideration  of  the  bill  and  amendment 

was  then  postponed  till  Tuesday. 
JOHN  P.  BALDWIN. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  bill 
for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin;  and  the  report 
having  been  read — 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Mr.  President,  this  claim 
belongs  to  a  class  of  cases  with  the  principle  of 
which  I  have  never  been  satisfied  since  I  have  been 

a  member  of  Congress.  1  do  not  know,  sir,  that 
until  the  present  session  of  Congress,  this  principle 
has  ever  been  discussed.  It  may  have  been  dis- 

cussed at  former  sessions  of  Congress;  but  if  so, 
I  am  not  apprized  of  the  fact.  It  does  appear  to 
me  that  if  the  new  principle  upon  which  this  claim 
is  based,  after  looking  at  it  in  all  its  various  aspects, 
is  to  be  sanctioned  and  established  by  the  authority 
of  Congress,  it  will  lead  to  very  dangerous  results. 

I  rise  now,  therefore,  in  a  t'tw  words,  to  enter  my last  protest  against  it. 
Now,  sir,  the  simple  principle  involved  in  the 

matter  is  this:  that  when  an  officer  of  the  navy  or 
army  of  the  United  States  orders  the  destruction  of 
property  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the 
enemy,  and  the  property  is  destroyed  in  accord- 

ance with  that  order,  the  Government  is  morally 
bound  to  pay  for  it.  I  deny,  sir,  that  there  is  any 
such  principle,  or  that  there  ought  to  be  such  a 
one  existing.  Now,  suppose  it  be  true  that  if 
the  property  was  abandoned  without  being  de- 

stroyed, it  would  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the 
enemy  and  by  them  been  destroyed — suppose  that 
to  be  the  case,  what  has  the  individual  owner  of 

the  property  lost?  Nothing,  sir;  not  one  cent. 
What  does  the  Government  gain  by  the  destruc- 

tion of  the  property?  Not  a  cent,  sir.  The  only 
gain  the  Government  derives  from  the  destruction 
of  the  property  is,  the  preventing  of  an  enemy 
from  coming  into  possession  of  the  property,  and 
appropriating  it  to  his  use.  Sir,  is  that  the  prin- 

ciple you  intend  to  establish,  that  when  property 
is  abandoned  because  of  the  approach  of  an  ene- 

my, it  must  be  destroyed  in  order  to  prevent  its 
falling  into  the  possession  of  that  enemy,  and  that 
the  sufferers  by  such  destruction  are  to  be  reim- 

bursed for  their  losses?  Is  that  the  principle,  sir? 
If  so,  let  us  look  for  a  moment  to  the  conse- 
quences. 

I  ask  the  Senate  this  question:  If  the  property 
would  inevitably  have  been  destroyed  by  the  ene- 

my, in  case  it  had  been  abandoned,  what  has  the 
individual  owner  of  that  property  lost?  I  affirm 
that  he  has  lost  nothing.  In  the  case  of  Captain 

Center  you  pass  a  bill  claiming-  damages  for  prop- 

erty lost  in  a  small  place  called  Micanopy.  The 
troops  quartered  there,  and  all  the  inhabitants, 
abandoned  the  place.  They  could  not  carry  all 
the  property  in  the  place  away,  and  accordingly 
the  property  remaining  was  destroyed  to  prevent 
its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians;  and  a  por- 

tion of  it  being  owned  by  Center,  he  comes  here 
for  reimbursement  for  his  loss.  Let  me  illustrate 

with  this  fact  a  moment.  Suppose  this  property, 
for  want  of  means  of  transportation,  had  been  left 
at  Micanopy,  and  that,  in  the  course  of  an  hour 
after  its  abandonment,  the  Indians  enter  the  place 
and  appropriate  the  property  to  their  own  use, 
would  not  the  appropriation  of  the  property  by  the 
Indians  to  their  benefit  have  been  equally  as  much 
a  loss  to  Center  as  to  have  it  destroyed  by  the 
United  States?  Now,  if  this  be  true — and  it  is 
upon  the  truth  of  this  hypothesis  that  all  these  bills 

i  are  based — I  say,  if  it  be  true  that  in  any  case  the 
property  would  have  been  destroyed,  what,  I  again 
ask,  has  the  individual  owner  lost?  When  you 
come  to  value  and  pay  for  property  destroyed, 
you  should,  of  course,  take  into  consideration  the 
circumstances  connected  with  its  injury  and  de- 

struction; and  now  I  put  to  any  member  present, 
what  is  any  article  of  property  worth  in  a  frontier 
town  after  the  town  has  been  abandoned  and  left 

to  the  mercy  of  Indians?  How  much  would  any 
sensible  man  give  for  property  left  in  such  a  situ- 

ation ?  What  would  it  bring  in  any  market  upon 
earth?  It  would  be  worth  nothing,  sir,  nothing. 
But  yet,  in  the  allowance  of  this  class  of  cases, 
you- compensate  the  individual  for  the  full  value  of 
his  property,  when,  taking  the  peculiar  circum- 

stances in  which  it  was  placed  into  consideration, 
if  you  should  make  it  an  individual  transaction, 
no  man  living  would  have  given  a  cent  for  the 

property. Allow  me  for  a  moment  to  advert  to  the  other 
idea  which  has  been  advanced  in  this  discussion. 

It  has  been  argued,  that  if  the  property  had  been 
left  without  being  destroyed,  it  would  have  fallen 
into  their  possession,  and  would  have  enabled 
them  to  prosecute  with  more  vigor  their  campaign, 
besides  inflicting  a  greater  amount  of  injury  upon 
this  country.  1  will  admit,  sir,  that  good  foraging 
ground  is  always  an  advantage  to  the  enemy;  rich 
fields,  well-filled  barns,  and  good  smokehouses, 
are  means  of  usefulness  in  the  prosecution  of  a 
military  campaign  not  to  be  despised.  But  is  this 
the  principle,  sir,  that  we  are  now  about  to  estab- 

lish, that  when  a  country  is  invaded  the  inhabitants 
of  that  country  may  burn  up  their  haystacks,  kill 
their  bullocks,  destroy  their  houses,  and  make 

way  with  all  their  property,  and  run  off"  from  the defence  of  their  country,  and  afterwards  come  to 
Congress  and  have  the  Government  pay  them  for 
all  the  loss  they  have  sustained  by  such  destruc- 

tion? But,  say  you,  in  this  case  the  officer  burnt 
it  because  he  found  he  could  not  defend  the  prop- 

erty against  an  invading  enemy;  this  is  the  differ- 
ence, and  this  constitutes  the  principle  upon  which 

you  reimburse  the  sufferer,  that  if  you  had  not 
caused  the  property  to  be  destroyed  it  would  have 
been  used  by  the  enemy  advantageously  against 
us.  This  is  a  very  cowardly  principle,  sir.  It 
invites  the  people  of  the  country,  in  case  of  inva- 

sion, to  abandon  their  homes  and  destroy  all  their 
property,  instead  of  manfully  meeting  and  resisting 
the  enemy,  and  when  they  have  done  that,  they 
can  call  upon  the  Government  to  reimburse  them 
for  their  property  upon  the  principle,  that  if  they 
had  not  done  so  the  enemy  would  liave  taken  it 
into  their  possession,  and  made  profit  out  of  it. 

Upon  that  ground  it  is  manifest  that  it  makes  no 
material  difference  whether  the  destruction  is  occa- 

sioned by  the  officer  or  by  the  act  of  the  owner 
of  the  property — none  whatever  in  that  point  of 
view;  for  payment  for  loss  sustained  will  be  made 
in  either  case.  Where  is  the  difference,  let  me 
ask?  Here  is  a  military  officer  holding  possession 
of  a  certain  location  of  country,  and  giving  pro- 

tection to  the  inhabitants  residing  there  and  in  the 
immediate  neighborhood.  An  enemy  approaches, 
and  the  officer,  fearing  that  he  will  not  be  able  to 

maintain  his  ground,  retires  from  the  place,  march- 
ing ofT  with  all  the  people  at  his  heels.  Now, 

does  it  make  any  difference  whether  the  property 
owned  in  the  place  is  destroyed  by  the  officer  or 
by  the  inhabitants,  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  enemy,  as  regards  payment  for  that 
destroyed  property?  In  either  case,  as  I  before 
stated,  if  you  establish  this  principle,  the  value  of 
the  property  destroyed  must  be  returned  to  the 

owners.  This,  sir,  is  a  new  principle,  and  was 
never  introduced  until  recently.  During  the  whole 
of  the  revolutionary  war — to  my  knowledge,  and 
I  was  for  four  years  a  member  of  the  Committee 

on  Revolutionary  Claims — there  never  was  a  claim 
allowed  in  Congress  for  property  destroyed  to 
prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy; 
or,  if  there  were  such  a  claim  allowed,  I  suppose 

it  must  have  passed — as  it  was  said  the  other  day 
the  act  reducing  the  mileage  of  the  messengers 

bearing  the  Presidential  votes  was  passed — at  a 
time  when  nobody  was  paying  any  attention  to  it. 
But  in  all  these  cases,  if  you  settle  the  principle 
at  all,  it  must  be  on  the  ground  that  the  enemy 
would  have  been  benefited  by  the  property  if  it 

had  not  been  destroyed.  But  I  cannot  see  that 
this  circumstance  can  make  any  particular  differ- 

ence, either  with  the  owners  of  property  or  the 

commander  who  might  order  its  destruction. 
Formerly,  the  officers  of  the  United  States,  for 

acts  of  this  description,  were  sued  by  the  owners 

of  property  destroyed  by  their  order,  and  judg- 
ments being  obtained  against  them,  they  came  to 

Congress  for  relief,  where  they  might  show  that 
their  orders  were  given  in  the  proper  discharge  of 
their  duty,  and  for  the  benefit  of  the  country,  but 
that  the  circumstances  were  of  such  a  character  as 

that  the  judiciary  of  the  country  were  obliged  to 
hold  them  responsible  for  the  property  destroyed. 
Under  all  these  cases,  formerly,  the  officers,  not 

the  sufferers,  applied  to  Congress  for  relief.  Your 
officers  had  to  resist  the  judgment  of  the  courts, 
and  throw  themselves  upon  the  liberality  and  good 
sense  of  Congress  for  remuneration.  But  in  these 
modern  times  we  have  got  clear  of  that  practice. 
Now  it  is  only  necessary  for  a  petitioner  to  come 
in  here  and  say,  my  property  has  been  destroyed 
to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy; 
some  one  of  your  officers  ordered  its  destruction, 
and  now  the  Government  must  pay  me  for  it. 

Let  me  illustrate  this  by  an  example.  Here  is 
a  house  on  fire  in  the  neighborhood  of  other  houses 

— they  may  be  of  wood  or  of  brick — and  there  is 
no  engine  at  hand  to  put  out  the  fire;  what  is  that 
house  worth?  It  is  worth  nothing;  and  men  pull 

it  down  to  save  the  other  property,  near  and  re- 
mote, if  they  have  no  engine  to  put  out  the  fire. 

And  what  is  the  adjoining  house  worth?  That 

also  is  worth  nothing;  and  why?  because  its  de- struction is  also  inevitable;  because  it  will  certainly 
be  burnt  with  the  house  that  is  already  being  con- 

sumed. 
Well,  sir,  according  to  the  principles  of  the  com- 

mon law,  the  house  destroyed  under  tjiese  circum- 
stances is  not  to  be  paid  for.  But  there  is  fre- 
quently established  a  conventional  rule  on  the  part 

of  all  the  people  of  a  city  or  large  town — a  rule 
which  a  single  community  establishes  for  itself — 
that,  inasmuch  as  the  destruction  of  the  house 
under  such  circumstances  may  have  been  a  means 
of  the  preservation  of  other  property,  the  owner 

should  be  compensated.  But  this  is  only  a  con- 
ventional principle,  not  a  rule  of  the  common  law. 

Now,  sir,  it  seems  to  me,  that  if  this  conventional 
principle  by  which  we  pay  for  the  destruction  ot 
a  house  adjoining  the  flames,  which  would  have 
been  inevitably  consumed  at  any  rate,  because  its 
destruction  was  a  means  of  preservation  to  other 

property,  were  to  be  applied  to  such  cases  as  that 
now  before  the  Senate,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  be 

establishing  a  principle  that  would  pay  for  all  the 
property  destroyed  by  an  invading  army,  as  well 
as  for  all  property  destroyed  to  prevent  its  falling 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy.  1  trust,  therefore, 

that  you  will  not  extend  the  principle  to  this  latter 
description  of  cases.  The  reason  why  I  think 
there  should  be  a  discrimination  made  between  the 
case  which  I  have  given  and  the  case  before  the 
Senate  is  this:  in  the  one  case  the  flames  were 

consuming  the  property,  which  fact  is  ascertained 
by  positive  proof,  and  reduced  to  such  certainty 
as  to  leave  no  doubt  on  the  mind  of  anybody; 
while  in  the  other  case,  the  property  in  question 

having  been  scattered  along  over  the  whole  coun- 
try, it  is  truly  impossible  to  have  the  facts  pre- 

sented with  sufficient  clearness  and  certainty  to 

show  precisely  how  the  matter  stands.  In  all  these 
cases  heretofore  presented  the  testimony  has  been 
entirely  ex  parte. 

Sir,  we  have  what  we  call  freshets  sometimes 
out  in  the  West,  which  do  much  mischief  to  the 
inhabitants — freshets  which  overflow  the  river  bot- 

toms, and  destroy  the  crops  of  corn  and  other 

grains,  and  carry  off  stock;  and  sometimes  there 
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rises  a  little  hillock  in  these  bottoms,  on  which  the 

neighboring  stock  collect  themselves  as  they  re- 
treat from  the  flood,  but  where  they  are  still  ex- 

posed, not  only  to  the  encroaching  waters,  but  to 
inevitable  starvation.  Now,  suppose  property  to 
be  found  in  such  a  condition  by  some  benevolent 
individual,  who  would  say,  it  is  better  to  kill  these 
cattle  than  to  leave  them  to  remain  here  and  starve 

or  be  drowned  in  the  river.  Suppose  that,  under 
these  circumstances,  he  actually  kills  them  and  is 
sued  for  damages.  In  the  estimate  of  damages  you 
must  take  into  consideration  the  probabilities  of 
saving  this  property  from  the  flood;  and  if  the 
jury  should  be  convinced  that  they  would  have 
been  inevitably  swept  away  by  the  rising  river,  or 
perished  from  starvation,  they  would  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  property  was  really  worth 
little  or  nothing.  Now,  the  principle  which  would 
direct  our  judgment  in  estimating  the  value  of  these 
cattle,  is  precisely  similar  to  that  which  should 
guide  us  in  the  case  now  before  the  Senate;  for,  if 
you  allow  this  claim,  you  make  no  consideration 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  property  was 
placed,  upon  which  the  claim  is  founded.  The 
only  question  must  be,  what  was  the  actual  value 
of  the  property?  I  should  be  extremely  sorry  to 
see  this  principle  prevail  in  the  legislation  of  the 
country. 

Sir,  1  have  suggested  these  things  time  and  again, 
in  my  humble  way,  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Senate,  and  I  reiterate  them  now  as  the  grounds 
on  which,  in  my  judgment,  this  class  of  claims 
ought  not  to  be  allowed.  How  do  these  principles 

apply  to  the  case  before  us  ?     Here  was  a  vessel — 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Will  the  Senator  distin- 

guish this  case  from  the  claim  for  Robert  Wallace's 
horse,  which  the  other  day  was  presented  from  the 
other  side  of  the  Chamber,  and  advocated  with  so 
much  ability  ? 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  Yes,  sir,  I  can  very  soon 
show  the  distinction  between  these  cases.  But  if 

I  could  not,  it  would  not  affect  my  argument;  for  I 
insisted  upon  that  claim  as  an  application  of  the 
principle  adopted  in  the  Center  case.  It  will  be 
recollected  that  I  did  not  fix  any  value  to  the  prop- 

erty upon  which  that  claim  was  founded,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  it  was  placed.  All 
that  I  said  then  I  am  willing  to  say  now.  I  only 
intended  to  carry  out  a  rule  which  the  Senate  had 

already  established,  and  which  1  had  been  resist- 
ing all  along;  but  which,  if  established,  should  be 

applied  equally  to  all  this  class  of  cases,  without 

making  any  distinction.  The  mind  of  that  indi- 
vidual must  be  very  obtuse  indeed,  that  cannot  see 

the  difference  between  the  case  of  Wallace  and 
this  claim  of  Baldwin.  Wallace  was  a  subordinate 

officer,  whose  duty  it  was  to  obey  the  commands 
of  his  superior,  who  has  a  right  to  command  him; 
and  under  the  direction  of  that  superior  officer,  he 
is  compelled  to  give  up  his  properly  without  being 
allowed  any  chance  to  fight  and  defend  it.  Whereas 
the  principle  which  1  advocate  would  compel  the 
citizen  to  stand  up  and  defend  his  property.  If 
the  Senator  cannot  see  the  distinction  between  these 

cases,  argument  is  useless,  and  I  might  as  well  take 
my  seat. 

But,  sir,  let  us  apply  these  principles  to  the  case 
before  us.  This  vessel  was  stranded  on  the  coast 

of  Florida.  An  officer  of  the  United  States  navy, 
hearing  of  the  wreck,  and  supposing  there  might 
be  something  valuable  in  it,  which  the  Indians 
might  obtain,  ordered  it  to  be  burnt.  Now,  if  this 
officer  supposed  the  vessel  ought  to  be  burnt  to 
prevent  the  Indians  from  manning  it  as  sailors  and 
cruising  in  the  Gulf,  his  head  must  have  had  ns 
soft  a  place  in  it  as  any  head  could  well  bear.  If 
he  could  have  imagined  such  a  thing  he  was  not 
fit  to  command  in  either  the  army  or  navy  of  the 
United  States.  What  the  particular  circumstances 
were  which  induced  him  to  have  the  vessel  burnt, 

1  do  not  know  perhaps  as  well  as  others.  It  cer- 
tainly could  not  have  been  to  prevent  the  vessel 

itself  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians. 
It  might  have  been  to  prevent  the  property  from 
falling  into  their  hands.  The  property  would  have 
fallen  into  their  hands,  I  suppose,  at  any  rate. 
How  much  the  property  on  board  was  worth,  the 
report  does  not  show;  if  it  does,  it  has  escaped  my 
recollection.  If  it  shows  anything,  then,  it  is  that 
we  should  pay  the  value  of  the  vessel  itself. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  No,  no.  The  case  is,  as 
I  have  before  distinctly  stated  and  read  from  the 
papers,  that  this  man  does  not  claim  a  single  cent 
on  account  of  the  value  of  the  vessel  or  for  the 

whole  cargo,  but  only  for  that  portion  of  the  cargo 
on  board — the  rigging,  anchors,  and  lead — which, 
but  for  the  order  to  burn  the  vessel,  might  have 
been  saved.  I  will  state  now  to  the  Senator  that 

there  was  no  probability  whatsoever  of  getting  the 
hulk  of  the  vessel  off. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  It  then  comes  more 

fairly  into  my  principle  than  I  expected.  The 
Senator  says  he  does  not  ask  remuneration  for  the 
value  of  the  vessel.  The  Indians  could  have  no 

use  for  the  vessel.  They  might  have  made  use 
of  the  lead  and  other  articles  to  be  found  on  board, 
and  doubtless  would  have  taken  them.  Nov/,  sir, 

the  question  before  us  is  this:  Where  is  the  differ- 
ence to  the  owner  whether  the  Indians  take  the 

lead  and  apply  it  to  their  own  use,  or  whether  the 
officer,  by  burning  the  vessel,  melted  the  lead,  and 
sunk  the  whole  in  the  Gulf — where  is  the  differ- 

ence, I  say,  to  this  owner?  What  injury  has  he 
sustained  in  the  destruction  of  his  lead  by  the 
burning,  more  than  he  would  have  sustained  had 
it  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians?  None 

whatever.  You  then  propose  to  pay  in  this  case 
the  full  value  of  the  lead,  without  regard  to  the 
circumstances  which  should  rightfully  diminish 
its  value,  which  value  I  have  commented  upon  by 
citing  analogous  cases.  I  have  endeavored  to  show, 
that  under  certain  circumstances  the  lead  would 
have  been  worthless.  But,  sir,  the  lead  has  been 
destroyed.  It  might  have  been  appropriated  by 
these  Indians;  and  now  it  seems  to  be  held  that 

you  ought  to  pay  for  it,  upon  the  ground  that,  had 
the  Indians  got  possession  of  it,  they  might  have 
made  good  use  of  it  for  themselves,  by  shooting 
our  citizens  and  soldiers  with  it,  when  their  coun- 

try was  invaded  by  them.  What  I  want  to  say 
of  this  principle  is,  that  if  you  are  determined  to 
establish  it,  to  ingraft  it  upon  the  legislation  of  the 
country,  I,  for  one,  am  for  carrying  it  out,  as  in  the 

case  of  the  claim  for  Robert  Wallace's  horse,  and 
every  other  claim  where  the  principle  applies.  But, 
until  the  principle  shall  become  firmly  established, 
I  shall  oppose  it. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  regret  that  the  Senator 
from  Kentucky  has  not  made  himself  more  par- 

ticularly acquainted  with  the  facts  in  this  case;  for 
I  am  satisfied  that,  with  the  candor  and  intelligence 
which  he  brings  into  the  review  of  any  case,  he 
could  not  fail  to  see  that  the  principle  he  discusses 
here  is  totally  inapplicable  to  this  case.  The  prin- 

ciple of  this  case,  I  would  say  also  to  the  honor- 
able Senator,  has  a  closer  connection  with  that  in 

the  case  of  Wallace  and  his  horse,  which  he  advo- 
cated the  other  day,  than  he  seems  willing  to  ad- 
mit. For  my  part,  I  cannot  see  any  difference  in 

the  cases,  saving  that  in  the  matter  of  Wallace,  his 

property — the  horse — was  not  burnt.  I  will  briefly 
recall  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  the  facts  in  this 
case,  in  order  to  show  that  the  honorable  Senator 

from  Kentucky  has  totally  misconceived  its  pecu- 
liar bearing.  This  case  is  not  a  parallel  one  with 

that  of  Center;  it  is  a  much  stronger  case.  Let 
me  state  it.  A  Spanish  vessel  is  wrecked  on  the 
coast  of  Florida;  her  cargo  is  all  taken  to  Key 
West,  with  the  exception  of  two  tons  of  lead,  the 
anchors,  rigging,  and  a  few  other  articles,  and 
there  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  underwriters  of  the 

Spanish  owner.  The  wreck  or  hull,  as  it  is  called, 
of  the  vessel  is  also  sold  at  auction,  after  an  ap- 

praisement by  two  distinguished  merchants  ap- 
pointed by  the  district  court,  as  is  customary,  and 

is  purchased  by  an  American  citizen,  Mr.  John  P. 
Baldwin,  for  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dollars. 
Upon  going  up  to  take  possession  of  the  wreck, 
he  found  it  had  been  destroyed  by  order  of  Com- 

modore Dallas.  That  gentleman,  hearing  of  the 
wreck,  had  ordered  a  party  from  his  squadron  to 
go  up  and  burn  the  vessel,  for  fear  of  its  contents 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians.  I  would  say 
that  it  is  not  pretended  here  that  the  claim  is  for 
the  full  value  of  the  vessel,  cargo  and  all.  The 

papers  connected  with  the  case  show  that  the  ves- 
sel was  in  a  situation  from  which  it  was  impossi- 
ble to  get  her  off  Now,  sir,  this  is,  as  1  have 

already  said,  a  case  of  an  officer  of  the  United 
States  navy  destroying  certain  property  by  com- 

mand of  Commodore  Dallas;  and  I  contend  that 

if  an  officer  either  of  the  army  or  navy  thus  ex- 
ecutes an  order  given  him  by  superior  authority, 

the  Government  is  bound  to  remunerate  the  suf- 
ferer. This  case,  sir,  is  a  much  stronger  one  than 

Center's.  In  regard  to  the  want  of  precedents 
bearing  on  this  case,  I  think  the  Senator  in  error. 
If  an  officer  of  the  army  goes  into  my  stable,  and 

impresses  my  horse  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States,  I  am  entitled,  by  virtue  of  precedent  estab- 

lished as  far  back  as  the  revolutionary  war,  to 

apply  to  Congress  and  obtain  remuneration.  Con- 
gress are  to  inquire  into  the  facts,  and  if  it  is  proved 

that  the  seizure  of  the  horse  was  a  case  of  neces- 

sity, the  uniform  rule,  from  the  days  of  the  Revo- 
lution, has  been  to  pay  for  it,  and,  if  the^>fficer  is 

sued,  even  to  pay  the  officer.  In  1816,  yori  passed 
a  law  which  recognizes  the  principle  adverted  to 
on  a  former  occasion — that  is,  reimbursement  for 
necessary  destruction  of  property — as  may  be  seen 
by  reference  to  third  volume  Statutes  at  large,  page 
262.  Afterwards,  another  law  of  a  similar  nature 

was  passed  in  1817. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  In  the  case  to  which  the 

Senator  from  Florida  alludes  the  Government  got 
the  benefit  of  the  property. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.     This  case  seems  to  illus- 

trate my  position,  as  I  will  explain.     The  rule  in 

those  cases,  observed  in  the  war  of  1813,  and  rig-id- 
ly'observed  also  in  the  Black  Hawk  and  Seminole 

wars,  is,  that  where  a  certain  piece   of  property 

has  been  occupied  by  the  United  States  as  a  mili- 
tary position,  and  it  is  taken  and  destroyed  by  the 

enemy,  the  Government  pays  for  all  loss  incurred 
by  the  destruction.     These  cases   are   but  illus- 

trations of  the  principle,  this  case  being  a  much 
stronger  one.  In  this  case  the  officer  has  performed 
a  given  duty;  he  has  burnt  a  vessel  in  pursuance 

I  to  the  order  of  a  commodore  in  the  United  States 

j  service;  we  are  therefore  bound  to  pay  for  the  de- 
:  struction  occasioned  by  the  fulfillment  of  the  order 
!  of  our  commodore  to  burn  and  destroy.     It  may 
[  do  for  citizens  of  the  interior  States,  where  there  is 

1  no  probability  of  such  depredations  being  commit-^ i  ted,  to  contend  for  the  contrary  principle;  but  the 
I  citizens  of  a  frontier  State,  exposed  to  assaults 
|  from  a  foreign  enemy,  will  never  sustain  such  a 
:  rule.     Consider  for  a  moment  the  result  of  carry- 
j  ing  into  effect  the  principle  advanced  by  the  Sena- 
i  tor  from  Kentucky.     Why,  in  time  of  war  you 
j  leave  the  property  of  citizens  subject  to  the  caprice 
of  your  own  military  or  naval  officers;  if  they  are 
of  the  opinion  that  certain  portions  of  property 
should  be  destroyed,  no  matter  whether  there  is 
any  necessity  for  such  destruction  or  not,  it  must  be 
destroyed,  and  there  is  no  probability  of  redress. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  I  would  inquire  of  the  Senator 
from  Florida  what  composed  the  cargo  of  this brig  ? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  She  was  loaded  with  lead 
and  various  other  articles.  The  lighter  description 
of  goods  were  taken  out,  as  I  before  stated,  and 
sold  at  Key  West. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  I  understand,  then,  that  there 
was  a  large  quantity  on  board  of  a  Spanish  brig, 
on  the  coast  of  Florida,  at  the  time  of  the  war  with 
the  Seminoles? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  claim  presented  in  this 
bill  is  not  for  any  of  the  cargo  taken  out,  but  for 
that  which  was  destroyed.  The  report  accom- 

panying the  bill  states  the  facts  in  the  case.  I 
suppose  the  Senator  from  Louisiana  [Mr.  Downs] 
founds  his  last  question  or  statement  upon  the  sup- 

position that  this  Spanish  brig  was  upon  the  coast 
to  furnish  the  Indians  with  supplies.  The  papers 

accompanying  this  bill  contain  the  testimony  of 
witnesses  respecting  this  matter,  and  they  uni- 

formly state — with  the  exception  of  the  testimony 
of  the  officer  who  burnt  her — that  there  was  not 
the  slightest  danger  of  the  Indians  approaching 
the  spot  where  this  vessel  lay,  and  that  she  was 
at  least  one  hundred  miles  distant  from  the  seat  of 

war. Mr.  DOWNS.  Had  it  never  been  supposed 

that  Spanish  vessels  were  in  the  habit  of  furnish- 
ing the  Indians  with  lead,  ammunition,  and  various 

other  articles  ? 
Mr.  WESTCOTT.  There  have  been  suspicions 

of  that  nature  excited  from  various  circumstances 
that  have  occurred;  and  there  is  no  doubt  as  to  the 
fact  that,  during  and  anterior  to  the  Seminole  war, 
the  Seminoles  had  a  continued  intercourse  with 

Cuba  and  the  British  isles,  and  were  thus  fur- 
nished with  ammunition,  provisions,  &c.  The 

conveyers  of  such  articles  would  cross  the  straits 
of  Florida  in  the  night,  in  canoes  and  other  small 
boats,  thus  avoiding  detection.  The  idea  of  Span- 

ish vessels  hovering  along  the  coast  of  Florida  for 
the  purpose  of  trading  with  the  Indians,  when  a 
United  States  squadron  was  stationed  there,  is 

preposterous.  I  apprehend  the  Senator  from  Loui- 
siana is  not  very  particular  as  to  a  further  explana- 
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tory  answer  to  his  query.  As  I  have  before  stated, 

all  'the  officers  on  board  of  this  vessel,  with  the  ex- 
ception of  two,  repel  the  idea  that  the  Indians 

would  have  come  and  taken  possession  of  her. 

The  vessel  lay  upon  a  part  of  the  coast  where  there 
were  no  settlements,  and  where  the  Indians  were 

not  in  the  habit  of  coming.  There  was  no  induce- 
ment to  come  there,  no  prospect  of  plunder,  no 

settlements  to  ravage  and  destroy.  The  Indians 
were  on  the  other  side  of  the  peninsula,  and  they 
could  not  have  reached  the  vessel  without  crossing 

the  everglades,  which  my  honorable  friend  from 
Kentucky ,  who  has  examined  the  map  of  that  part 
of  Florida  with  his  customary  candor,  could  not 
but  testify  would  be  a  journey  of  some  difficulty. 

It  was  remarked  yesterday,  by  the  honorable 
Senator  from  New  Hampshire,  that  the  bill  of 

Center  passed  in  the  same  way  as  the  bill  com- 
pensating messengers  of  Presidential  votes  had 

passed,  viz:  without  any  knowledge  of  the  fact  by 
Senatois.  1  have  taken  the  trouble  to  examine  the 
Journal  of  the  Senate  of  last  session,  and  at  page 
549,  I  find  that  the  yeas  and  nays  were  taken  on 
the  final  decision  in  relation  to  the  bill;  and  there- 

fore the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  is  mistaken 

in  supposing  that  the  Senate  were  taken  by  sur- 
prise in  their  final  vote  upon  the  bill.  By  reading 

the  names  of  those  voting  on  that  occasion,  I  find 
also  that  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire  was 

not  present — a  good  and  sufficient  reason  for  his 
not  being  acquainted  with  the  action  of  the  Senate 
on  the  question. 

Allowing,  sir,  that  the  principle  advocated  by 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  were  carried  out,  what 
would  be  the  result?  An  army  or  naval  officer  may 

be  commissioned  to  destroy  property,  under  an  un- 
founded apprehension  that  it  may  be  of  service  to 

an  enemy  of  the  United  States,  and  he  may  execute 
that  commission;  where,  I  would  again  inquire,  is 
reimbursement  to  be  had  for  such  destruction? 

Suppose  the  officer  who  gives  the  order  is  a  fool — 
or  is  reckless  and  careless,  and  thus  worse  than  a 

fool — and  causes  property  to  be  burnt  or  destroyed 
without  any  cause  whatever,  or  commits  injury 
without  any  reasonable  pretext,  would  not  ihe 
principle  of  my  friend  from  Kentucky,  if  applied 
here,  prevent  the  owners  of  that  property  thus 
wantonly  destroyed  from  being  remunerated  for 
their  losses?  Suppose  the  owner  institutes  an 
action  against  the  officer,  the  officer  may  not  be 
worth  a  cent,  and,  as  Government  is  not  respon- 

sible, I  would  not  give  a  fig  for  the  value  of  the 
verdict,  even  though  it  might  be  rendered  in  favor 
of  the  owners.  We  know  something  about  these 
verdicts  from  experience;  the  officer  pays  no  at- 

tention to  the  suit  or  verdict  either,  considering 
that  the  mischief  he  has  done  was  a  part  of  his 
regular  business.  A  suit  of  this  character  is  but 
a  mockery,  a  mere  form.  The  best  mode  of  pro- 

ceeding in  a  case  of  destruction  of  property  in  this 
manner — whether  Government  has  by  precedent 
admitted  the  validity  of  such  claims  or  not — is  to 
apply  directly  to  Congress  for  redress.  I  have 
thus  presented  briefly,  and  somewhat  incoherently, 
my  views  upon  this  case,  and  I  would  again  rec- 

ommend it  to  the  favorable  consideration  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  BADGER.  I  had  supposed  that  the  prin- 
ciple involved  in  this  question  was  amply  discussed 

by  the  Senate  at  the  last  session.  It  appears  to 
have  again  come  up,  and  as  the  discussion  upon  it 
is  increasing  in  energy  and  zeal,  and  as  also  there 
are  matters  that  require  all  the  spare  time  for  de- 

liberation between  this  and  Tuesday  next  that  we 
can  afford,  I  move  that  the  Senate  do  now  adjourn. 

Mr.  HAMLIN.  I  trust  that  the  Senator  will 

alter  his  motion  to  one  of  postponement,  as  there 

are  several  communications  on  the  Secretary's 
table  that  require  our  consideration. 

Mr.  BADGER.  I  move  that  the  further  con- 

sideration' of  the  question  be  postponed  until  Tues- 
day next. 

The  consideration  was  postponed  accordingly. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  HAMLIN,  the  Senate  then 

proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  Executive  busi- 
ness; and,  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  doors 

were  re-opened,  and 
The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 
Friday,  December  29,  1848. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 
Mr.  HOLMES,  of  New  York,  moved  to  recon- 

sider the  vote  by  which  the  Committee  on  the  Judi- 

ciary was  discharged  from  the  further  consideration 
of  the  memorial  of  Vladislaus  Wankowicz,  grand 
nephew  of  General  Thaddeus  Kosciusko,  praying 
the  passage  of  a  special  act  of  venue,  providing 
for  the  removal  of  cases  concerning  the  estate  of 
General  Kosciusko  from  the  United  States  circuit 
court  for  the  District  of  Columbia  to  the  United 

States  court  for  the  district  of  Maryland;  which 
motion  was  postponed  for  the  present. 

Mr.  RICHARDSON  (by  unanimous  consent) 
obtained  leave,  and  introduced  a  joint  resolution 
to  authorize  and  require  the  Secretary  of  War  to 
pay  certain  troops  dismounted  by  older  of  General 
Wool;  which  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  offered  the 
following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  all  debate  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House,  on  House  bill  for  the  relief  of  the  legal  representa- 

tives of  Antonio  Paelieeo,  shall  eease  at  half-past  one 
o'clock  this  clay,  (if  the  committee  shall  not  sooner  come  to 
a  conclusion  upon  the  same  ;)  and  the  committee  shall  then 
proceed  to  vote  on  such  amendments  as  may  be  pending  or 
offered  to  the  same,  and  shall  thus  report  it  to  the  House, 
with  such  amendments  as  may  have  been  agreed  to  by  the 
committee. 

Mr.  WHITE  inquired  of  the  Speaker  whether 
the  resolution  was  not  in  such  form  as  to  require 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  to  rise  when  they  had 
acted  upon  the  bill  ? 

Having  received  an  affirmative  reply  from  the 
Clerk,  he  suggested  to  the  gentleman  from  Con- 

necticut, [Mr.  Rockwell,]  so  to  modify  the  reso- 
lution as,  after  the  committee  had  acted  upon  the 

bill,  to  allow  them  to  go  on  to  consider  other  bills. 
The  SPEAKER  stated  that  there  was  but  one 

form  of  resolution  known  to  the  rules  of  the 

House  to  be  offered  without  a  suspension  of  the 
rules.  If  the  gentleman  deviated  from  that  form, 
it  would  require  a  vote  of  two-thirds  to  introduce 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  GILDINGS,  said  as  this  was  a  very  im- 
portant bill,  he  hoped  the  resolution  would  notpass, 

and  he  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 
The  resolution  was  again  read  at  the  request  of 

several  members. 

Mr.  STUART,  of  Michigan,  called  for  the  read- 
ing of  the  bill,  that  gentlemen  might  know  upon 

what  they  were  voting. 

A  Voice:  "  Read  the  report,  too." 
The  SPEAKER  said  the  bill  could  be  read  only 

by  general  consent,  as  it  was  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House. 

No  objection  being  made — 
The  bill  was  read.  [It  appropriates  to  the  legal 

representatives  of  Antonio  Pacheco  $1 ,000,  the  esti- 
mated value  of  a  slave  transported  with  the  Sem- 

inole Indians  to  the  West,  by  order  of  General 
Jesup.j 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  ordered;  and  the  ques- 
tion having  been  taken,  the  vote  stood — yeas  96, 

nays  52 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Bedinger,  Blackmar,  Llocock,  Botts, 

Bowlin,  Boydon.  Brady,  William  G.  Brown, Charles  Brown, 
Buckner,  Burt,  Butler,  Cabell,  Canby,  Chase,  Clapp,  Frank- 

lin Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clinginan,  Williamson  R.  W. 
Cobb,  Cocke,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crpz,ier,  Cummins.  Dar- 

ling, Duer,  Gametl  Duncan,  Dunn,  Einbree.  Nathan  Evans, 
Fairelly,  Fealherston,  Fisher,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton, 
Gaines,  Goggin,  Green,  Grinnell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall, 
James  G.  Hampton,  Haimanson,  Harris,  Henley,  Hill,  Elias 
B.  Holmes,  Hunt,  Joseph  R.  ingeisoll,  irvm,  Jameson, 
James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones, 
Kaufman,  Thomas  Butler  King,  La  Sere  ,  Leffler,  Levin, 
Lincoln,  Job  Mann,  Morse,  Mullin,  Murphy,  Newell,  Petrie, 
Peyton,  Pilsbury,  Pollock,  Preston,  John  A.  Rockwell, 
Roman,  Rose,  Kuinsey,  Si.  John,  Silvester,  Caleb  B.  Smith, 
Truman  Smith,  Stanton,  diaries  E.  Stuart,  Taj  lor,  Thibo- 
deaux,  James  Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  Toombs, 
Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Vinton,  Wallace,  Warren,  White, 
Wick,  Williams,  and  Woodward— 96. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Bingham,  Linn  Boyd, 

Bridges,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Catheart,  Crovvell,  Dickey,  Dick- 
inson, Dixon,  Edwards,  Faran,  Fieklin,  Freedley,  Fries, 

Giddings,  Gott,  George  S.  Houston,  Hubbard,  Jenkins,  An- 
drew Johnson,  Kennon,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahm,  Sidney 

Lawrence,  Lord,  McClelland,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Miller, 
Morns, Pulfrey,  Peaslce, Peck,  Putnam,  Richardson,  Ridley, 
Robinson,  Rockhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  Root,  Sawyer,  Smart, 
Starkweather,  Thomas,  Jacob  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck, 
Turner,  Wentworth,  and  Wilson — 52. 

So  the  resolution  was  adopted,  and  the  House 

(at  twenty-five  minutes  past  twelve)  agreed  to  ter- 
minate debate  on  the  said  bill  at  half  past  one 

o'clock  this  day. 

APPROPRIATION    BILLS. 

Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  bills  of  the  following  titles, 
viz: 

A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 

the  army  for  the  year  ending  the  30th  of  June, 

1850; and 
A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 

the  Military  Academy  for  the  year  ending  the 
30th  of  June,  1850;  which  bills  were  severally  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to 

be  printed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 
Ordered,  That  the  said  bills  be  made  the  special  order  of 

the  day  for  the  4th  day  of  January  next,  and  so  to  continue 
(Fridays  and  Saturdays  excepted)  until  disposed  of. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Notices  were  given  for  leave  to  introduce  bills, 
as  follows: 

By  Mr.  HUBBARD:  A  bill  making  a  grant  of 
land  to  aid  the  New  York  and  Boston  Railroad 

Company  in  the  construction  of  the  air  line  rail- road. 

By  Mr.  CABELL:  A  bill  to  cede  the  Everglades 
to  the  State  of  Florida. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR,  it  was 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 

state  of  the  Union  be  discharged  from  the  further  consider- 
ation of  the  bill  (No.  146)  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 

to  provide  compensation  to  William  Woodbridge  and  Henry 
Chapman,  for  services  in  adjusting  titles  to  laud  in  Michigan, 
and  for  oilier  purposes  ;"  and  that  it  be  committed  to  a  Com- mittee of  the  Whole  House. 

THE  PRIVATE  CALENDAR. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  for  the  purpose  of  proceeding  to  the  con- 
sideration of  bills  on  the  private  calendar. 

The  motion  having  been  agreed  to — 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  (Mr.  Boyd,  of  Kentucky,  in  the  chair,) 
and  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the  said calendar. 

COMPENSATION  FOR  SLAVE. 

The  committee  took  up  the  bill  (heretofore  un- 
der discussion)  entitled  ;iA  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 

legal  representatives  of  Antonio  Pacheco. 
The  CHAIRMAN  said  that  the  gentleman  from 

Tennessee  [Mr.  Stanton]  was  entitled  to  the 
floor. 

Mr.  STANTON  was  understood  to  say,  that 

when,  on  a  former  day,  he  had  submitted  the  mo- 
tion that  the  committee  rise,  it  was  not  with  the 

intention  of  addressing  the  committee. 
Mr.  WILSON  then  took  the  floor,  and  ad- 

dressed the  committee  at  some  length  in  opposition 
to  the  bill. 

He  said  that  the  claim  before  the  committee,  by 

which  compensation  was  sought  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  was  one  of  a  very  pe- 
culiar character.  It  raised,  in  his  judgment,  a  very 

important  question,  which  it  was  of  high  moment 
to  the  Government  and  the  people  of  tiiis  country 
should  be  duly  consideied,  maturely  weighed,  and 
settled  so  as  to  give  satisfaction  to  every  part  of 
the  Union. 

It  was  a  claim  for  a  slave.  The  circumstances 
under  which  it  was  made  were  set  forth  in  the  re- 

port of  the  committee;  and  he  believed,  that  so  far 
as  the  facts  of  the  case  were  concerned,  there  was 

very  little  discrepancy  between  the  report  which 
had  been  made  by  the  majority  of  the  committee 
and  that  which  had  been  made  by  the  minority. 
It  was  a  claim  growing  out  of  the  Florida  war. 
An  officer  of  the  United  States  Government  had 

applied  to  Pacheco  for  some  person  to  act  as  guide 
and  interpreter  to  the  ill-fated  command  of  Major 
Dade.  A  colored  man,  by  the  name  of  Lewis, 
claimed  as  a  slave  by  Pacheco,  was  furnished  to 
act  in  that  capacity.  When  that  command  was 
captured,  and  most  of  those  composing  it  were 
massacred,  Lewis,  in  some  way  or  other — either 
by  desertion  or  being  captured  by  the  Indians — 
escaped.  Subsequently,  upon  the  surrender  of  the 
Indians  to  General  Jesup,  Lewis  came  in  with 
them,  and  was  claimed  by  the  principal  chief, 
Jumper,  who  surrendered,  as  his  man,  by  virtue 
of  the  right  he  had  to  him  by  having  captured 
him  in  battle. 

It  appeared  that  subsequently  to  this,  the  repre- 
sentatives of  Pacheco,  or  Pacheco  himself,  made 

application  to  the  officer  in  command  of  the  United 
States  army  in  Florida  for  the  surrender  of  Lewis 
— claiming  him  as  property.  Pie  was  not  given 
up;  but  the  officer  declared  that  he  must  be  sent  to 
the  West  with  the  emigrating  Indians.  This  was 
done;  and  now  this  claim  was  brought  on  the  part 
of  the  heirs  of  Pacheco  for  compensation. 

He  (Mr.  W.)  was  not  able  to  state  with  certainty 
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when  this  claim  had  first  been  made  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  He  was  certain  that 

it  had  been  made  as  early  as  the  commencement  of 
the  present  Congress.  It  might  have  been  here  for 
a  number  of  years.  He  had  ascertained  that  upon 
some  former  occasion,  and  before  some  former 
committee,  an  adverse  report  had  been  drawn,  but 
that  it  had  not  been  submitted  to  the  consideration 

of  Congress.  Similar  claims,  he  saw  by  the  Jour- 
nal, had  been  almost  uniformly  referred  to  the 

Committee  on  Claims.  Such  had  been  the  course 

of  proceeding  since  the  year  1818.  The  present 
petition  had  been  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs.  This,  he  presumed,  was  all  right; 
but  the  direction  was  not  in  accordance  with  what, 
as  exhibited  in  the  Journals  of  preceding  years, 
had  been  given  to  such  claims.   , 

It  was  a  little  strange  to  look  into  the  history  of 
this  matter.  During  the  war  of  the  Revolution, 
almost  all  the  States  of  the  Union  tolerated  slavery. 
Slaves  were  found,  more  or  less,  in  all  parts  of  the 
country.  There  were,  to  be  sure,  but  few  in  the 
North  as  compared  with  the  number  in  the  South; 
but  still  there  were  some  in  almost  all  the  Colonies 

when  they  went  into  the  struggle;  and  that  relation 
continued  during  the  existence  of  the  struggle. 

Although  the  presumption  was  strong  thatduring 
the  war  persons  of  this  description  were  engaged 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States,  and  suffered  and 
were  destroyed  in  it,  yet  it  did  not  appear  that  a 
single  application  was  made  after  the  adoption  of 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  for  any  re- 

muneration for  loss  of  slaves.  In  fact,  it  did  not 
appear  that  claims  of  this  kind  began  to  be  made 
until  the  fourteenth  Congress. 

What  had  been  the  early  history  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  this  subject?  The  first  case  to  which  he 

had  turned  his  attention  would  be  found  in  the 

fourth  volume  of  MS.  reports,  page  160,  at  the 
first  session  of  the  fourteenth  Congress.  It  was 
the  case  of  Lieutenant  Montgomery,  who  took  his 
slave  with  him,  Lieutenant  M.  being  an  officer  in 
the  service.  The  slave  was  killed.  Claim  for 

compensation  was  made.  The  committee,  com- 
posed of  men  from  all  sections  of  the  country,  said 

in  their  report,  that  "  it  was  not  conceived  that  the 
'  United  States  ought  to  be  liable  for  the  value  of 
'  the  slave  if  he  should  be  killed,  or  by  any  other 
'  accident  lost  to  the  owner." 

This  was  the  first  case  he  had  been  able  to  find. 

Such  had  been  the  report  of  the  committee  in 
that  case,  and  that  report  had  been  sustained, 
upon  full  consideration,  by  the  House.  This  was 
some  time  subsequent  to  the  last  war.  That  col- 

ored persons  were  employed  was  unquestionable. 
Many  of  them  were  killed,  maimed,  or  otherwise 

injured,  yet  he  found  no  claim  asking  for  compen- 
sation prior  to  the  fourteenth  Congress. 

The  next  case  he  would  instance  was  that  of 

William  P.  Lawrence,  a  slave,  who  died  of  conta- 
gious disease.  The  claim  was  disallowed,  upon 

the  ground  that  Congress  was  not  liable  to  pay  for 
slaves.     (See  MS.  reports,  vol.  4,  page  186.) 

These  cases  had  been  reported  upon  by  the 
Committee  on  Claims.  Sometimes  there  had  been 

on  that  committee  a  majority  of  one  from  the 
North,  sometimes  of  one  from  the  South;  but  in 

the  cases  to  which  he  had  referred,  so  far  as  ap- 
peared from  the  reports,  the  opinion  was  always 

unanimous  against  the  liability  of  Congress  to  pay 
for  this  species  of  damage. 

The  third  case  was  that  of  Basil  Shaw,  (lstsess. 
15th  Congress,  MS.  reports,  vol.  4,  page  396) — a 
claim  for  a  slave  killed  on  the  8th  of  January, 
1815.  The  committee  in  that  case  declared  that 

"  they  were  decidedly  of  the  opinion  that  Congress 
were  under  no  obligation  whatever  to  remunerate 

the  petitioner."  No  principle  of  legislation  was 
perhaps  better  settled  than  this,  that  for  such  losses 
Government  could  not  be  liable. 

A  slave  case  occurred  at  the  16th  Congress,  and 
resulted  in  a  similar  decision. 

There  was  another  case  to  which  he  would  ask 
the  attention  of  the  committee   

Mr.  BURT  here  rose,  and  asked  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  [Mr.  Wilson]  if  he  would 
yield  the  floor,  to  allow  him  (Mr.  B.)  to  make  a 
suggestion  ? 

Mr.  WILSON  said  he  would  do  so  with  pleas- 
ure; and  the  floor  having  been  yielded — 

Mr.  BURT  said  that  he  desired  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  gentleman  and  of  the  committee 

to  the  fact,  that,  in  all  these  cases  the  slave  had 
been   lost  by   being  voluntarily  exposed  by  his 

owner  to  the  cause  of  his  death,  and  that  that  was 
the  ground,  and  the  only  ground,  upon  which 
these  decisions  rested. 

He  desired  to  say,  further — in  order  that  the 
gentleman  might  answer  if  he  could — that  he  in- 

vited the  gentleman  to  produce  a  solitary  case  in 
which  Congress  had  refused  to  pay  for  a  slave  that 
had  been  taken  against  the  will  of  the  owner, 
where  the  evidence  before  the  committee  was  that 

the  slave  had  been  impressed  or  otherwise  taken 
against  the  will  and  consent  of  the  owner. 

Mr.  WILSON  expressed  his  obligations  to  the 
genileman  from  South  Carolina  [Mr.  Burt]  forcall- 
ing  his  attention  to  that  point;  but  if  he  (Mr.  W.) 
had  been  permuted  to  proceed,  it  would  have  been 
seen  that  the  suggestion  respecting  the  distinction 
between  voluntary  and  involuntary  service  (if  any 
such  distinction  really  existed)  had  not  escaped 
him. 

The  fourth  case  to  which  he  would  invite  atten- 
tion, was  that  of  Robert  Evans,  (1st  session  15th 

Congress,  4th  volume  MS.  reports,  page  473.) 
The  slave  attended  the  sick,  and  died  of  fatigue 
and  exposure.  The  committee  declared  that  if  the 
slave  had  been  killed  in  battle,  the  owner  would 
not  have  been  entitled  to  any  compensation. 

The  fifth  case  was  that  of  Parkhill's  slave,  (1st 
session  16th  Congress,  vol.  1,  page  32,)  the  facts 
of  which  would  be  found  to  approach  nearer  to 

the  suggestion  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Car- 
olina. Parkhill  lent  his  slave  to  another  man,  to 

aid  in  navigating  a  boat.  On  his  arrival  at  New 
Orleans  he  was  impressed.  He  worked  in  the 
marshes  or  swamps,  and  there  contracted  a  disease 
of  which  he  died.  The  claim  was  rejected.  The 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  might  say  that 
there  was  a  distinction,  because  it  was  not  dis- 

tinctly proved  that  the  death  was  the  consequence 
of  exposure,  and  that  upon  that  ground  it  was 

rejected. There  was  another  case  in  the  seventeenth  Con- 
gress, to  which  he  would  not  particularly  refer. 

In  all  these  cases,  claims  for  compensation  for 

losses  of  this  description  had  invariably  been  re- 
jected. But  he  would  go  further.  During  the 

eighteenth  Congress,  a  case  came  up  in  which  it 

appeared,  that  either  voluntarily  or  by  impress- 
ment, a  slave  had  been  put  to  work  on  the  de- 

fences of  New  Orleans.  It  was  the  case  of  D'Au- 
trieve.  The  committee  reported  against  the  claim; 
but  the  friends  of  the  petitioner  on  the  floor  of  the 
House  moved  an  amendment  providing  compensa- 

tion for  injuries  the  slave  had  received,  which 
rendered  him  less  valuable  after  the  service  than 
he  had  been  before.  A  long  debate  followed,  and 
the  result  of  the  whole  matter  was  adverse  to  the 
claim. 

The  cases  which  he  had  cited  all  bore  upon  the 
claim  now  before  the  committee.  That  claim 

necessarily  brought  up  for  the  consideration  of 
Congress  the  question  of  property  in  colored  men. 

He  was  opposed  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  be- 
cause he  believed  that  the  whole  policy  of  the 

Government,  as  illustrated  in  its  history,  had  been 
adverse  to  the  recognition,  under  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  Stares,  of  the  right  of  persons  to 

property  in  slaves.  He  spoke  of  the  subject  with 
reference  to  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 

He  did  not  intend  to  deny  that  slaves  might  be 
property  according  to  the  local  laws  of  the  States 
in  which  laws  might  be  passed  to  make  them 
property.  He  held,  however,  that  these  laws 
were  against  natural  right,  and  that  they  should 
not  have  any  influence  beyond  the  territory  to 
which  they  were  made  to  apply. 

And  he  would  ask  the  particular  attention  of  the 
committee  to  this  point.  It  was  necessary,  in  the 
first  place,  for  the  friends  of  the  bill  to  show,  that 
under  this  Government,  slaves  were  property,  and 

property  merely; 
In  the  second  place,  that  if  taken  into  the  public 

service,  slaves  were  taken  as  property,  and  not  as 

persons; 
In  the  third  place,  that  slaves  could  not  be  used 

by  the  Government  in  any  other  way  than  as 

property,  and  not  as  persons. 
His  own  view  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 

States  regarded  them  altogether,  from  beginning 
to  end,  as  persons  and  nothing  else.  It  did  not 
regard  them  as  property  in  any  form;  and  the 
members  of  this  House  were  here  to  legislate  for 
the  Union  of  the  country  under  the  Constitution of  the  country. 

In  the  next  place,  it  would  be  found  that  all  the 

allusions  made  in  the  Constitution  to  this  kind 

of  thing  was  made  as  to  persons.  For  example: 
in  the  second  section  of  the  first  article,  it  was 

provided  that  "  representatives  and  direct  taxes 
shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several  States 
which  may  be  included  within  this  Union,  accord- 

ing to  their  respective  numbers,  which  shall  be 
determined  by  adding  to  the  whole  number  of  free 
persons,  including  those  bound  to  service  for  a 
term  of  years,  and  excluding  Indians  not  taxed, 
three-fifths  of  all  other  persons." 

This  was  the  first  reference. 

Again:  they  were  referred  to  in  another  clause 
of  the  Constitution,  which  provides  that  "  persons 
held  to  service  or  labor"  shall  be  delivered  up  to 
those  to  whom  such  service  or  labor  may  be  due. 
In  one  other  instance  also,  they  were  referred  to 

as  persons. 
But  was  there  not  on  this  floor  evidence  of  the 

fact  that  they  were  regarded  as  persons,  and  noth- 
ing else?  Would  the  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina [Mr.  Burt]  say  how  it  was  that  the  State  of 

j  South  Carolina,  with  a  white  population  under  the 
:  lastcensus  of  two  hundred  and  sixty  thousand ,  stood 
here  with  six  colleagues,  while  the  State  of  New 
Hampshire,  with  a  free  white  population  of  two 
hundred  and  eighty  thousand,  was  represented 
here  by  only  four  Representatives,  unless  it  was 
that  these  other  persons  were  represented  also  in 
this  Hall?  Would  he  explain  how  it  was  that  the 
State  of  South  Carolina,  with  a  population,  as  he 
had  said,  of  two  hundred  and  sixty  thousand,  and 
the  State  of  Florida,  (from  which  this  claim  came,) 
with  a  white  population  of  thirty  thousand,  (the  two 
combined  falling  short  of  three  hundred  thousand,) 
were  represented  in  this  House  by  eight  members, 
and  in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol  by  four,  when 
the  State  of  Connecticut,  with  a  population  of 
three  hundred  and  three  thousand,  had  but  four 
Representatives  here,  and  two  at  the  other  end  of 
the  Capitol?  Was  it  not  because  these  were  re- 

garded as  persons  and  counted  as  persons?  The 
very  declaration  that  they  were  not  persons  would 
vacate  the  seats  of  those  who  represented  this  class 
of  persons  on  this  floor.  Not  only  here,  but  in 
the  elections  to  fill  the  highest  executive  offices  of 
the  Government,  that  very  population  gave  to  the 
two  States  which  he  had  named  just  double  the 
power  which  the  State  of  Connecticut,  with 

her  population  of  three  hundred  and  three  thou- 
sand, possessed.  It  was  because  these  persons 

were  regarded  as  persons,  and  not  as  property. 
Could  the  doctrine  be  tolerated,  that  there  was  a 
representation  on  this  floor  and  a  power  given  in 
the  popular  elections  of  the  country  founded  upon 

property? But  he  considered  that  there  was  manifest  injus- 
tice in  this  claim.  It  was  put  upon  the  ground 

that  the  slave  was  property.  Mr.  W.  proceeded 
to  argue  the  injustice  and  inequality  which  would 
result,  in  the  operation  of  the  laws  upon  different 
sections  of  the  Union,  from  the  admission  of  such 
claims.  It  would  be  conceded  that  there  were 

occasions  when  every  person  might  be  called  upon 
to  expose  his  person  and  property  in  defence  of 
the  country.  Under  such  circumstances,  a  military 

commander  could  not  stop  to  weigh  the  circumstan- 
ces of  the  case  very  nicely.  The  person  was  bound 

to  obey,  and  if  he  did  not  obey,  he  was  liable  to  be 
shot  down.  The  commander  might  call  out  a  son, 

or  an  apprentice,  and  appropriate  him  to  the  pur- 
poses of  defence.  Was  the  South  to  enjoy  a  supe- 

riorguarantee  in  this  respect  from  the  other  portion 
of  the  country?  Were  the  relations  of  the  Gov- 

ernment towards  different  sections  of  the  country 
to  be  thus  disastrously  changed  ?  If  a  freeman  was 
called  upon  to  do  service,  should  he  be  allowed  to 
say,  excuse  me  and  take  my  slave?  Were  the 
obligations  of  the  country  thus  to  be  changed? 
The  rights  of  the  Government  and  of  individuals 
were  reciprocal.  Should  the  slave  take  the  place 
of  the  master,  and  should  the  Government  pay  for 
the  slave  when  it  would  not  pay  the  man  himself? 
Could  it  be  possible  that  this  Government  was  to 
be  so  administered  as  to  make  compensation  for 
that  kind  of  persons,  when  every  other  man  was 
bound  to  render  his  person  for  the  defence  of  his 
country  without  compensation  ?  The  idea  was  not 
to  be  entertained  for  a  moment. 

The  operation  of  the  principle  advocated  here, 
and  upon  which  the  claim  for  the  relief  of  the  heirs 
of  Pacheco  was  founded,  changed  the  liability  of 
the  Government  in  relation  to  the  rights  of  the 

owner  of  the  property.     The  laws  in  all  countries 
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recognized  certain  rights:  the  parent  had  the  right 
to  the  service  of  his  son  during  his  minority;  the 
master  had  the  right  to  the  service  of  his  indented 
apprentice  during  the  period  of  his  apprenticeship; 

but  nowhere  in"  this  or  in  any  other  country  of 
Christendom,  since  the  introduction  of  the  Christian 
religion,  had  it  ever  been  heard  that  a  parent  or  a 
master  had  received  pay  for  losses  sustained  by 
the  death  or  by  the  injury  of  his  son  or  apprentice 
when  exposed  under  these  circumstances  in  the 
defence  of  his  country. 

He  begged  to  inquire  of  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side,  what  particular  point  they  now  took  upon 
which  they  undertook  to  fix  the  liability  of  the 
Government  for  this  man  Lewis?  Was  it  because 

Pacheco  hired  this  man  for  $25  per  month  to  the 
United  States?  Was  that  the  point  where  the  lia- 

bility attached?  Suppose,  for  a  moment,  that 
Pacheco  had  possessed  the  accomplishments  of  his 
servant  Lev/is;  that  he  had  been  a  philologist;  that 
he  had  spoken  four  languages;  that  he  had  known 
the  geography  of  the  country;  that  he  could  talk 
the  Indian,  the  Spanish,  the  French,  and  the  Eng- 

lish languages;  and  that  Pacheco  had  gone  himself 
instead  of  sending  this  man  Lewis:  would  any 
man  pretend  that  the  heirs  of  Pacheco,  if  he  had 
been  lost  or  [captured,  could  have  brought  in  a 
claim  for  damages?  Again:  supposing  Pacheco 
had  had  a  son  eighteen  or  nineteen  years  of  age, 
possessing:  all  the  accomplishments  necessary  for 
him  to  have  performed  the  duties  required  by  the 
officer  of  the  detachment,  and  that  he  had  entered 
the  service  and  been  captured  or  killed:  would  the 

father  or  the  heirs  have  presented  a  claim  for  dam- 
ages? And  was  it  to  be  said  in  this  country,  that 

because  a  colored  man  was  made  a  slave  by  the 
laws  of  Florida  and  of  other  southern^EStates,  he 
stood  on  any  higher  ground,  or  his  master  stood 
on  any  higher  ground,  or  had  any  stronger  claim 
for  damages  when  such  colored  man  was  killed 
in  the  defence  of  his  country,  than  the  parent  or 
the  master  had  for  his  son  or  his  apprentice,  who 
also  fell  in  the  service  of  his  country  ?  The  colored 

man  was  made  property  by  law,  and  against  nat- 
ural right.  Human  laws  might  make  the  African 

a  slave;  God  made  him  a  man,  a  person.  Now, 
he  asked  gentlemen  if  there  could  be  any  distinc- 

tion of  that  kind  taken  here — if  Pacheco,  or  Pache- 

co's  heirs,  could  come  here  with  any  less  claim 
for  the  loss  of  the  father  or  son,  than  for  the  loss 
of  the  slave  ?  Or  did  the  disability  which  attached 
to  the  colored  man  by  the  local  operation  of  the 
local  laws,  give  this  individual  any  superior  claim 

upon  the  Government,  or  impose  upon  the  Gov- 
ernment any  superior  obligation  to  make  compen- 

sation? 

Let  gentlemen  take  notice,  that  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Government  up  to  1816  or  1818, 

such  claims  had  never  been  thought  of  being  made. 
Since  that  time  they  had  been  brought  forward; 
but  with  one  solitary  exception,  which  had  been 
noticed  by  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  [Mr. 
Dickey]  the  other  day,  they  had  been  resisted 
by  the  Government,  and  liability  had  been  con- 

stantly refused.  Now,  he  regretted  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  subject  here  at  this  time.  God  knew 

that  the  country  had  been  agitated  quite  enough 
upon  this  question.  He  dreaded  it  as  much  as 

any  man  dreaded  it;  and  he  hoped  that  in  what- 
ever he  might  say  now,  or  at  any  other  time,  he 

should  make  use  of  no  unkind  expression  which 
could  give  pain  or  distress  to  any  gentleman  on  this 
floor.  If  he  did,  it  would  escape  from  him  in  the 
excitement  of  debate,  when  he  intended  no  such 
thing.  He  had  been  treated  with  too  much  kind- 

ness, with  too  much  courtesy  and  consideration  by 
gentlemen  composing  this  honorable  body,  from 
every  section  of  the  Union,  to  allow  him  to  say  a 
word  which  should  prompt  any  unkind  feelings 
towards  himself,  or  in  the  least  impair  his  har- 

monious and  friendly  relations,  either  here  or 
elsewhere,  with  gentlemen.  But  it  must  be  ob- 

vious, that  this  question  was  agitating  the  country 
from  one  end  of  it  to  the  other;  it  sprung  froni 
causes  to  which   he  might  refer  at  some  future 
4ime  when  he  had  opportunity;  causes  which  took 

.  strong  hold  upon  the  feelings  of  the  people 
causes  which  struck  at  the  very  foundation,  and 
ran  through  every  ramification  of  society.  He 
knew  it  was  said  that  it  was  a  temporary  ex- 

citement, and  would  soon  be  over;  but  he  could 
speak  here  in  the  hearing  of  this  House,  and  con- 

scious that  he  was  speaking  to  this  country,  that 
in  his  poor  judgment,  this  hostility  that  was  spring- 

ing up  in  the  minds  of  the  people  of  the  North  to 
being  involved  in  the  maintenance  or  in  the  re- 

sponsibility of  the  system  of  slavery  was  not  easily 
to  be  quieted;  nor  were  the  people  to  be  prevented 
from  uttering  their  sentiments,  and  explaining  its 
operation  upon  them.  It  sprung  from  a  deep  cause; 
gentlemen  would  find  it  so.  In  his  judgment,  there 
was  every  occasion  for  the  members  of  this  House 
to  be  cautious,  careful,  quiet  in  all  their  move- 

ments. Let  him  say  that,  in  his  poor  judgment, 
there  was  no  disposition  and  no  feeling  any  where 

manifested  to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  the  slave- 
holders within  the  States.  He  did  not  understand 

it  so.  The  people  of  the  North  stood  upon  the 
Constitution  as  it  was;  they  planted  themselves 
upon  the  Constitution  as  it  was,  and  there  they 
were  ready  to  stand.  Where  the  local  laws  of 
other  sections  operated,  it  was  theirs  to  regulate 
the  question  of  slavery;  if  slavery  was  a  blessing, 
theirs  were  the  benefits  of  it;  if  it  was  an  evil  and 

a  curse,  they  must  suffer  for  it,  and  not  the  people  of 
the  North.  They  had  no  disposition  whatever  to 
interfere  with  the  local  institutions  of  the  South; 
but  whenever  southern  gentlemen  came  to  the 
Government  of  the  country,  and  asked  them  to 
recognize  the  right  of  property  in  slaves,  and  that 
this  Government  was  obligated  to  pay  for  them, 
then  they  of  the  North  took  their  stand,  and  said 
that  the  Constitution  did  not  so  obligate  them. 

Whatever  might  be  the  views  of  southern  gentle- 
men at  home,  however  they  might  look  upon  their 

slaves  as  property,  under  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  they  of  the  North  believed  they 
were  not  property,  and  that  the  treasury  of  the 
United  States  was  not  bound  to  pay  for  them  when 
they  were  lost  in  the  service  of  the  country  as  any 
white  citizen  might  be. 

Mr.  GREEN  interposed,  and  inquired  of  the 

gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  if  this  Govern- 
ment had  not  imposed  a  direct  tax  upon  slaves, 

and   authorized   them  to  be  sold?  and  if  they  had 
|  not  been  sold  by  the  Government?  and  if  this 
was  not  a  recognition  by  the  Government  that 
slaves  were  property? 

Mr.  WILSON  replied  that  he  could  not  say 

what  might  have  been  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment at  some  time;  he  did  not  feel  authorized  to 

say  that  it  might  not  have  been  such  as  the  gentle- 
j  man  stated;  but  if  it  had  been  in  any  particular 
instance,  it  was  not,  in  his  poor  judgment,  such 

!  action  as  should  bind  the  Government  in  all  future 
time,  or  such   as   the   free  people  of  the  country 

i  would  tolerate  to  be  continued. 
But,  he  repeated,  he  wanted  to  know  by  what 

particular  act  of  the  Government  of  this  country, 

I  or  by  what  particular  legal  act  of  any  of  our  mili- 
tary officers,  this  Government  had  become  respon- 

|  sible  for  this  man  Lewis?  Fie  asked  gentlemen  if 
the  mere  act  of  letting  him  go  to  the  commanding 

!  officer  as  an  interpreter  and  guide  for  Dade's  de- 
tachment, constituted  the  liability  upon  the  Gov- 

ernment? And  who  gave  the  officer  such  authority? 
|  Where  was  his  authority  to  make  any  contract  of 
that  kind,  which  should  render  the  Government 
liable  for  the  loss  of  this  slave?  Why,  he  was 
voluntarily  permitted  to  be  taken  from  the  control 

'  of  his  master.  Supposing  the  person  who  had  been 
:  intrusted  with  him  had  taken  him  into  a  free  State, 

he  would,  immediately  upon  crossing  the  line,  have 
become  a  freeman:  he  would  have  gone  in  the 
enjoyment  of  his  liberty,  and  nobody  could  have 
reclaimed  him,  either  against  himself,  or  have 
established  a  valid  claim  upon  the  Government  for 

!  his  estimated  value  as  a  slave. 

What  took  place  subsequently  to  this?  Pie  was 

lost  with  Major  Dade's  defeat.  He  went  into  the 
possession  of  the  Indians;  he  remained  with  them 
a  considerable  time,  and  finally,  when  the  Indians 
surrendered,  this  man  Lewis  was  brought  in  with 
them,  and  the  chief,  Jumper,  claimed  him  as  his 

property,  on  the  ground  that  he  had  conquered 
him  in  battle,  and  saved  his  life.  Then,  of  course, 
he  became  subject  to  the  operation  of  the  local 
laws,  and  an  action  of  trover,  or  replevin,  or  any 
action  which  would  raise  the  question  of  property, 

might  have  been  brought  by  the  claimants,  and 
they  might  have  had  their  claim  fairly  adjudicated 
before  the  legal  tribunals.  He  was  there  to  be 
recovered  by  legal  process,  if  the  claim  which  was 
set  up  to  him  was  good.  General  Jesup  said, 
when  asked  to  deliver  him  up,  "No:  send  him 
west  of  the  Mississippi,  and  let  the  Government 

pay  for  him."  Was  a  transaction  of  this  kind 
enough  to  bind  the  Government?  Who,  he  asked, 

authorized  General  Jesup,  or  any  other  officer,  to 
bind  the  Government  for  the  payment  of  this 
slave?  He  submitted  to  his  southern  friends,  if 
they  were  willing  to  place  their  property  in  that 
situation — if,  when  a  demand  was  made  upon  our 
officers  to  give  up  property  taken  in  war,  they 
were  willing  to  permit  the  officers,  by  their  mere 
ipse  dixit,  to  make  the  treasury  of  the  United  States 
responsible?  He  thought  every  member  of  the 
committee  would  deliberate,  would  hesitate  long, 
before  they  would  consent  to  yield  a  principle  like 
that. 

He  could  not,  for  the  life  of  him,  (even  if  they 
went  the  whole  length  contended  for  by  the  friends 
of  this  bill — if  they  admitted  the  whole  question  of 
the  right  of  the  owner  to  this  property,)  see  when, 
where,  how  this  Government  became  liable  for  the 
slave.  It  was  under  (he  clause  of  the  Constitution 

which  provided  that  just  compensation  should  be 
made  for  private  property  which  was  taken  for 
public  use  that,  the  friends  of  the  bill  undertook  to 
advocate  it.  They  said  that  the  slave  was  to  be 
regarded  as  property,  as  nothing  but  property,  and 

that,  being  private  property,  he  was  taken  for  the 
public  use,  and  thereby  that  this  Government  was 
responsible  for  his  value.  Now,  he  might,  in  pur- 

suance of  this  same  idea,  ask  gentlemen  to  go  a 

little  further,  and  supposing,  for  the  purpose  of  argu- 
ment, it  was  true  that  this  man  Lewis  was  prop- 

erty when  he  was  returned  from  the  possession 
of  the  Indians,  and  was  within  the  reach  of  Gen- 

eral Jesup,  what  he  had  done — whether  he  had 
emancipated  the  slave  in  such  a  way  as  to  make 
the  Government  liable?  whether  the  private  prop- 

erty claimed  in  the  man  had  been  appropriated 
by  the  Government  in  such  a  way  as  to  constitute 
a  liability  upon  the  Government?  Why,  if  he 
was  a  slave  then,  and  slave  property,  he  was  so 
to-day  for  aught  he  (Mr.  W.)  knew,  and  perhaps 
within  the  control  of  the  slave  laws  of  the  States. 

He  would  not  detain  the  committee  longer  on 
this  subject.  He  had  desired  to  present  his  views 
of  this  claim  as  briefly  as  he  could,  without  going 
into  the  general  discussion  of  the  slavery  question 

at  all.  There  might  be  a  time — he  hoped  there 
would  be — when  he  should  have  the  opportunity  of 
explaining  his  views  upon  the  subject  generally. 
He  hoped  he  should  be  able  to  do  so  in  a  manner 
not  offensive  to  any  gentleman  of  the  House  of 
Representatives.  It  was  a  question  in  which  his 
constituents — those  who  had  done  him  the  honor  to 

delegate  him  to  speak,  to  act  and  vote  for  them 
here — felt  a  very  deep  and  abiding  interest.  He 
was  desirous  to  discharge  his  duty  to  his  constit- 

uents in  such  a  manner  as  to  explain  their  views 
fully  and  fairly  before  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  that,  too,  without  giving  offence  to  any 

gentleman. He  was  aware  that  gentlemen  were  influenced 
by  different  feelings  on  this  subject.  They  sprung 

from  the  difference  in  their  early  education — in 
their  early  habits  and  early  associations.  It  was 
to  be  expected  that  they  should  have  different 
feelings.  But,  in  his  judgment,  the  true  and  proper 
course  was,  to  come  together  in  perfect  good  tem- 

per, without  excitement,  without  feeling,  and  dis- 
cuss this  matter  fairly,  honestly,  that  they  might 

preserve  the  union  of  the  country;  that  this  great 
American  Republic  mightgo  on  prosperously,  and 
hereafter  enjoy,  as  it  had  hitherto  enjoyed,  the 

signal  blessing  of  the  Great  Governor  of  the  Uni- verse. 

Mr.  BROWN,  of  Mississippi,  said,  the  views 
presented  by  the  gentleman  who  had  just  taken 
his  seat  were  of  a  character  so  extraordinary  as 

to  require  an  immediate  response.  They  were  the 
views  frequently  presented  by  northern  men,  and 
by  which  the  people  of  the  North  had  continually 
been  led  into  error  upon  the  subject  of  slavery. 
The  gentleman  had  said  that  he  did  not  desire  to 
inflict  any  torture  upon  the  feelings  of  southern 
men.  He  begged  the  gentleman  to  accept  his 
acknowledgments;  but  he  must  say,  that  no  one 
had  been  seriously  injured,  or  was  likely  to  be,  by 
what  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman.  The  people 
of  the  South  knew  their  rights,  and  knowing, 
dared  maintain  them  both  here  and  elsewhere,  and 
maintain  them  as  men. 

The  gentleman  had  said  there  was  nothing  in  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  which  made 

slaves  property,  and  therefore  that  he  was  not  dis- 
posed to  pay  for  them  when  taken  for  public  use. 

Slaves  were  property  under  the  Constitution  when- 
ever it  subserved  the  purposes  of  the  Government 
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to  consider  them  as  such.  If  they  wanted  to  levy 
taxes  upon  them,  then  they  were  property.  This 
Congress  might  levy  taxes  upon  slaves  as  property; 
they  might  collect  them,  and  put  the  avails  into 
the  coffers  of  the  Union,  to  defray  the  expenses 
of  the  Government.  For  that  purpose  slaves  were 

property.  If  it  was  desired  to  satisfy  an  execu- 
tion in  favor  of  the  Government  against  some 

southern  defaulter — some  custom-house  officer, 
some  postmaster,  or  other  defaulting  agent  of  the 
Government — slaves  were  property  enough  for 
that  purpose.  Whenever  it  was  for  the  advantage 
of  the  Government,  their  northern  friends  were 

ready  enough  to  consider  them  as  property;  but 
when  the  Government  was  asked  to  give  fair  com- 

pensation for  such  property  which  had  been  appro- 
priated to  public  use,  their  northern  friends  found 

that,  there  was  nothing  in  the  Constitution  to  justify 
their  being  regarded  as  property.  The  Supreme 
Court  of  the  United  States,  sitting  at  this  hour  in 

this  Capitol,  had  time  and  again  adjudicated  ques- 
tions involving  the  right  of  property  in  slaves;  and 

never  had  that  court  intimated  that  there  was  as 

much  as  a  doubt  as  to  the  existence  of  that  right. 
In  the  case  of  Groves  vs.  Slaughter,  among  other 

things,  that  court  had  clearly  and  distinctly  recog- 
nized the  right  of  property  in  slaves. 

But  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  found 
that  there  was  nothing  in  the  Constitution  recog- 

nizing the  right  of  property  in  slaves,  and  therefore 
he  was  not  going  to  give  it  by  his  vote.  He  (Mr. 

B.)  would  like  to  know"  of  the  gentleman  if  there was  anything  in  the  Constitution  which  pointed 
out  a  horse,  or  any  other  animal  or  thing,  as  prop- 

erty ?  Where  was  the  clause  of  the  Constitution 
which  declared  the  right  of  property  in  a  house,  in 
a  wooden  clock,  or  any  other  product  of  the  great 
State  of  New  Hampshire,  or  the  right  of  property 
in  corn,  in  breadstuffs,  or  in  any  article  of  merchan- 

dise? The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  was 

profoundly  silent  on  all  these  points,  as  it  was  upon 
the  question  of  the  right  of  property  in  slaves. 

So  far  as  the  action  of  this  Congress  was  con- 
cerned, the  question  had  time  and  again  been  set- 

tled, that  there  was  such  a  thing  as  the  right  of 
property  in  slaves.  But  it  belonged  to  gentlemen 
of  the  school  of  politics  to  which  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  belonged,  within  the  last 
three  or  four  years  to  discover  that  there  was  no 
such  thing  in  existence.  Why,  he  would  like  to 
know  of  the  gentleman  when  and  where  it  was  that 
he  had  made  the  marvelous  discovery,  that  there 
could  be  no  right  of  property  in  anything  unless 
that  thing  was  specified  in  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

The  Supreme  Court,  in,  he  supposed, a  thousand 
cases  involving  the  principle  that  there  was  prop- 

erty in  slaves,  had  affirmed,  directly  or  indirectly, 
that  right;  Congress  also,  in  repeated  instances, 
had  affirmed  it.  Gentlemen  ought  to  admit  some 
principle  as  settled.  When  we  had  precedent  after 
precedent,  both  in  our  judicial  decisions  and  in  the 
action  of  Congress,  all  pointing  one  way,  or  (to 
use  more  approved  language)  if  the  question  had 

been  "settled  by  the  various  departments  of  the 
Government,"  the  principle  must  be  regarded  as 
established;  and  (we  were  told)  we  were  to  expect 
no  veto  from  the  President  elect,  and  he  should 
hope  that  no  objections  to  it  would  come  from  the 
President's  friends. 

He  repeated,  he  had  not  risen  for  the  purpose 
of  discussing  the  point  whether  this  particular 
claim  was  valid,  but  to  correct  the  improper,  the 
erroneous  doctrine  which  had  been  promulgated 

by  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire — a  doc- 
trine which,  in  his  judgment,  had  done  more  to 

poison  the  minds  of  the  northern  people,  to  lead 
them  into  error,  and  shake  the  foundations  of  soci- 

ety, than  all  other  false  doctrines  combined. 
The  Chairman  recognized  Mr.  Burt,  who 

yielded  to  Mr.  Cabell,  who  had  been  striving  to 
get  the  floor;  when — 

Mr.  CABELL  said  he  regretted  that  he  had 
not  an  opportunity  of  going  into  the  consideration 
of  the  various  questions  involved  in  this  case.  He 
would  like  to  give  his  views  fully.  But  he  had 
only  four  minutes  before  the  debate  would  termi- 

nate, and  he  would  devote  that  time  to  a  brief 

statement  of  the  facts,  so  as  to  divest  it  of  all  con- 
siderations but  the  single  and  simple  point  made 

by  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr. 
Wilson,]  that  there  cannot  be  properly  in  slaves. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  discuss  that  question  with 
the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  or  any  one 

else.  He  could  not  admit  that  it  is  open  to  dis- 

cussion. He  wished  this  Congress — the  people's 
representatives — to  come  up  to  the  question,  and 
say  whether  or  not,  in  their  estimation,  the  Con- 

stitution under  which  we  all  live  guaranties  to  the 
citizens  of  the  southern  States  the  right  of  posses- 

sion and  property  in  their  slaves.  What  is  the testimony? 

Captain  Casey,  of  the  United  States  army,  de- 
poses that  in  1835,  by  order  of  Captain  Belton, 

commanding  at  Fort  Brooke,  he  hired  a  negro 
man,  named  Lewis,  from  the  legal  representatives 
of  Pacheco,  for  $25  a  month,  to  act  as  a  guide  to 
the  troops  of  the  United  States  under  the  command 

of  the  lamented  Major  Dade,  which  were  massa- 
cred soon  after.  Lewis  escaped  to  the  Indians. 

He  was  brought  into  Fort  Brook  in  1837,  with  a 
party  of  Seminoles,  recognized  by  his  owner,  and 
demanded  of  General  Jesup.  He  was  also  claimed 
by  the  chief  Jumper,  on  the  ground  that  he  had 

saved  Lewis's  life  at  "  Dade's  massacre."  Jesup 
refused  to  surrender  the  slave  to  Pacheco,  and 
ordered  him  to  be  sent  to  Fort  Pike,  Louisiana, 
with  the  Indians  and  negroes,  to  be  removed  to  the 
land  reserved  for  them  in  the  West,  against  the 
remonstrances  of  his  owner.  Lewis  was  sent  to 

the  West,  though  the  officer  commanding  at  Fort 
Pike  was  notified  of  the  claim  of  Pacheco. 

Lieutenant  Reynolds,  the  emigrating  agent,  de- 
poses that  he  told  General  Jesup  that  Lewis  was 

the  property  of  Pacheco,  but  that  General  Jesup 
replied,  "Take  him  west,  and  let  the  Government 
pay  for  him."  Reynolds  took  charge  of  Lewis, 
and  handed  him  over  to  the  receiving  agent  at 
Fort  Pike. 

General  Jesup,  in  his  testimony,  corroborates 
the  statements  of  Casey  and  Reynolds,  and  adds 
that  he  refused  to  surrender  the  slave  to  his  owner, 
because  he  had  learned  that  Lewis  would  be  sent 
to  Cuba,  whence  he  would  return  to  Florida,  and 
find  his  way  among  the  Indians,  and  be  employed 
against  us.  He  therefore  ordered  him  to  be  sent 
west. 

Thus,  said  Mr.  C,  it  appears  that  General 
Jesup,  knowing  and  admitting  that  Lewis  was  the 
property  of  Pacheco,  refused  to  surrender  him  to 
his  owner,  purely  from  considerations  of  regard 
for  the  public  good,  and  ordered  him  to  be  sent 
beyond  the  reach  of  his  owner. 
Major  Mcintosh  testifies  that  he  at  one  time 

owned  and  sold  the  slave  Lewis  to  Pacheco.  He 

recognized  and  had  several  interviews  with  said 
slave  in  the  Indian  nation,  in  Arkansas,  where  he 
had  been  sent  with  the  Seminole  Indians. 

No  case,  added  Mr.  C,  could  be  more  clearly 
made  out.  The  liability  of  this  Government  is 
palpable,  unless  this  Congress  determines  to  assent 
to  the  mischievous  and  unconstitutional  doctrine 

which  is  avowed  by  the  opponents  of  this  bill. 
The  question  is  divested  of  all  extraneous  mat- 

ters, and  is  simply  this:  whether  there  is  property 
in  slaves  in  the  United  States?  and  whether  this 
Government  will  remunerate  the  owner  for  the 

value  of  a  slave  forcibly  taken  and  retained  from 
his  possession  by  its  officers,  and  removed  beyond 
his  reach,  for  considerations  of  national  policy, 
and  for  the  public  good  and  benefit? 

Under  the  rule  of  the  House,  one  hour  is  allowed 
after  debate  generally  shall  have  terminated,  to  the 
member  reporting  the  bill. 

Mr.  BURT  (who  had  reported  the  bill)  rose 
and  was  understood  to  say,  that  as  a  member  of 
the  committee  which  had  had  this  matter  in  charge, 
he  felt  that  it  was  probably  due  to  the  zeal  and 
vehemence  with  which  it  had  been  opposed  that 
he  should  at  least  pay  to  those  gentlemen  who  had 
opposed  it  the  respect  of  showing/as  he  now  pro- 

posed to  do,  that  if  at»y  man  in  this  Hall  voted 
against  the  claim,  he  could  not  escape  the  respon 

sibity 

of  doing  so 

upon 

the  grounds  which  had 
been  taken   by  the  gentleman  from  New  Hamp- 

shire, [Mr.  Wilson.] 

Mr.  COLLAMER  rose  and  asked  leave  to  sub- 
mit an  inquiry. 

Mr.  BURT  having  yielded  the  floor- 
Mr.  COLLAMER  was  understood  to  ask 

whether  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  de- 
sired to  be  understood  as  saying  that  gentlemen 

could  vote  against  the  bill  only  on  the  grounds 
which  had  been  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
New  Hampshi  re? 

Mr.  BURT  resumed  the  floor.     He  was  under- 
stood to  answer  the  question  in  the  affirmative,  and 

I 

to  proceed  to  say,  that  he  did  not  intend  to  leave 
to  the  gentleman  from  Vermont,  [Mr.  Collamer,] 
a  single  loophole  through  which  to  escape.  He 
intended  to  show,  that  as  to  every  other  circum' 
stance,  as  to  every  other  fact  upon  which  the  claim 
depended,  the  human  mind  could  not  entertain  a 
doubt;  and  that  gentlemen,  if  they  decided  against 
the  claim,  would  be  compelled  to  do  so  upon  the 
ground  that  slaves  were  not  property  under  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States. 

This  was  one  of  those  cases  in  which  there  was 

no  difference  of  opinion  in  the  committee  as  to  the 
facts.  The  proof  allowed  no  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  facts  of  the  case;  and  these  facts,  as 
stated  in  the  report  of  the  majority,  were  assented, 
to  by  the  minority.     What  were  they? 

[Mr.  B.  recapitulated  the  facts  as  they  have  been 
heretofore  published  in  this  paper;  at  the  same 
time  speaking  of  the  slave  Lewis  as  a  man  of 
remarkable  intelligence,  comeliness,  and  sagacity, 

"and  black  as  the  spirit  of  darkness."] 
He  then  proceeded  to  say,  that  on  the  28th  day 

of  the  month  for  which  he  had  been  hired,  the 
command  of  Major  Dade  (as  was  well  known  to 
the  country)  had  been  massacred  by  the  Indians. 
Lewis  was  one  of  the  few  persons  who  survived. 
He  was  not  again  heard  of  until  he  came  in  with 
Jumper,  the  Seminole  chief,  to  Tampa  Bay,  who 
came  for  the  purpose  of  surrendering  himself  to 

General  Jesup,  the  commander-in-chief  of  the 
army  of  the  United  States  in  Florida.  Upon  his 
return,  Lewis  was  demanded  by  his  owner;  but 

General  Jesup,  deeming  him  a  mischievous  per- 
son, from  the  fact  that  he  had  so  long  resided  with 

the  Seminoles,  and  for  no  other  reason,  decided 
that  it  would  be  unsafe  to  the  peace  and  quiet  of 
the  comrnunity  in  Florida  to  deliver  him  to  the 

owner,  and  therefore  directed  him  to  be  "emi- 
grated" (to  use  the  language  of  the  department,) 

with  the  Indians  west  of  the  Mississippi.  And 
there  he  was  taken. 

It  had  been  said  that  General  Jesup  suspected 
that  Lewis  had  betrayed  the  command  of  Major 

Dade.  That  officer  evidently  entertained  a 'most unfavorable  opinion  of  him;  he  thought  that  he 
was  a  mischievous  person;  and  high  considera- 

tions of  the  public  peace  induced  him  to  with- 
hold him  from  his  owner,  and  to  have  him  trans- 

ported, as  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  stated,  with  the  Indians 
west  of  the  Mississippi.  These  were  the  facts  of 
the  case.  He  should  also  say,  that  the  worth  or 
value  of  Lewis,  as  set  forth  in  the  bill,  had  been 

proved  by  two  witnesses,  who  seemed  to  be  rep- 
utable. 
The  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  [Mr. 

Wilson,]  with  great  simplicity,  and  no  doubt  with, 
equal  sincerity,  had  asked  him  (Mr.  B.)  to  indi- 

cate the  point  in  this  transaction  at  which  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  became  liable — 
or,  in  other  words,  to  specify  the  act  by  which  the 
Government  became  responsible  for  the  value  of 

Lewis.  The  gentleman  was  a  lawyer — an  able 
one,  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  no  doubt;  and  he  would 
direct  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  to  this  point. 

Here  was  an  officer  of  the  Government,  in  com- 
mand of  the  military  forces  of -the  United  States, 

whose  authority  to  make  this  contract  the  gentle- 
man did  not  controvert,  hired  of  Pacheco  a  slave, 

at  the  rate  of  twenty-five  dollars  per  month.  The 
officer  not  only  did  not  return  the  slave  to  Pacheco, 
but  he  withheld  him  from  the  owner  after  the  term 
for  which  he  had  been  hired  had  ceased.  He  (Mr. 

B.)  supposed  that  neither  in  New  Hampshire  nor 
anywhere  else  was  there  a  court  which  would  not, 
under  such  circumstances,  decide  that  the  bailee 

should  be  held  responsible  for  the  damages  sus- 
tained. What  did  the  contract  avail,  if  this  were 

not  so?  And  what  was  the  contract?  It  was,  that 
the  owner  should  deliver  the  slave  to  the  bailee  for 

a  certain  time,  and  that  at  the  expiration  of  that 
time  the  bailee  should  deliver  the  slave  to  the 

owner.  Would  any  man  professing  to  be  a  lawyer 
deny  that  that  was  law?  There  was  no  possible 
excuse;  there  was  no  sort  of  allegation  on  the  part 
of  the  bailee  that  circumstances  beyond  his  control 

had  rendered  it  impossible  to  re-deliver  the  prong 
erty.  He  commended  that  fact  to  the  considera? 
tion  of  gentlemen. 

What  was  the  excuse  here?  There  was  none 

upon  earth.  The  owner  demanded  of  the  bailee 

the  possession  of  his  property.  It  was  not  deliv- 
ered, but  was  per  force  withheld  from  him.  Upon 

the  strictest  principles  of  law,  upon  those  princi- 
ples of  law  which  applied  to   individuals,  there 
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could  be  no  diversity  of  opinion  as  to  the  liability 
in  this  case. 

This  man  was  carried  west  by  the  Indians. 

And  it  had  been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  New 

Hampshire,  that  admitting,  for  the  purposes  of  the 

argument  what  he  could  by  no  means  concede, 

that  property  could  be  held  in  slaves,  that  this 
slave — even  if  he  was  property — was  still  property 
in  the  West,  in  the  gorges  of  the  Rocky  Moun- 

tains, or,  it  might  be,  at  the  head-waters  of  the 
Arkansas  river.  What  an  argument  was  this! 

What  a  suggestion — to  relieve  the  Government  or 
an  individual  from  the  obligations  of  a  contract 
voluntarily  entered  into,  for  the  benefit,  too,  of  the 

bailee — to  say,  "  I  have  removed  your  property 
beyond  your  reach,  and  1  now  tantalize  you,  by 
telling  you,  that  if  ever  this  was  property,  it  is  so 

now— go  and  get  it!"  Was  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  in  its  transactions  with  its  citizens,  to 
act  upon  principles  of  such  morality?  But  so  far 
as  he  had  the  authority  to  do  it,  General  Jesup, 
the  commander  of  the  army  in  Florida,  deprived 
Pacheco  of  his  property  and  delivered  it  to  Jumper; 

and  he  did  so  upon  the  allegation  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  should  pay  him  for  his 

slave. 

This  brought  him  (Mr.  B.)  to  one  of  the  points 
which  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire,  and  also  in  the  report  of  the  minority 
of  the  committee — that  was  to  say,  that  it  had 
been  the  invariable  practice  of  Congress  not  to  re- 

gard slaves  as  property,  and  not  to  pay  for  them 
as  such. 

Now,  he  desired  to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  the  point  which 
he  (Mr.  B.)  had  made,  and  upon  which  (as,  by 
the  rule,  he  was  to  have  the  last  word)  he  should 

rely.  It  was  this  :  that  no  solitary  case — (and  he 
thought  that,  for  the  accuracy  of  this  statement, 
he  might  pledge  his  veracity,  and  whatever  of 
respect  he  might  have  in  the  estimation  of  this 
House,  and  which,  small  as  it  might  be,  he  much 
valued) — that  no  solitary  case  could  be  found  on 
the  records  of  Congress  where  it  had  refused  to 
pay  for  a  slave  because  he  was  not  property.  He 
challenged  the  production  of  a  case  to  the  contrary. 
Larche's  case  was  one  of  the  earliest.  It  oc- 

curred in  1828.  That  was  the  case  of  a  mulatto 

in  New  Orleans,  who,  it  was  alleged,  had  been 
impressed  in  the  battle  of  New  Orleans.  He 
(Mr.  B.)  had  gone  this  morning  to  the  files  of 
the  Senate,  in  which  body  the  case  came  up. 
He  had  examined  them.  He  found  that  in  1828 

a  report  had  been  made  by  Mr.  Williams,  saying 
that  there  was  no  evidence  that  the  slave  had  been 

impressed.  The  committee  of  the  Senate,  and  the 
Senate  itself,  very  circumspectly  and  very  prop- 

erly required  the  production  of  the  order  of  im- 
pressment, if  any  such  order  there  was,  and  that 

the  officers  of  the  War  Department  should  be  re- 
quired to  see  if  there  was  any  evidence  of  a  pro- 

ceeding of  that  kind  on  record.  There  was  none. 
There  was  evidence,  and  still  is,  that  the  cart  and 
horse  had  been  impressed,  and  Larche  was  paid 
fifty  dollars  Tor  the  use  of  them,  and  he  (Mr.  B.) 
believed  -that  at  a  subsequent  period  Larche  had 
been  paid  for  the  cart  and  the  horse. 

Mr.  GIDDINGS  rose  and  desired  to  put  an 
inquiry  to  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina. 

Mr.  BURT  having  yielded  the  floor — 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  inquired  whether  a  subsequent 

report  had  not  been  made  in  1830  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims,  by  Mr.  Whittlesey,  its  chair- 

man, which  specifically  set  forth  that  this  man  was 
impressed  with  the  horse  and  cart? 

Mr.  BURT  said,  he  should  be  glad  that  gentle- 
men should  freely  interrogate  him  in  the  course  of 

his  remarks,  if  difficulties  of  any  kind  occurred  to 
their  minds.  But  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr. 
Giddings]  was  entirely  mistaken.  Mr.  Whittle- 

sey, of  Ohio,  in  his  report,  had  quoted  from  the 
reportof  the  Senate,  inwhich  the  fact  was  assumed. 
But  Mr.  Whittlesey  did  not  say  so.  He  (Mr.  B.) 
would  have  occasion  to  speak  of  that  gentleman 
hereafter. 

Well,  DAntrieve's  case  was  similar  to  Larche's. 
He  (Mr.  B.)  had  looked  over  the  whole  debate  on 

that  case  in  1827-'28;  and  he  had  taken  from  the 
remarks  of  Mr.  Whittlesey — at  that  time  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Claims — the  ad- 

mission that  there  was  not  the  slightest  evidence 
on  earth  that  the  slave  had  been  impressed;  and, 
he  added,  that  if  the  case  was  to  turn  upon  that 
question,  the  inquiry  of  the  committee  should  be 

directed  to  it,  and  it  would  be  shown  that  there 
was  not  the  least  evidence  of  the  fact.  That  was 

the  language  of  Mr.  Whittlesey;  and  that  was  the 
fact.    There  was  no  evidence  of  impressment. 

But  the  debate  in  the  cases  of  Larche  and 

DAutrieve  turned  upon  the  question,  whether  a 
slave  was  bound  to  aid  in  the  defence  of  the 

country.  There  was  a  diversity  of  opinion  upon 
that  point — a  diversity  almost  as  well  defined  as  the 
geographical  lines  which  separated  the  members 
who  took  part  in  it.  On  the  one  side  it  was  said 
that  slaves,  like  free  persons  of  color,  and  all  others 

who  had  physical  strength,  should  aid  in  the  de- 
fence of  the  country.  '1  he  contrary  position  was 

maintained  by  soutliern  members;  but  in  that  de- 
bate Mr.  Whittlesey,  who  was  habitually  referred 

to  here  on  these  questions,  was  asked  emphatically 
and  directly,  whether  he  admitted  or  denied  that, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  prop- 

erty was  recognized  in  slaves.  He  answered — as 
everybody  else  that  he  (Mr.  B.)  had  known,  ex- 

cept in  these  latter  times,  had  answered — that,  for 
many  purposes  they  were  property,  but  that  for 
all  political  purposes  they  were  persons. 
Now,  if  any  gentleman  woulu  take  the  trouble 

to  turn  to  the  Federalist,  one  of  the  earliest  com- 
mentaries upon  the  Constitution  of  the  United 

States,  it  would  be  seen  that  Mr.  Madison  took 
the  view  of  slaves  which  had  been  taken  by  southern 
men  ever  since,  that  they  were  persons  in  whom 
property  was  held;  although,  for  some  purposes, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  they 

were  regarded  as  persons. 
Before  he  entered  upon  the  examination  of  that 

question,  (for  he  wished  to  place  the  right  of  this 
claimant  upon  strict  legal  principles,)  he  would 
say  that  he,  for  one,  would  never  have  consented 
to  report  this  case  to  the  House  if,  in  his  judgment, 
it  did  not  stand  upon  unassailable  and  impregna- 

ble principles  of  law. 
It  had  been  alleged  that  the  Government  of  the 

United  Slates  should  not  pay  this  claim,  because 

property  could  not  be  held  in  slaves.  Here  was  a 
Government,  by  the  act  of  hiring  a  slave  from  the 
owner,  recognizing  property  in  that  owner;  and 
now,  members  of  this  House  came  here  and  de- 

nied that  Pacheco  held  property  in  that  slave.  He 
asked  gentlemen  to  revert  to  the  principles  upon 
which  cases  of  contract  were  everywhere  decided. 
Was  not  the  Government  bound  by  its  own  act? 
Were  not  its  lips  sealed?  Was  it  not  estopped? 

The  argument  ought  never  to  have  been  introduced 
here. 

If  it  should  be  said  that  the  Government  received 
no  consideration  for  this  contract  with  its  officer, 

he  (Mr.  B.)  would  ask,  if  inconvenience  to  one 
party ,  without  necessary  benefit  to  the  other, was  not 
a  consideration?  Who  ever  doubted  it?  Whether 

this  property  were  worthless  or  not,  it  was  deemed 
valuable  by  the  owner,  was  recognized  by  the 
Government  to  be  valuable  and- useful,  and  Gov- 

ernment made  a  contract  for  the  use  of  it. 

It  had  been  said  that  General  Jesup  had  no  au- 
thority to  order  Lewis  to  be  sent  west  with  the 

Indians.  Did  the  right  exist  in  this  general  to 
take  private  property  for  public  use?  He  (Mr. 
B.)  apprehended  that  there  was  no  doubt  on  this 
point.  The  only  question  was  as  to  the  mode 
in  which  that  right  should  be  exercised.  The 
right  was  admitted  by  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States — admitted  with  the. correlative  duty 

to  pay  for  property  so  taken.  The  right  had  been 
admitted  since  the  revolution  in  England  in  16S8. 
No  one  had  denied  it.  But  the  modification  of  the 

right  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was,  that  when  private  property  was  taken  for 
public  use,  it  should  be  paid  for. 
The  report  of  the  minority  of  the  committee 

denied  that  the  use  made  of  Lewis  was  a  public 
use — that  was  to  say,  it  was  said  that  he  was  not 

taken  for  public  use.  If  gentlemen  would  look  to 

any  commentary  upon  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States,  or  to  any  decisions  of  the  English 
courts,  they  would  see  that  an  appropriation  of 

private  property  to  public  use  was  a  taking  of  pri- 
vate property  for  public  use.  The  individual 

whose  property  it  was,  certainly  was  not  to  be  held 

responsible  for  its  appropriation  by  the  Govern- 
ment to  purposes  which  should  be  beneficial,  it 

was  enough  that  it  was  taken  from  him  for  public 

purposes  by  the  functionaries  of  the  Government. 
He  would  now  proceed  to  consider  whether 

General  Jesup,  as  the  commanding  officer,  had  the 
right  to  take  the  slave  from  the  owner,  and  send 

him  west  of  the  Mississippi.  He  held  in  his  hand 
a  table,  which  had  been  prepared  by  one  of  the 
Auditors,  of  the  number  of  cases  in  which  this 
thing  had  been  done.  It  appeared  from  this  table, 
that  in  eleven  cases  slaves  had  been  taken,  by  the 
order  of  the  commanding  general,  from  the  owner 
under  similar  circumstances,  and  had  been  sent 
west.  The  owners  were  in  every  instance  paid 
by  the  order  of  the  War  Department,  out  of  the 
fund  appropriated  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 
Here  were  the  cases;  here  was  the  recognition  by 
the  War  Department  of  the  right  of  the  command- 

ing general  so  to  take,  for  public  purposes,  the 
slaves  of  the  citizens  of  Florida. 

II 

gentlemen  would  consult  the  writers  upon 
public  law,  they  would  find  that  no  principle  was 
more  incontestable  than  that  the  commander  of  an 

army  had  a  right  to  take  private  property  for  pub- 
lic use.  He  would  refer  to  Vattel  in  numerous 

citations.  He  would  refer  to  the  elder  writer, 
Grotius,  and  to  all  writers  upon  the  laws  of  war; 
by  whom  it  was  laid  down  that  if  it  be  necessary 
to  destroy  an  orchard,  or  a  field  of  grain,  to  make 
a  place  for  the  encampment  of  the  army,  or  the  site 

of  a  fort,  or  a  temporary  breast-work  for  the  de- 
fence of  the  army  during  the  night,  the  command- 

ing officer  had  a  right  to  appropriate  that  private 
property  for  public  use,  and  to  destroy  it.  But  he 
apprehended  that  gentlemen  need  not  at  this  day 
be  told,  after  the  numerous  instances  with  which 
their  own  recollections  would  furnish  them,  that 
the  commanding  officer  of  an  army  had  the  right 
to  do  all  this. 

That  being  the  case,  he  said  that  no  candid  mind 
could  see  in  the  facts,  in  the  evidence,  but  one  sin- 

gle ground  upon  which  this  claim  could  be  resisted; 
and  therefore  he  had  felt  himself  authorized  to 

say,  in  the  outset,  that  if  this  committee  would 
hear  the  argument  and  the  evidence,  there  was 
but  one  solitary  ground  on  which  they  could  vote 

against  this  bill. 
Mr.  RUMSEY  interposed,  and  was  understood 

to  refer  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  to  the 
document,  which  he  thought  presented  other 
grounds  of  opposition  to  the  claim,  founded  on 
the  facts  of  the  case;  one  of  which  was,  that  the 

emigrating  agents  had  been  directed  to  deliver  up 
the  slaves  to  their  owners. 

Mr.  BURT  assured  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  that  he  was  perfectly  acquainted  with  the 
document  to  which  he  referred,  and  he  said  that 

the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  who  had  ad- 
dressed the  committee  the  other  day,  [Mr.  Dick- 

ey,] had  totally  misconceived  the  document.  The 
orders  of  the  Indian  Office  to  the  agents  who  were 
engaged  in  removing  these  Indians  were,  that 
those  slaves  which  belonged  to  the  citizens  of 
Florida  should  be  delivered  to  their  owners,  and 

that  those  who  belonged  to  the  Seminole  Indians 
should  be  sent  with  their  owners  to  the  West.  He 
remembered  the  case  to  which  reference  had  been 

made  ;  it  was  the  case  of  an  officer  who  was 
directed  by  the  Indian  bureau  to  deliver  certain 
slaves  to  their  owners,  and  who,  not  doing  so, 
was  censured.  The  chief,  Jumper,  brought  in 
this  slave  Lewis.  When  he  came  in  he  surren- 

dered him  to  General  Jesup,  and  he  was  imme- 
diately put  on  the  march.  He  said  that  this  trans- action occurred  before  the  close  of  the  war,  and 

that  it  was  of  a  strictly  military  character,  and 
that  it  was  not  competent  for  the  Indian  agent,  or 

anybody  else  except  the  commander-in-chief  of 
the  army  and  navy,  to  interfere  with  the  rights 
and  duties  of  the  military  commander  in  Florida. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  said,  it  appeared,  from  the  evi- 
dence contained  in  the  document,  that  the  slave 

was  not  hurried  off  to  the  West,  as  the  gentleman 
stated,  and  that  he  was  not  always  kept  in  the  pos- 

session of  the  commanding  general,  from  the  time 
of  his  recovery  to  the  time  of  his  being  sent  away; 
but  that  he  was  under  the  orders  of  the  court,  and 
in  charge  of  the  sheriff. 

Mr.  BURT  asked  if  the  gentleman  wanted  this 
committee  to  understand  him  as  saying  that  this 

slave,  Lewis,  was  ever  withdrawn  from  the  au- 

thority of  the  commander-in-chief  of  that  army:1 
That  was  the  point.  He  was  in  possession  of  the 
quartermaster,  or  of  the  emigrating  agents. 

Mr.  DICKEY  said  he  would  fike  an  opportu- 
nity to  answer  that  question. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  repeated  that  the  slave  was  with- 
drawn from  the  possession  of  the -commanding 

general,  and  kept  in  the  custody  of  the  sheriff, 
during  the  pendency  of  the  trial 
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Mr.  BURT  said  he  would  give  the  gentleman 
time,  if  he  would  take  the  paper  on  which  he 
relied,  and  show  the  fact  which  he  asserted. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  repeated  that  he  referred  the 

gentleman  to  the  document,  to  sustain  the  state- ment he  had  made. 

Mr.  BURT  denied  that  the  position  of  the  gen- 
tleman was  sustained  by  the  facts  of  the  case,  and 

repeated,  that  any  gentleman  who  would  candidly 
examine  the  document,  would  readily  see  that  this 

slave,  Lewis,  was  in  the  possession  of  the  com- 
manding; general  from  the  time  he  was  brought  in 

till  he  was  marched  west  under  orders  of  General 

Jesup,  who,  upon  demand  being  made  for  him, 

had  said,  "  Let  him  go  west,  and  let  the  Govern- 

ment pay  for  him." 
He  begged  to  say,  in  reply  to  the  statement  of 

the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  the  other  day, 

(with  regard  to  the  decision  of  the  courts  of  Lou- 
isiana, as  contained  in  this  document  to  which  the 

gentleman  from  New  York  now  referred  for  au- 
thority that  those  negroes  were  prisoners  of  war,) 

that  any  one  who  would  look  at  the  document 
would  see  that  an  application  was  made  to  the 
courts  of  Louisiana  to  prevent  the  removal  of  cer- 

tain slaves  that  were  alleged  to  be  the  property  of 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  and  not  to  belong  to 
the  Seminole  Indians;  that  the  process  of  the  court 
was  served  upon  General  Gaines;  and  that  among 
other  grounds  taken  by  General  Gaines  was,  that 
these  negroes  were  prisoners  of  war,  and  that  the 
position  was  absolutely  ridiculed  by  the  court. 
He  held  in  his  hand  the  orders  of  the  Indian  De- 

partment and  of  the  War  Department,  that  the 
slaves  belonging  to  citizens  of  the  United  States 
should  be  delivered  to  their  owners.  He  supposed 
that  would  answer  the  purpose  of  the  gentleman 
from  New  York.  Here  was  a  positive  order  that 
they  should  be  delivered  up. 

Well,  with  reference  to  the  idea  that  the  slaves 
could  be  prisoners  of  war:  General  Jesup,  by  an 
order  issued  to  his  army,  gave  to  the  Creek  In- 

dians who  operated  in  that  war  against  the  Semi- 
noles — with  great  effect  in  many  instances — all  the 
slaves  of  the  Seminoles  which  they  should  cap- 

ture. And  in  one  of  the  orders  issued  at  the  same 
time  from  the  same  command,  he  offered  them  the 

amount  of  twenty  dollars  for  every  slave  belong- 
ing to  citizens  of  the  United  States  that  they  should 

recapture  from  the  Seminole  Indians  which  had 
been  taken  from  the  whites;  and  that  twenty  dol- 

lars was  given  that  the  Creeks  should  take  these 
slaves  alive,  and  not  kill  them,  as  they  had  done 
in  some  instances.  That  was  what  was  done; 

those  were  the  orders  under  which  the  proceedings 
were  conducted. 

Mr.  RUMSEY  again  interposed,  but  with  what 
object  the  reporter  could  not  hear. 

Mr.  BURT  (continuing)  stated  to  the  committee 
the  facts  of  the  case;  the  application  made  to  the 
courts  of  Louisiana,  and  the  orders  that  these  slaves 
should  not  be  removed  until  the  rights  of  the 
owners  were  satisfied;  and  what  more  did  the  gen- 

tleman want?  What  more,  he  asked,  could  he  show? 
That  was  all  of  the  case. 

But  he  came  now  very  briefly  to  notice  what 
had  been  very  candidly  admitted  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  Hampshire  to  be  the  main  ground  of 
those  who  oppose  this  claim,  viz:  that  slaves  were 
not  property  under  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States.  That  gentleman  had  asked  him  to  point 

out  the  difference  between  a  slave  and  an  appren- 
tice. 

Mr.   ASHMUN  interposed,  and   asked  if  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina  would  allow  him, 
before  he  proceeded  to  the  next  point  in  his  argu- 

ment, to  ask  him  a  question. 
Mr.  BURT.     Certainly. 
Mr.  ASHMUN  said,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 

admitting  the  point  the  gentleman  was  now  about 
to  argue,  that  slaves  were  property,  and  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  had  the  right  to 
take  private  property  for  public  use,  and  was  bound 
to  pay  just  compensation  for  it:  he  desired  the  gen- 

tleman to  inform  him  to  what  public  use  this  private 
property  was  put. 

Mr.  BURT  was  understood  to  say  he  would  do 
so  with  great  pleasure,  and  that  that  was  the  very 
point  to  which  he  had  been  directing  his  remarks. 

Mr.  ASHMUN  said  he  had  understood  the  gen- 
tleman that  the  only  alleged  public  use  which  was 

made  of  the  slave  was,  that  he  had  been  taken 
from  Florida,  after  having  been  liberated  from 
captivity  by  General  Jesup,  and  by  General  Jesup 

sent  beyond  the  Mississippi,  and  sent  because 
General  Jesup  thought  he  would  be  a  mischievous 
person  at  home.  That  was  the  only  public  use 
which  had  been  made  of  the  slave.  Now,  let  him 
ask  the  gentleman,  if  General  Jesup  had  captured 

from  the  chief,  Jumper,  one  of  his  [Mr.  Burt's] 
slaves,  what  General  Jesup  would  have  done? 
Would  he  have  had  the  authority — the  arbitrary, 

supreme,  uncontrolled  authority — to  send  the  gen- 
tleman's  slave  beyond  the  Mississippi? 

Mr.  BURT  replied,  that  with  every  disposition 

in  the  world,  he  assured  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, to  be  respectful  and  courteous  to  him, 

(and  he  could  not  be  otherwise,)  the  very  object 
of  his  citations  from  Vattel  and  Grotius  had  been 

to  show  that  a  commanding  general  had  the  right 
to  take  private  property  for  purposes  necessarily 
connected  with  his  military  expedition.  He  held 
these  authorities  in  his  hand;  they  were  ample 

and  abundant.  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, he  knew,  was  a  very  excellent  lawyer,  and 

he  must  have  seen,  in  his  researches  into  public 
law,  and  even  into  the  commentaries  upon  the 

Constitution  of  his  own  country,  that  the  "  public 
use''  which  was  intended  by  the  Constitution, 
was  any  public  purpose  whatever.  If  the  gentle- 

man would  look  to  the  consideration  which  con- 
stituted the  obligation  of  a  contract,  he  begged 

him  to  remember  his  Blackstone — that  inconve- 
nience to  the  one  party,  as  well  as  advantage  to 

the  other,  was  a  consideration.  But  the  consider- 
ation here  was,  he  thought,  of  a  very  high  char- 

acter. It  was  no  capricious  exercise  of  military 

power  by  the  commander-in-chief  of  the  army, 
but  it  was  a  discreet  exercise  of  authority  vested 

in  him  as  connected  with  that  war,  and  indispens- 
able to  the  termination  of  the  war.  This  man 

Lewis  was  deemed  a  mischievous  person;  he  was 
deemed  a  person  of  infamous  character;  he  was 
suspected  of  having  betrayed  the  command  of 
Major  Dade;  and  General  Jesup  said,  if  he  had 
had  time,  he  would  have  had  him  hung  for  that. 
He  (General  Jesup)  believed  he  was  so  dangerous 
a  person  as  that  it  was  necessary,  for  the  public 

interest,  as  that  it  was  indispensable  to  the  termi- 
nation of  that  war,  that  he  should  be  sent  off  with 

Jumper,  who  claimed  him. 
Mr.  ASHMUN  desired  to  put  to  the  gentleman 

from  South  Carolina  one  single  question.  If  Gen- 
eral Jesup  had  hung  this  man  Lewis,  would  the 

owner  have  been  entitled  to  pay  ?  Would  that  have 

been  a  "public  use,"  and  the  Government  have been  liable  for  his  value? 

Mr.  BURT,  (continuing.)  Ah!  He  asked  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  if  he  sought  to  es- 

cape through  that  hole?  Did  General  Jesup  hang 
him?  He  (Mr.  B.)  preferred  to  argue  the  case:  he 
meant  to  stick  to  the  case.  If  General  Jesup  had 
hung  him,  perhaps  they  never  would  have  heard 
of  the  claim  here.  But  he  would  say  to  the  gen- 

tleman from  Massachusetts,  that  in  all  the  slave- 
holding  States,  as  far  as  he  was  informed,  where  a 
slave  was  executed,  except  for  a  few  specified  capi- 

tal offences,  the  owner  was  compensated.  There 
were  a  few  crimes  so  heinous  and  atrocious,  that 
when  they  were  committed  the  owner  was  not 
compensated;  but  otherwise  he  was. 

He  would  proceed  in  his  remarks  (which  were 
somewhat  broken  by  the  course  of  interrogatories 
addressed  to  him)  to  the  point  whether  slaves  were 
considered  as  property  by  the  Government.  He 
held  in  his  hand  an  extract  from  the  act  of  1815, 
imposing  direct  taxes,  which  was  to  be  found  in 
the  3d  volume  United  States  Statutes,  page  172. 
He  would  read  an  extract  from  section  24: 

"  That  the  annual  amount  of  the  taxes  so  assessed  shall 
constitute  a  lien  upon  all  the  real  estate  and  all  the  slaves  of 
individuals  who  may  be  assessed  for  the  same." 

There  was  not  only  a  tax  imposed  upon  slaves 

as  property,  but  it  was  made  to  constitute  a  lien 
upon  each  slave  for  two  years  from  the  time  the 
tax  law  was  passed.  Well,  in  the  29th  section  of 

the  act,  it  was  provided — 
"  If  the  property  shall  not  sell  for  the  amount  of  the  taxes, 

it  shall  be  lawful  to  buy  it  in  for  the  Government  of  the  United 

States." 
And  he  would  suggest  to  gentlemen — not  on  his 

own  observation,  to  be  sure,  but  on  the  informa- 
tion of  others — that  there  were  cases  in  which 

these  slaves  were  sold  for  taxes  not  only,  but  in 

which  they  were  actually  bought  in  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States.  He  apprehended 

that  the  act  of  1815  was  some  evidence  on  this 
subject. 

But  he  remembered  that  in  1827,  when  the 

D'Autrieve  case  was  before  this  House,  a  very 
distinguished  gentleman  from  Virginia,  who  was 
not  more  remarkable  for  his  extraordinary  genius 

than  for  his  great  benevolence — for,  eccentric  as 
he  was,  his  heart  was  ever  true  to  real  purposes  of 
benevolence — he  remembered  that  John  Randolph, 

when  it  was  sought,  in  1827,  in  the  case  of  D'Au- trieve, to  question  the  right  of  property  of  the 

South  in  their  slaves,  said,  in  this  Hall,  "it  was  a 
question  he  would  not  condescend  to  answer,  and 

hoped  no  southern  man  would  answer  it."  Al- 
though he  (Mr.  B.)  was  one  of  that  class  who,  he 

knew,  were  considered  of  rash  and  fiery  spirit  on 
questions  of  this  kind,  he  proposed,  very  briefly, 
to  submit  some  arguments  on  this  point.  He  was 
not  willing,  God  knew,  to  favor  any  purposes  of 
agitation.  The  South  could  not  agitate;  it  could 
only  defend;  it  had  no  power  to  assail.  He  said 
in  that  spirit  he  met  the  assault  which  was  made 
by  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire,  in  which 
he  met  the  assault  made  by  the  minority  of  this 
committee.  The  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire 

had  asked  him,  with  an  air  of  seeming  great  con- 
fidence, how  he  could  explain  the  fact  that  he 

(Mr.  B.)  and  his  colleagues  were  here  in  greater 
numbers,  in  proportion  to  the  white  population 

they  represented,  than  the  numbers  of  Represent- 
atives on  this  floor  from  the  New  England  States 

representing  the  same  amount  of  white  population. 
The  gentleman  very  well  knew  that  provision  of 
the  Constitution  by  which,  in  the  enumeration  of 
persons  to  constitute  the  basis  of  representation, 
slaves  were  included;  and  the  gentleman  knew, 

that  in  that  number,  two-fifths  of  those  who  were 
slaves  were  not  included,  because  to  that  extent, 
under  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  they 
were  not  persons,  but  property.  And  that  gave 
suggestion  to  the  idea  of  Mr.  Madison,  that  these 

"  slaves  are  persons  in  whom  property  is  held." 
But  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  had 

asked  him  if  he  could  tell  why  it  was  that  an  ap- 
prentice who  was  draughted  into  the  army,  or  who 

was  otherwise  called  upon  to  aid  in  the  defence  of 
the  country,  and  who  was  slain,  or  why  a  child 
who  was  slain  under  these  circumstances,  was  not 

paid  for  by  the  Government,  and  a  slave  should 
be  paid  for?  And  the  gentleman  had  rested  his 
argument  on  what  he  said  was  a  great  principle  of 
natural  right.  Now,  the  distinction  between  an 

apprentice  and  a  slave  was  recognized  by  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States;  the  one  was  de- 

scribed as  a  "person  held  to  labor,''1  and  the  other 
as  a  "  persons  held  to  service.'''  "  Held  to  service," 
he  begged  to  suggest  to  this  House,  was  a  techni- 

cal phrase. 
But  he  would  like  to  know  what  was  that  prin- 

ciple of  natural  right  to  which  the  gentleman  re- 
ferred ,  that  authorized  a  father  to  control  the  service 

of  his  child  until  he  was  twenty-one  years  of  age — 
what  was  that  principle  of  natural  right?  He 

would,  however,  answer  the  question,  by  suggest- 
ing to  the  minds  of  this  committee,  that  if  one 

entice  from  his  master  an  apprentice,  or  from  a 

parent  his  child,  during  the  time  Ire1  was  held  to service  under  the  laws  of  the  country,  was  he  not 
liable  for  it?  Did  any  one  suppose  that  in  these 
cases  the  person  so  enticing  would  not  be  bound 

to  make  compensation  ?  Why,  before  an  assem- 
bly comprising  so  many  lawyers,  he  could  not 

think  of  arguing  such  a  proposition. 
But  the  gentleman  from  New  Hampshire  had 

said,  that  if  a  slave  was  killed  in  the  service  of 
thecountry,  he  stood  in  precisely  the  same  category 
as  the  child  or  the  apprentice.  Well,  it  was  not  for 
him  (Mr.  B.)  to  argue  that  question.  It  was  not 
presented  by  this  case.  The  slave  was  not  killed 
here,  but  was  deliberately  withheld  from  the  own- 

er. He  might  as  well  enter  into  a  metaphysical  and 

foggy  argument  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hamphire  about  those  principles  of  natural  rights 
which  seemed  to  float  through  his  imagination,  as 
to  discuss  with  him  questions  totally  irrelevant 

and  collateral  which  might  be  raised.  He  pre- 
ferred— for  the  time  would  not  allow  him,  if  he  had 

the  inclination  to  such  disputations — he  preferred 
to  argue  the  case;  and  he  asked  the  committee  to 
decide  the  case,  and  to  decide  it  upon  its  facts,  and 

upon  the  principles  of  law  and  justice. 
But  if  the  act  of  1815,  which  he  had  cited, 

thus  distinctly  admitted  that  there  was  property  in 
slaves,  so  also  did  every  treaty  which  the  United 

States  had  made  with  foreign  Powers  at  the  ter- 
mination of  a  war  where  slaves  had    been   taken. 
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In  both  the  treaties  with  Great  Britain,  in  the 
treaties  with  the  various  Indian  tribes,  these  slaves 

•were  regarded  as  property,  and  the  stipulation  had 
been  made  to  the  Government  by  the  foreign  Power 
thatthey  should  be  delivered  up.  Gentlemen  talked 
about  the  slaves  at  the  close  of  the  revolutionary 

war:  did  they  not  know  that,  by  the  treaty  conclu- 
ded by  Franklin,  John  Adams, and  John  Jay, and 

by  the  subsequent  treaty  concluded  by  John  Ctuin- 
cy  Adams — the  treaty  of  1815 — these  persons  were 
treated  as  property  and  recognized  as  property  ?  If 
the  gentlemen  had  taken  the  trouble  to  read  the 

quotation  from  the  language  of  John  duincy  Ad- 
ams, embodied  in  this  report,  they  would  have 

seen  that  he  declared  that  slaves  were  property — 

private  property — and, as  such,  that  they  were  "not 
properly  prizes  in  war."  Under  both  the  treaties 
with  Great  Britain,  then — the  treaty  at  the  conclu- 

sion of  the  revolutionary  war,  and  of  the  last  war — 
these  slaves  *were  surrendered  to  their  owners,  and 
upon  the  demand  of  the  Government  oC  the  United 
Stales,  or  compensation  was  made. 

He  went  to  the  decisions  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States,  and  he  appealed  to  every 

lawyer,  to  every  man  of  intelligence,  if  the  ad- 
missions of  eastern  judges,  of  Story,  and  Baldwin, 

of  Chief  Justice  Parker  of  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Massachusetts,  and  of  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme 
Courts  of  Pennsylvania  and  New  York,  were  not 

abundant,  explicit,  direct,  that  they  did  hold  prop- 
erty in  these  slaves;  that  the  stipulation  of  the  Con- 

stitution as  to  the  surrender  of  fugitive  slaves  was 
indispensable  to  the  preservation  of  that  property; 
and  if  the  emphatic  declaration  of  Judge  Baldwin, 

that  "  if  the  Government  owes  a  duty  to  its  citi- 
zens, it  owed  the  duty  of  surrendering  up  fugitive 

slaves," — if  these  high  authorities  should  not  be 
considered  conclusive  upon  the  question  of  the 
right  of  property  in  slaves?  He  should  like  to 
know  what  gentlemen  supposed  was  contemplated 
by  that  stipulation  in  the  Constitution  of  the  Uni- 

ted States  for  the  surrender  of  fugitive  slaves,  if  it 
Was  not  that  their  owners  had  property  in  them. 
Why,  what  was  property?  That  which  might  be 
possessed,  used, and  disposed  of.  Property  was  not 
created  by  law,  but  by  the  usages  and  understand- 

ing of  communities.  There  were  but  three  differ- 
ent kinds  of  property  recognized  in  the  Constitu- 

tion of  the  United  States;  and  it  was  singular  that 
that  Constitution  should  have  recognized  slaves  as 
property  for  one  of  these  three  cases — the  three 
being  property  in  slaves,  in  literary  productions, 
and  in  mechanical  inventions.  Property  in  slaves, 
then,  was  one  of  the  three  species  of  property  which 
was  expressly  recognized  by  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States. 

The  hour  here,  expired,  and  Mr.  Burt  resumed 
his  seat. 

Mr.  DICKEY  moved  that  the  bill  be  reported 
to  the  House,  with  a  recommendation  that  it  do 
not  pass. 
And  on  that  motion  he  said  he  would  ask  for 

tellers;  who  were  appointed. 
The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the 

negative:  Ayes  44,  noes  70. 
So  the  House  decided  that  the  bill  should  not 

be  reported  to  the  House  with  a.  recommendation 
that  it  do  not  pass. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE  inquired  of  the  Chair  if  it 
was  now  in  order  for  him  to  move  an  amendment? 

The  CHAIRMAN  said  it  was  in  ord&r. 
Mr.  VAN  DYKE  then  moved  to  amend  the 

bill,  by  striking  out  the  sum  of  one  thousand  dol- 
lars therein  appropriated,  and  inserting,  in  lieu 

thereof,  "  one  cent." 
Mr.  VAN  DYKE,  in  explanation,  said  that 

„he  had  voted  in  favor  of  the  motion  which  had 
just  been  rejected,  to  report  the  bill  to  the  House 
with  a  recommendation  that  it  do  not  pass.  But 
he  begged  leate  to  say,  that  he  had  not  done  so 
upon  the  ground  that  he  did  not  suppose  slaves  to 
be  property. 
The  CHAIRMAN  here  interposed,  and  was 

understood  to  suggest  that  the  motion  which  the 
gentleman  had  submitted  was  out  of  order,  be- 

cause it  was  tantamount  to  the  destruction  of  the 
bill. 
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Mr.  VAN  DYKE  then  modified  his  motion,  by 
striking  out  one  cent,  and  substituting  Jive  hundred 
dollars,  being  the  half  of  the  sum  appropriated  in 
the  bill. 
The  CHAIRMAN  said  that  motion  would  be 

in  order. 

Mr.  VAN  DYKE  then  proceeded  with  his  ex 

planation.  He  desired  to  say,  that  upon  the  ques- 
tion whether  a  slave  was  property  or  not,  he,  had 

no  doubt.  He  had  not  voted,  and  should  not  vote, 
against  the  bill  on  any  such  grounds.  He  had  no 
doubt  that  if  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 

recognizing  the  right  in  certain  States  of  the  Union 
to  make  slaves  property,  went,  in  case  of  war,  to 
those  Slates  where,  by  the  local  laws,  slaves  were 

property,  and  impressed  them  into  its  service,  and 
the  properly  thereby  got  lost  or  destroyed,  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Government  was  as  much  bound 

to  pay  for  these  slaves  as  for  any  other  property 
it  might  take.  But  he  had  looked  in  vain  in  the 
present  case  for  the  evidence  of  such  impressment. 
He  had  read  both  the  reports;  he  had  listened  to 
the  arguments;  and  he  confessed  he  could  not  find 
any  such  impressment  as  would  justify  the  owner 
of  this  slave  in  calling  upon  this  Government  for 
compensation.  .  That  was  the  reason  why  he  had 

voted  against  the  allowance  made  in  the  bill.  He 
did  not  find  that  the,  case  had  been  made  out. 

There  was  no  impressment.  This  man  was  vol- 
untarily placed  in  peril  by  the  owner,  for  a  high 

remuneration.  He  himself  took  the  risk;  and  if 
the  slave  was  killed,  he  could  not  come  upon 
the  bailee  for  compensation.  He  (Mr.  V.  D.)  had 

seen  the  evidence  of  no  attempt  on"  the  part  of  the owner  to  establish  his  right  to  his  slave  through 
the  courts  of  the  country  after  his  recapture,  and 
if  General  Jesup  took  upon  himself  to  order  him 
to  be  sent  to  the  West,  he  transcended  his  author- 

ity, and  the  remedy  lay  between  the  owner  of  the 
slave  and  the  individual.  The  Government  was 

only  bound  for  the  legal  acts  of  its  agents;  it  was 
not  bound  for  their  unlawful  acts.  If,  therefore, 

General  Jesup  exercised  authority  which  was  not 
legal,  and  if,  while  doing  so,  the  owner  made  no 
effort  to  recover  his  property  beyond  asking  for 
it,  it  was  the  fault  of  the  owner,  and  he  could  not 
come  on  this  Government  for  redress. 

Mr.  V.  D.  then  withdrew  his  amendment. 
Mr.  STANTON  moved  that  the  committee 

rise. 
Which  motion  having  been  agreed  to,  the  com- 

mittee rose,  and  reported  the  bill  to  the  House, 
without  amendment. 

Mr.  BURT  demanded  the  previous  question; 
which  was  seconded. 

The  main  question  was  ordered  to  be  now  taken. 
Mr.  CROWELL  inquired  of  the  Speaker,  if  it 

would  now  be  in  order  to  move  that  the  bill  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER  replied  in  the  affirmative. 
Mr.  CROWELL  submitted  that  motion. 
Mr.  VENABLE  and  other  members  asked  the 

yeas  and  nays;  which  were  ordered. 
And  the  question,  Shall  the  bill  be  laid  upon  the 

table  ?  was  taken,  and  resulted — yeas  66,  nays  85 — 
as  follows: 

YE-AS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Ashmun,  Bingham,  Btackmar, 
Cayicart,  Collamer,  Concur,  Crowell,  Dickey,  Dixon,  Duer, 
Embree,  Nathan  Evans,  Fisher,  Fries,  Giddings,  Gott,  Grin- 
nell,  Hale,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  James  G.  Hampton,  Henry, 
Hubbard,  Hudson,  Jenkins,  James  H.  Johnson,  Kellogg, 
Kennon,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahm,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Leffler, 
Lincoln,  McClelland,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Marvin,  Mor- 

ris, Mullin,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie,  Pollock,  Putnam, 
Richey,  Robinson  j  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Root, 
Rumsey,  St.  John,  Sawyer,  Schenck,  Silvest*r,  Smart, 
Truman  Smith,  Starkweather,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Van  Dyke, 
Vinton,  Warren,  Wentworth,  White,  and  Wilson — 65. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Adams,  Barringer.  Bayly,  Bocock,  Butts, 

Bowlin,  Boyd,  Boydon,  Brady,  Bridges,  William  G.  Brown, 
Chailes  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Butler,  Cabell, 
Canby,  Clapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Cling- 
man,  Williamson  R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Cranston,  Crozier, 
Darling,  Dickinson,  Donnell,  Garnelt  Duncan,  Dunn,  Ed- 

wards, Alexander  Evans,  Farrelly,  Featheiston,  Ficklin, 
Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gogain,  Green,  Willard, 
P.  Hall,  Hammons,  Harmarison,  Harris,  Hill,  George  S. 
Houston,  Inge,  Trvin,  Iverson,  Jameson,  Andrew  Johnson, 
Robert  W,  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Thomas  B. 
King,  La  Sere,  Lumutin,  McDowell,  McLane,  Job  Mann, 
Morse,  Murphy,  Pevton,  Pilsbury,  Preston,  Richardson. 
Rocknitl,  Roman,  Rose,  Shepperd,  Stanton,  Stephens,  C, 

E.  Stuart,  Taylor,  Thihodeaux,  Thomas,  James  Thomp-on, 
Richard  W.  Thompson,  Toninbs,  Vcnable,  Wallace,  Wick, 
Williams,  and  Woodward — 85. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  bill  should  not  be 
laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  main  ques- 
tion, which  was  on  ordering  the  bill  to  be  en- 

grossed for  a  third  reading. 
And  the  question  having  been  taken,  the  bill 

was  ordered  to  a  third  reading  at  this  time. 
Mr.  GrDDINGS  rose  and  moved  a  reconsid- 

eration of  that  vote. 

On. this  motion  (he  said)  he  desired  to  submit  a 
few  remarks.  It  was  now  three  o'clock.  He  was 
willing  either  to  postpone  his  remarks  to  another 
day,  or  to  proceed  with  them,  as  might  be  the 

pleasure  of  the  House. 
Mr.  CROWELL  (Mr.  Giddinqs  yielding  the 

floor  for  that  purpose)  moved  that  the  House 

adjourn. Mr.  STANTON  moved  that  when  the  House 

adjourns,  it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next. 
Mr.  EMBREE  asked  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the 

last  named  motion;  which  were  refused. 

And  the  question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative. 

So  it  v/as  resolved  that,  when  the  House  adjourns, 
it  adjourn  to  meet  on  Tuesday  next. 
The  question  then  recurred  and  was  taken  on 

the  motion  of  Mr.  Crowell,  that  the  House  do 
now  adjourn. 

But  the  House  refused  to  adjourn. 
Mr.  GIDDINGS  then  resumed  the  floor,  and 

proceeded  to  address  the  House. 
He  said  he  well  understood  the  inconvenience  to 

which  he  was  subjecting  himself  as  well  as  the 

House  by  proceeding  with  his  remarks  to-day; 
and  had  it  not  been  for  the  importance  of  the  prin- 

ciples involved  in  this  bill,  he  should  not  have  in- 
truded upon  the  patience  of  the  House.  But  there 

were  questions  involved  highly  important  in  his 
view,  and  he  should  consider  himself  derelict  in 
his  duty  if  he  permitted  himself  to  sit  in  silence 
when  it  was  possible  for  him  to  express  his  views 
upon  them.  And  he  would  say  to  gentlemen,  and 
to  gentlemen  of  the  North  on  the  present  occasion, 
that  if  they  would  look  into  this  question  and  in- 

vestigate it,  there  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  but  one 
sentiment  among  all  parties  and  all  men.  It  w.ss 
the  dread  of  investigation  on  such  matters  tha 
created  the  differences  of  opinion  that  existed 
among  .them.  It  was  because  they  did  not  refer  to 
the  fundamental  principles  upon  which  the  Gov- 

ernment had  been  established  that  they  imbibed 
sentiments  so  conflicting  as  these  which  had  been 

manifested  here  to-day. 
At  the  foundation  of  this  Government  great 

truths  wereJaul  down,  which  every  man  here  this 
day  either  adhered  to  or  rejected.  He  did  not 
refer  to  the  formation  of  the  State  governments, 
but  of  the  Federal  Government  of  the  United 

States;  and  it  was  declared  as  a  fundamental  prin- 
ciple that  these  truths  were  held  to  be  self-evident, 

"  that  all  men  were  created  equal."  Tell  him  not 
that  men  differed  upon  principles  or  practice.  Here 
were  fundamental  truths  about  which  there  could 

be  no  difference  of  opinion.  He  did  not  now  in? 
terfere  with  the  slaveholder;  he  did  not  mean  to 

take  hold  of  the  subject  there;  but  he  was  setting 

forth  the  principles  upon  which  this  Federal  Gov- 
ernment was  instituted.  He  spoke  to  the  coun- 

try; and  permit  him  to  assure  gentlemen  that  he 
spoke  to  an  audience  that  would  hear  him,  whether 
members  of  this  House  would  listen  to  him  or  not. 
He  felt  conscious,  before  God,  that  there  was  an 
audience  that  would  hear  him — which  had  listened 
to  him  before,  and  which  would  stil!  continue  to 
listen  to  him. 

He  said,  then,  that  every  individual — he  cared 
not-whether  he  was  Whig  or  Democrat,  whether 
he  came  from  the  North  or  the  South — every  indi- 

vidual on  this  floor  either  held  to  the  fundamental 

truth  that  "all  men  are  created  equal,"  or  they  de- 
nied it.  Let  them  tell  him  not  that  they  held  to 

this  important  and  fundamental  truth,  and  yet  un- 

dertake to  legislate  for  the  oppression  of  th/»ir  fel- 
low-men, and  involve  his  people  and  fhe  people 
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of  the  whole  land  in  the  payment  for  immortal 
souls. 

There  was  a  further  principle  which  was  laid 
down  in  the  formation,  and  which  lay  at  the  very 

basis  of  our  Government — that  among  the  "in- 

alienable rights"  of  man,  were  "the  enjoyment  of 
life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit  of  happiness."  Now, 
let  him  not  be  mistaken  on  this  subject;  he  said 
there  was  no  member  of  this  House  but  could  lay 
his  hand  on  his  breast,  and  before  his  God  declare 
that  he  believed  every  single  individual  was  entitled 
to  the  enjoyment  of  these  rights  which  God  had 
given  him,  or  but  denied  this  fundamental  truth. 

There  was  still  another  fundamental  principle 
which  was  important  upon  this  question.  It  was, 

"  that  governments  are  formed  among  men  to 

secure  the  enjoyment  of  these  rights."  "Was  it  a fact  that  this  Government  was  formed  to  maintain 

the  right  of  man  to  his  liberty,  and  had  they  to-day 
prostituted  its  power  to  the  legislation  of  slavery — 
to  the  degradation  of  man?  Tell  him  not  that  they 
held  to  these  fundamental  truths,  and  then  prosti- 

tute their  political  and  official  power,  as  they  had 

done  in  this  instance,  to  compel  him  and  his  con- 
stituents to  pay  for  the  Mood,  and  bones,  and 

muscles,  and  sinews  of  his  fellow-man.  Let  him 
say  to  gentleman  that  there  was  a  power,  as  had 
been  well  remarked  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
Hampshire,  that  had  gone  forth  to  the  people  of 
this  Union,  which  took  hold  of  the  public  mind, 
which  took  unyielding,  undying  grasp  of  the  popu- 

lar sentiment,  that  would  hurl  from  this  Hall  and 
from  public  confidence  the  betrayers  of  freedom. 
He  spoke  with  confidence;  he  spoke  with  warmth. 

At  this  point  of  his  remarks,  Mr.  G.  yielded  to 
a  motion  by  Mr.  ROSE,  that  the  House  adjourn; 
which  being  agreed  to — 

The  House  adjourned  toTuesdaynext,at  twelve 
o'clock,  m. 

PETITION. 

The  following  petition  was  presented  under  the  rule,  and 
referred : 

By  Mr.  WENT  WORTH  :  The  petition  of  fifty-nine  citi- 
zens of  Horse  Creek,  Iroquois  county,  Illinois,  praying  that 

jhe  public  lands  shall  not  be  sold  forever,  but  shall  be  given 
to  such  landless  citizens  as  will  occupy  them. 

IN  SENATE. 

Tuesday,  January  2,  1849. 

Mr.    BERRIEN   presented   the   credentials   of 
George  E.  Badger,  elected  a  Senator  from  the 
State  of  North  Carolina,  for  the  term  of  six  years 
from  the  4th  of  March  nex«t;  which  were  read. 

MEMORIALS  AND  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  WEBSTER  presented  the  petition  of  Chas. 
Colburn,  praying  compensation  for  services  ren- 

dered at  the  navy-yard  ai  Charlestown,  Massachu- 
setts; which  was  referred  to  the.  Committee  on 

Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  presented  the  peti- 
tion of  Hugh  Wallace,  praying  for  a  pension  for 

disability;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  presented  the  petition  of  W. 
W.  Loring,  M.  E.  Van  Buren,  and  R.  M.  Mor- 

ris, officers  of  the  army,  praying  compensation  for 
horses  lost  in  the  service  of  the  Unijed  States; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 
Montgomery  Gibbs  and  others,  of  New  York, 
praying  an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  erect- 

ing a  line  of  electro-magnetic  telegraph,  to  commu- 
nicate across  the  Isthmus  of  Panama;  which  was 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  N1LES  presented  the  memorial  of  citizens 
of  New  York,  asking  for  a  reduction  of  the  rates 
of  postage  and  the  discontinuance  of  the  franking 
privilege;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD  presented  additional  docu- 
ments in  the  case  of  the  heirs  of  Henry  Ra°\sdale; 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Revolu- 
tionary Claims. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BRADBURY,  the  petition  of 
Amaziah  Goodwin  was  taken  from  the  files  of  the 
Senate,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 
Affairs. 

BILLS  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked 
and  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  provide 

for  the  payment  of  the  Fowa  militia  called  into 
service  in  December,  1839;  \vhich  was  read  a  first 
and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  pursuant  to  notice, 
asked  and,  obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  bill  to  au- 

thorize and  require  certain  illegal  entries  of  public 
lands  at  the  land  office  in  Columbus,  Mississippi, 
to  be  cancelled,  and  for  other  purposes;  which  was 
read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands.  > 

RECIPROCITY  TREATIES. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  Some  days  since  I  had  -the 
honor  to  introduce  a  resolution  requesting  the  Pres- 

ident of  the  United  States  to  communicate  to 

the  Senate  a  list  of  all  reciprocal  treaties  of  com- 
merce and  navigation  existing  between  the  United 

States  and  foreign  nations;  and  also  a  statement  of 
the  tonnage  and  commerce  with  the  population  of 
each  of  such  nations,  respectively.  A  further  con- 

sideration of  the  subject  has  satisfied  me  that  the 
resolution  embraced  more  than  I  desired,  for  it 
included  all  treaties  of  reciprocity  for  a  direct  trade 
between  the  United  States  and  other  nations  as 

well  as  reciprocal  treaties  for  an  indirect  trade,  ft 
was  the  information  in  regard  to  the  indirect  trade 
only  which  I  desired  to  obtain. 

By  an  act  of  Congress  approved  24th  of  May, 
1828,  the  President  of  the  United  States,  upon  sat- 

isfactory evidence  that  all  discriminating  acts  of 
tonnage  and  imposts  in  the  ports  of  foreign  na- 

tions, upon  vessels  and  merchandise  of  the  United 
States,  are  abolished,  is  authorized  to  issue  his 
proclamation  discontinuing  such  discriminating 
duties  so  far  as  respects  the  vessels  of  such  nation. 
This  class  of  reciprocal  indirect  trade  was  not  in- 

-  eluded  in  the  resolution  which  has  already  passed 
the  Senate.  I  propose  to  rescind  the  resolution 
passed  heretofore  by  the  Senate,  and  ask  leave  to 
oiler  a  resolution  to  that  effect;  and  another  reso- 

lution embracing  a  call  for  such  information  as  is- 
desirable  to  show  all  the  indirect  trade  which  is 
authorized  and  exists  between  the  United  States 

and  all  foreign  nations,  and  the  effect  of  such  in- 
direct trade  upon  the  commerce  of  the  United 

States. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be  re- 
quested to  communicate  to  the  Senate  a  list  of  all  the 

treaties  of  commerce  and  navigation  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations,  conferring  upon  the  vessels  of 
such  nations  the  right  of  trading  between  the  United  States 
and  the  rest  of  the  world,  in  the  productions  of  every  coun- 

try, upon  the  same  terms  with  American  vessels,  with  the 
date  of  the  proclamation  of  such  treaties.  Also,  alistofthe 
proclamations  conferring  similar  rights  upon  the  vessels  of 
foreign  nations,  issued  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  first  section  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  'An  act  concerning 
discriminating  duties  on  tonnage  and  imports,  and  to  equal- 

ize the  duties  on  Prussian  vessels  and  their  cargoes,'"  ap- 
proved May  24th,  1838.  Also,  a  statement  of  the  navigation 

and  commerce  of  such  nations,  respectively,  with  the  United 
States  since  the  date  of  the  said  treaties  or  proclamations, 
discriminating  between  the  vessels  and  tonnage  employed 
in  the  direct  and  indirect  trade.  And,  also,  a  statement  of 
the  navigation  and  commerce  of  such  nations  with  the  Uni- 

ted States,  for  a  period  of  five  years  before  the  date  of  such 
treaties  or  proclamations,  respectively. 

Resolved,  That  the  resolution  passed  on  the     day  of 
December  hist,  requesting  the  President  of  the  United  Slates 
to  communicate  to  the  Senate  a  list  of  all  the  several  trea- 

ties of  reciprocity  between  rhe  United  States  and  foreign 
nations,  with  the  date  of  such  treaties,  and  a  statement  of 
the  commerce  and  the  population  of  such  nations,  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  rescinded. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  I  should  doubt,  sir,  from 
hearing  the  resolution  of  the  honorable  member 
from  Rhode  Island,  [Mr.  Clarke,]  whether  it 
embraces  the  case  of  the  arrangement  made  with 
England  under  authority  of  law  and  by  proclama- 

tion of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  I  think 
in  May,  1830.  That  is  one  of  the  most  important 
of  these  cases.  I  wish  my  honorable  friend  would 

so  far  look  to  his  resolution  as  to  see' whether  it embraces  that  case. 
The  Senate  is  aware  that,  under  a  previous  law 

of  Congress,  an  arrangement  was  made  with  Eng- 
land, commonly  called  a  commercial  arrangement, 

and  afterwards  the  provisions  of  the  law  and  of 
that  arrangement  were  carried  into  effect  by  a  proc- 

lamation of  President  Jackson.  This  is  the  most 

important  perhaps  of  all  these  cases,  and  I  hope, 

if  the  resolution1  does  not  now  embrace  it,  that  it 
will  be  made  to  embrace  it. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  Mr.  President,  I  will  propose 
that  the  resolution  be  passed  over  until  to-morrow; 
and,  in  the  mean  time,  I  will  endeavor  to  inform 
myself  in  relation  to  the  mattei»mentioned  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Massachusetts. 

Mr.  WEBSTER,  (in  his  seat.)  My  honorable 
friend  will  find  the  law  and  arrangement  among 
the  acts  of  1830,  or  thereabouts. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  I  move  that  the  resolution  lie 
over  till  to-morrow. 

The  resolution  was  postponed  accordingly.   « 

Mr.  CLARKE  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  also  lies  over,  under  the  rule: 

Resolved,  Thai  a  select  committee  beappointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  repealing  the  first  section  of  the  act 
entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  'An  act  con- 

cerning discriminating  duties  on  tonnage  and  imports,  and 
to  equalize  the  duties  upon  Prussian  vessels  and  their  car- 

goes,' "  approved  24th  May,  1828,  so  far  as  the  same  autho-  ' 
fizes  the  President,  by  proclamation,  to  extend  to  the  vessels 
of  any  foreign  nation  the  right  to  engage  in  the  trade  be- 

tween the  United  States.and  such  foreign  country  upon  the 
same  terms  with  American  vessels. 

Mr.  BRADBURY  submitted- the  following  res- olution; which  lies  over: 

ResolaeS,  That  the  Committee  on  Claims  be  instructed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing,  by  law,  for  the 
establishment  of  a  bonrd  of  commissioners  for  the  settle- 

ment of  claims  of  individuals  against  the  Government  of 
the  United  States. 

_  Mr.  MASON  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tion; which  was  considered,  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Claims  be  authorized 
to  employ  a  clerk,  on  the  usual  terms,  whose  appointment 
shall  relate  back  to  the  commencement  of  the  present  ses- 

sion, since  which  time  a  clerk  has  been  so  "employed  by said  committee. 

Mrr  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  submitted  the  following 
resolution;  which  was  considered,  and  agreed  to; 

Resolved,,  That  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands  be  in- 
structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  granting  to  the 

State  of  Iowa  the  .buildings  and  quarter  section  of  land  upon 
which  Fort  Atkinson,  Iowa,  is  situated,  for  an  agricultural 
and  manual  labor  school. 

Mr.  DOUGLAS  submitted  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Finance  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  directing  the  coinage  at 
the  mint  and  branch  mints  of  gold  dollars  and  the  double 

eagle. 
Mr.  HALE  submitted  the  following  resolution; 

which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judieiary  be  in- 

structed to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  increasing  the 
salaryof  the  districtjudgeof  the  United  States  for  the  district 
of  New  Hampshire. 

REPORTS. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  the 

Committee  on  Pensions  were  discharged  from  the 

further  consideration  of  the  petition  of  Julia  Mar- 
tin; and  it  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Naval 

Affairs. 
Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi, from  the  Committee  . 

on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  were  referred  the 
papers  relative  to  the  proposed  railroad  across  the 
Isthmus  of  Panama,  reported  three  documents — 
one  a  letter  from  Aspinwall  &  Co.,  and  two  com- 

munications in  the  Castilian  tongue.  He  moved 
that  the  Castilian  documents  be  translated  and 

printed,  and  that  the  letter  also  be  printed;  which 
was  agreed  to.  He  also  asked  for  the  reading  of 
the  letter,  and  it  was  read  as  follows: 

Washington,  December  29,  1848. 

Sir  :  We  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of 
j'our  communication,  informing  us  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  instructing  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs  to 
ascertain  the  particulars  of  our  contract  with  NewGranada, 
fof  the  construction  of  a  railroad  across  the  Isthmus  of 
Panama,  and  the  terms  on  which  the  u^e  of  such  railroad 
for  the  transit  of  passengers  and  merchandise  is  secured  to 

the  zovernnierit  and  people  of"  New  Granada  and  of  the United  States. 
In  reply,  we  beg  leave  to  say,  that  the  document  submit- 

ted some  days  since,  under  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  and 
which  probably  has  by  this  time  been  translated  and  printed, 
contains  most  of  the  particulars  of  our  contract  with  the 
Government  of  New  Granada.  It  is  a  copy  of  a  grant  made 
June  8, 1847,  by  that  Government  to  an  association  of  French 
citizens,  under  the  style  of  the  Panama  Company.  The 
company  having  failed  to  make  the  pecuniary  deposite  re- 

quired as  a  guarantee  for  the  completion  of -the  work,  the 
grant  by  its  terms  became  forfeited.  The  Executive  of  New 
Granada  having  full  power  for  that,  purpose,  authorized  the 
minister  of  that  Government,  resident  here,  to  transfer  the  . 
same  to  such  association  in  this  country  as  might,  in  his 
judgment,  otter  a  sufficient  guarantee  for  the  fulfilment  of 
its  obligations.  By  virtue  of  this  authority,  the  minister  of 
Now  Granada  transferred  the  same  to  us. 

In  the  assig#ment  to  us,  the  privilege  granted  to  the 
French  company  is  restricted  by  the  reduction  of  the  terms 
from  ninety-nine  to  forty-nine  years,  and  by  our  conceding 
to  the  Government  of  New  Granada  the  right  to  purchase 
the  road  Tor  its  own  benefit,  at  the  end  of  twenty  years  from 
its  completion,  for  the  sum  of  five  millions  of  dollars;  at 
the  end  of  thirty  years,  for  the  sum  of  four  millions  of  dol- 

lars ;  and  at  the  end  of  forty  years,  for  the  sum  of  two  mil- 

lions of  dollars.  Some  alteration^  are  proposed  by"  us,  but no  terms  are  fixed  for  the  use  of  the  railroad  for  the  transit 

of  passengers  or  merchandise,  either  as  regards  the  govern- 
ment and  people  of  New  Granada,  or  of  the  United  States  ; 

the  only  provision  on  that  subject  being  that  contained  in 
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the  grant  to  the  French  company,  which  is,  that  the  rates 
of  toll  shall  he  uniform,  and  that  no  preference  shall  be 
given  to  the  citizens  or  merchandise  of  anyone  country 
over  those  of  another. 

Tire  assignment,  with  the  proposed  alterations,  (which 
latter,  as  they  require  to  be  ratified  by  the  Congress  of  New 
Granada,  are  contained  in  a  separate  paper.)  are  herewith 
submitted;  and  these,  with  the  original  grant  to  the  French 
company,  already  before  the  Senate,  will  inform  you  fully 
of  all  the  particulars  of  our  contract  wrlli  the  Government 
of  New  Granada. 

We  have  the  honor  to  be,  your  obedient  servants, 
VVM.  H.  ASPJNWALL, 
JOHN  L.  STEPHENS, 

^  HENRY  CHAUNOEY. 
Hon.  Jkffers«n  Davis, 

Chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Military  Jlffairs. 

PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  Henry  B.  Garrison. 

Mr.  WALKER.  Mr.  President,  I  have  waited 
in  the  expectation  that  older  and  abler  Senators 
than  myself  would  discuss  the  merits  of  this  bill; 
but  inasmuch  as  i  perceive  no  indications  that  it 
will  be  taken  up  by  them,  I  must  beg  the  indul- 

gence of  the  Senate  for  a  few  moments  while  I  ex- 
press my  views  of  the  case. 

For  one,  I  am  not  satisfied  to  see  this  appropri- 
ation made  to  Mr.  Garrison  in  the  way  it  is  pro- 
posed to.be  made  here.  If  I  understand  the  case, 

it  is  simply  and  briefly  this:  A  treaty  was  made 

with  this  tribe  of  Indians,  (the  Saginaws,)"and 
provision  was  made  for  the  payment  of  certain 
claims  in  this  wise:  There  are  lands  to  be  disposed 
of,  and  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  these 
lands  these  claims  were  to  be  pairl^.  The  land  was 
iimited  to  be  sold,  in  the  first  instance,  at  not  less 

than  seventy-five  cents  per  acre,  subject  to  be  in- 
creased to  five  doHars.  We  have,  at  this  session, 

passed  an  act  reducing  the  price  of  these  lands  to 
one  dollar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre,  on  the 
ground  that  they  could  not  be  sold  at  five  dollars 
per  acre,  and  consequently  the  claimants  were  de- 

prived of  the  payment  of  their  just  claims. 
Mr.  KING,  (in  his  seat.)  The  lands  were  re- 

duced by  the  act  passed  at  this  session  to  the  min- 
imum price  of  seventy-five  cents  per  acre. 

Mr.  WALKER.  I  did  not  so"understand  the 
bill.  I  thought  the  minimum  was  one  dollar  and 
twenty-five  cents  per  acre. 

Now,  sir,  if  I  understand  this  bill,  it  proposes  to 
take  the  case  of  Mr.  Garrison  entirely  out  of  the 
provisions  of  the  treaty,  and  no  longer  to  rely  on 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  lands  for  remuner- 

ation, but  to  go  directly  to  the  treasury  and  take 
from  it  the  amount  of  his  claim  and  give  it  to  him 
out  and  out,  while  other  claimants  are  left,  to  re- 

ceive their  remuneration  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
Jands  whenever  they  shall  be  .sold.  I  think  this  is 
unfair  and  unjust.  I  cannot  see  any  reason  why 
Mr.  Garrison  should  receive  his  remuneration 

directly  and  immediately  out  of  the  treasury,  and 
the  other  claimants,  whose  demands  are  equally 
just  and  pressing,  be  left  to  get  their  payments  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  lands. 

If  there  be  any  peculiar  merit  in  the  claim  of 
Mr.  Garrison,  I  have  not  yet  heard  it  explained; 
and  now — if  the  land  be  worth  anything — the 
probability  is,  since  the  price  has  been  reduced, 
that  it  will  soon  be  sold,  and  he,  on  his  claim  man- 

ifest, may  receive  satisfaction  as  soon  as  other 
claimants.  But  suppose  the  land  is  not  worth 
anything,  and  he  gets  nothing  from  the  proceeds 
of  its  sale;  or  suppose  there  is  but  a  small  amount 

to  be"  distributed  pro  rata  among  the  claimants:  in this  event  he  wilLstand  in  the  same  situation  as  the 
other  claimants.  If  the  land  shall  prove  worthless 
and  unsaleable,  and  be  left  on  the  hands  of  the 
Government,  and  these  claims  have  to  be  paid  out 
of  the  treasury,  I  see  nq,  reason  why  Mr.  Garri- 

son should  be  preferred  before  any  other  claimant. 
But,, sir,  this  is  not  the  mode  provided  in  the 

treaty  for  the  payment  of  these  claims,  and  it 
seems  to  me  that  Mr.  Garrison  should  be  left  to 
receive  the  payment  of  his  claim  in  the  same  mode 
as  the  other  persons  holding  claims  of  a  similar 
character  against  the  Government.  They  should 
all  be  met  and  discharged  according  to  the  mode 
prescribed  in  the  treaty. 

I  felt  it,  sir,  to  be  the  duty  of  some  one  to  pre- 
sent these  facts  for  the  consideration  of  the  Senate. 

I  was  in  hopes  that  some  of  the  older  and  more 
experienced  members  would  discuss  these  points; 
but,  having  waited  till  the  last  moment— -till  the 
bill  was  ordered  to  its  third  reading,  and  no  Sen- 

ator risirig  to  speak,  I  felt  it  incumbent  upon  my- 
self to  perforrn  that  duty,  or  at  least  to  present 

these  as  my  individual  views  upon  the  subject.  I 

have  presented  them,  and  if  they  are  worth  any- 
thing:, if  they  are  sound  and  just,  it  seems  to  me 

that  this  bill  ought  to  be  defeated.  If,  however, 
they  are  i#t  tenable — if  I  am  mistaken  in  my 
views,  I  shall  take  great  pleasure  in  reversjng  the 
opinion  which  L  now  entertain  in  regard  to  this 
case,  and  will  give  the  bill  my  cordial  support. 

But  until  I  can  perceive  that  there  is  some  pecu- 
liar merit  in  the  case  of  Mr.  Garrison  not  pos- 

sessed by  the  other  similar  claims,!  cannot  bring 
myself  to  depart  from  the  course  prescribed  by  the 
treaty,  and  vote  to  pay  him  directly  out  of  the 
funds  of  the  treasury,  and  leave  all  the  other  claim- 

ants to  get  their  pay  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the 
sales  of  the  lands.  , 

Mr.  FELCH.  I  only  wish  to  say  one  word, 

to  correct  my  honorable  friend  who  has  just  ad- 
dressed the  Senate,  in  regard  to  the  facts  of  this 

case.  If  the  case  was  such  as  has  just  been 
stated,  I  would  agree  with  the  honorable  Ssnator 
that  this  bill  ought  not, to  pass.  But  I  do  not  re- 

gard the"matter  as  standing  in  that  position.  The difference  between  this  claim  and  the  other  is  this: 

The  first  treaty,  (for  there  are  two  treaties,)  instead 
of  providing  that  this  claim  should  be  paid  out  of 
the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the  lands  which  were 
ceded,  provides  expressly  that  the  Government 

shall  pay  this  claim  immediately,  and  without  re- 
gard to  the  question  whether  the  lands  were  sold 

or  not.  This  is  by  the  provision  of  the  fifth  article 
of  the  treaty.  The  fourth  article  of  the  treaty  sets 
forth  certain  claims  which  are  to  be  paid  from 
the  proceeds  of  the  sale  of  the  lands.  The  fifth 
article  provides  that  a  certain  portion  of  these 
claims  shall  be  paid  immediately  from  the  public 
treasury  by  the  Government,  while  other  claims 
are  left  out,  and,  consequently,  take  the  position 
which  the  gentleman  has  assigned  to  this;  that  is, 
they  have  to  wait  and  abide  the  result  of  the  sale 
of  the  lands,  and  must  be  paid  from  the  proceeds 
of-those  sales.  But  there  is  a  difference  between 

this  case  and  the  other  cases,  as  will  be  easily  per- 
ceived by  reading  the  fourth  and  fifth  articles  of the  treaty. 

If  my  view  of  the  matter  be  correct,  the  Govern- 
ment have  absolutely  undertaken  the  payment  of 

this  claim.  The  subsequent  proceedings  in  the 

second  treaty,  and  the  action  of  Congress. in  rais- 
ing the  price  of  the  lands,  have  had  the  effect,  at 

all  e.vents,  of  defeating  this  claim.  Even  if  it  were 
to  be  paid  out  of  the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of  the 
lands,  the  Government  has  effectually  withdrawn, 
the  land  from  sale,  and  held  it  now,  up  to  this  time, 
some  eleven  or  twelye  years,  and  has  burdened 
the  fund  so  that  it  is  now  evident  that  this  claim 

cannot  be  paid  from  the  proceeds  of  the  land  sales. 
This  is  not  such  a  case  as  that  supposed  by  the 
honorable  Senator  who  has  just  taken  his  seat, 
[Mr.  Walker,]  but  one  which  the  Government 
was  from  the  first  to  pay  out  of  the  treasury.  Look 

at  the  fifth  article  of  the  treaty, 'and  he  will  find  that 
this  case  is  altogether  different  from  thaothers,  and 
that  he  is  wholly  mistaken  in  his  view  of  it. 

Mr.  WALKER.  What  committee  reported 
this  bill  ? 

Mr.  FELCH.-  The  Committee  on  Indian  Af- 
fairs. « 

Mr.  WALKER.  Is  there  a  report  accompany- 

ing the  bill  ? Mr.  FELCH.     There  is  a  report. 
The  PRESIDING  OFFICER.  Does  the  gen- 

tleman from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Walker]  desire  to 

hear  the  report  read  ? 
Mr.  WALKER.  I  do  not  wish  to  consume  the 

time  of  the.  Senate.  I  presume  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment entered  into  any  arrangement  to  pay  the 

claim  directly  out  of  the.  treasury,  the  report  sets 
them  forth.  The  gentleman  from  Michigan  can 
inform  me. 

Mr.  FELCH.  It  does.  The  report  states  all 
the  provisions  of  the  treaty  touching  this  subject. 
The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 

third  reading,  and  was  subsequently  read  a  third 

time  and  passed. 
JOHN  P.  BALDWIN. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin,  owner 

of  the  Spanish-  brig  Gil  Bias. 
Mr.  PHELPS.  I  remarked  the  other  day,  that 

this  bill  was  an  old^cquaintance  of  mine.  It  was 
before  the  Committee  of  Claims,  I  think,  in  the 
summer  of  1846,  and  an  adverse  report  was  made 

upon  it  at  that  time.  I  had  that  report  before  me 
the  other  day,  but  I  have  it  not  now.  I  think  the 
Senator  from  Florida  lias  presented  the  claim  upon 
its  true  footing.  The  facts  of  the  case  I  under- 

stand to  be  these:  This  vessel  was  wrecked  upon 
the  capes  of  Florida;  and  while  lying  stranded 

upon  the  coast,  was  sold  for  the  benefit,  as  I  sup- 
pose, of  the  underwriters.  The  petitioner  set  him- 

self at  work  endeavoring  to  secure  the  rigging  and 
canvass  of  the  vessel,  as  well  as  whatever  else 
might  be  saved  from  the  wreck.  But  while  so 
employed,  the  vessel  was  burnt  by  order  of  an 
officer  of  the  United  States,  as  was  alleged,  to  pre- 

vent it  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians. 
At  the  same  time,  it  appears  most  distinctly,  I  think, 
from  the  evidence  accompanying  the  claim,  that 
there  was  not  the  slightest  danger  of  molestation 

by  the  Indians.  The  petitioner  states,  in  his  peti- 
tion, in  the  most  absolute  and  unequivocal  terms, 

that  he  had  no  such  apprehension,  and  that  he 
could  have  succeeded  in  saving  his  property  if  he 
had  not  been  interrupted  by  the  execution  of  the 

officer's  order.  This  statement,  if  I  recollect  right, 
is  sustained  by  the  testimony  of  all  concerned. 
The  witnesses  all  agree  that  there  was  no  danger 
to  be  apprehended,  although  the  officer  of  the 
United  States  considered  that  it  would  be  more 

advantageous  to  the  public  service  that  the  vessel 
should  be  destroyed.  The  report  which  I  had  the 
honor  to  submit  on  a  former  occasion,  rested  upon 
this  ground,  that  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  would  not  hold  itself  responsible  for  the  act 
of  an  officer,  unless  the  officer  wa3  governed  by  a 
sound  discretion.  In  other  words,  placing  it  upoa 

the  ground,  that  if  the  act  of  the  officer  was  un- 
justifiable, or  if  it  were  without  sufficient  reason  or 

necessity,  in  that  case  the  individual  would  have 
his  remedy  against  the  officer.  I  believe  that 
Congress  has  always  decided,  where  it  appeared 
that  the  act  was  not  justified  by  the  circumstances, 
that  the  remedy  was  against  the  officer.  In  other 
words,  I  believe  Congress  has  never  adopted  the 

principle,  which  has  been  advanced  by  some  gen- 
tlemen here,  that  this  Government  should  hold 

itself  responsible,  at  all  events,  and  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, for  losses  occasioned  by  the  acts  of  its 

officers.  I  believe  the  contrary  has  always  been  the 

case,  and  that  the  individual  lias  been  indemnified.' by  the  Government  only  in  those  cases  where 
Congress  was  satisfied  that  the  act  was  justified 
by  the  circumstances,  or  was  required  by  the  exi- 

gencies of  the  public  service. 
It  was  insisted  by  an  honorable  Senator,  when 

the  bill  was  up  the  other  day,  that,  whether  the 
officer  acted  right  or  wrong — whether  the  exigen- 

cies of  the  public  service  required  the  act  or  not, 
the  Government  would  hold  itself  bound,  of  course, 
to  indemnify  the  owner  of  property  which  had 
been  destroyed  by  the  act  of  an  officer,  without 
inquiring  into  the  sufficiency  of  the  reason  by 
which  the  officer  was  influenced  in  ordering  the 
destruction  of  the  property. 

My  object  in  rising,  sir,  was  merely  to  state 
that,  in  my  view,  this  case  bears  no  sort  of  anal- 

ogy to  those  in  which  the  Government  recognizes 
its  liability  to  indemnify  the  citizen  for  the  loss  of 
property.  It  stands  in  the  category  of  those  cases 
wherein  the  acts  of  the  officer  is  not  necessary  for 
the  public  service;  and,  being  unnecessary  and 
uncalled  for,  the  officer  is  the  party  responsible, 
and  not  the  Government. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  I  have  bestowed  some  little 

attention  upon  the  case  under  consideration,  and  I 
find  myself  unable  to  adopt  the  principle  referred 

to  by  the  honorable  Senator  from  Vermont.  I  un- 
derstand that  the  principle  which  he  proposes 

should  govern  the  decision  of  this  case  is,  that 

where  an  officer  of  the  army  or  nav"y  of  the  United States  undertakes -to  direct  the  destruction  of  the 

property  of  private  individuals,  the  Government 
will  refuse  to  make  compensation  unless  the  officer 
was  guided  by  a  sound  discretion.  There  would, 
it  seems  to  me,  be  some  difficulty  in  the  applica- 

tion of  this  principle.  An  officer,  acting  honestly, 
believes  that  it  is  necessary  for  the  public  interest, 

to  prevent  property  from  falling  into  the  hands  of 
an  enemy,  that  it  should  be  destroyed;  and  he, 

backed  by  the  bayonets  that,  have  been  placed  un- 
der his  command,  orders  the  destruction  of  the 

property.  Now,  if  the  principle  which  the  Sena- tor from  Vermont  has  invoked  is  to  be  the  rule, 

that  the  private  individual  is  to  regard  the  officer 
only  in  the  light  of  a  trespasser,  and  may  be  called 
on  to  defend  his  own  property,  he  then,  under  a 
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principle  adopted  by  Congress,  must  array  his  own 
forces,  and  call  out  his  neighbors  to  resist  by  force 
an  officer  backed  by  the  bayonets  under  his  com- 

mand. This  would  necessarily  bring  on  a  collision 
between  individuals  and  officers  of  the  Govern- 

ment. You  tell  the  citizen  that  he  shall  have  no 

redress  unless  he  protects  his  own  property,  or 
runs  the  venture  of  finding  the  officer  responsible 

in  a  pecuniary  point  of  view,  and  capable  of  ma- 
king compensation.  I  think  the  proper  rule  would 

be  this,  that  when  an  officer  of  the  army  or  of  the 
navy  directs  the  destruction  of  the  property  of  an 
individual,  the  Government  should  make  compen- 

sation by  paying  the  value  of  the  property.  This 
case  differs  essentially  from  that  of  Center,  upon 
the  principle  that  the  Government  should  be  held 
liable  to  pay  only  the  value  of  the  property  at  the 
time  of  its  destruction.  At  the  time  when  the 

property  in  that  case  was  destroyed,  it  was  actu- 
ally worth  nothing,  because  there  was  evidence  to 

show  that  it  would  have  fallen  immediately  into 
the  hands  of  the  enemy.  In  this  case  the  property 
could  have  been  saved  had  not  the  officer  directed 

its  destruction.  Fie,  believing  that  the  interests  of 
the  service  to  which  he  was  attached  required  its 
destruction,  gave  the  order;  and  shall  we  now  say 
that  we  will  make  no  compensation  because  he 
misjudged,  and  that  the  individual  whose  property 
was  thus  destroyed  ought  to  have  stood  by  and 
defended  his  property  in  opposition  to  the  author- 

ity of  the  officer?  P'or  these  reasons,  L  think  the 
case  is  distinct  from  that  of  Center,  and  that  we 
ought  to  grant  compensation. 

Mr.  HALE.  1  know;  it  is  a  very  hopeless 
task  to  undertake  to  interpose  propositions  of  law 
against  the  proceedings  of  any  officer  of  the  army 

■or  navy.  Whenever  he  determines,  in  his  discre- 
tion or  caprice,  that  the  property  of  the  citizen,  or 

the  life  of  the  citizen,  should  be  sacrificed,  the 
laws,  the  Judiciary,  and  Congress  itself, are  silent 
before  him.  Take  the  principle  which  is  advocated 
by  the  Senator  from  Maine,  and  what,  are  all  the 
safeguards  of  the  law  worth  before  the  behests  of  an 
officer?  He  judges  or  thinks,  or  pretends  to  think, 
that  the  public  interest  requires  the  destruction  of  a 

man's  property,  or,  as  was  done  not  many  years 
since  in  the  navy,  to  think  that  it  requires  the  sac- 

rifice of  three  or  four  lives  without  the  idle  cere- 
mony, the  form  of  a  trial  by  law.  The  command 

issues  from  the  mouth  of  the  officer,  the  citizen  is 

at  once  slung  up  to  the  yard-arm  of  the  ship.  Not 
a  word  is  said,  not  an  inquiry  made;  the  Judiciary 
itself  is  silent  in  regard  to  the  outrage. 
The  principle  advocated  by  the  Senator  from 

Maine  is  monstrous.     The  Senator  could  not,  with 
that  discretion  which  he  possesses,  have  looked  at 
the  immense  consequences  which  must  follow  from 
the  adoption  of  such  a  principle  in  our  national 
legislation,  as  that  the  Government,  whenever  or 
wherever  an   officer  of  the  army,  in  his  caprice, 
chooses  to  suppose  that  a  necessity  exists  for  the 
destruction  of  property,  is  bound  to  throw  open  the 
doors  of  its  treasury  to  pay  damages  to  an  unlim- 

ited amount,  when  the  facts  of  the  case  prove  that 
there  was  no  such  necessity.     Why,  we  might  as 
well  dispense  with  the  dull  form  of  law  altogether, 
and  let  our  officers  run  according  to  their  discre- 

tion throughout  the  country,  and  thrust  their  arms 
into  the  treasury  elbow  deep  to  pay  for  their  mis- 
judgment  or  malpractices,  whichever  they  may  be 
called.     Sir,  it  appears  to   me  that  the  principle 
stated  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont  is  quite  as  far 
as  the  Government  should  go  in  all  conscience; 
and  that  is,  if  it  turn  out  that  the  necessities  of  the 

case  required   the  exercise  of  the  power  of  sum- 
marily destroying  the  property,  the  Government 

should  pay,  and   not  till   then.     But  the  principle 
advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Maine  is  unlimited 
in  its  application.     How  is  it,  where  there  is  an 
assault  made  upon  a  private  individual,  or  a  case 
of  false  imprisonment  by  an  officer  of  the  army? 
Why,  in  such  case  it  has  always  been  the  practice, 
where  the  circumstances  did  not  justify  the  impris- 

onment, that  the  officer  should  be  held  to  answer 
in  damages  to  the  party  aggrieved.     And  the  ju- 

dicial records  will  show  that  afterNthe  restoration 
of  peace,  officers  have  had  to  answer  to  the  civil 
tribunals  for  the  abuse  of  their  arbitrary  power. 
Well,  that  is  going  far  enough:  let  them  stand  on 

'a  level  with  other  citizens  of  the  Republic.     And if  they  have  committed  improper  acts,  no  matter 
whether  backed  by  bayonets  and  military  power 
or  not — indeed  this  would  be  but  an  aggravation 
of  the  wrong,  and  should  render  them  liable  to 

more  vindictive  damages — they  should  be  held  re- 
sponsible for  those  acts  in  their  individual  capacity. 

I  suppose  that  this  attempt  to  stand  before  the 
treasury  and  to  resist  such  claims  as  this  will  be 
utterly  useless;  but  1  cannot  consent,  b*any  vote 

of  mine,  to  give  countenance  to  any  principle  in- 
volvingsueh  monstrous  consequences  as  I  am  satis- 

fied must  ensue  from  its  adoption.  _ 
Mr.  RUSK.  I  think  that  the  complaint  of  the 

Senator  from  New  Hampshire  against  the  officers 
of  the  army  and  navy  is  mot  deserved.  Those 
officers,  it  is  true,  in  time  of  war  are  placed  in  very 
responsible  situations,  when  it  becomes  their  duty 
in  the  defence  of  the  country  to  adopt  all  the 
means  which  they  deem  necessary  for  the  pur- 

pose. They  have  the  powers  of  Government,  as 
lias  been  justly  remarked,  under  their  control,  so 
far  as  their  command  extends.  What  is  the  citi- 

zen to  do  if  an  officer  of  the  navy  or  army,  judg- 

ing that  certain  '  property  might,  if  suffered  to 
remain  exposed,  prove  injurious  if  not  disastrous 
to  the  service,  destroys  it  in  order  to  prevent  it 
from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  or  to 

prevent  it  from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  In- 
dians, as  in  this  case?  Various  cases  may  occur 

where  it  will  be  necessary  for  the  safety  of  the 
army  to  destroy  property.  Then  the  question 
arises,  whether  the  Government  should  be  respon- 

sible for  the  act  of  its  officer?  The  principle  con- 
tended for  by  the  Senator  from  New  Hampshire 

is,  that  the  officer  is  individually  liable,  and  re- 
sponsible to  the  citizen,  if  he  unnecessarily  de- 

stroys his  property.  Well,  if  you  carry  out  that 
principle,  you  must  make  it  apply  to  all  cases: 
how  can  you  discriminate?  It  seems  to  me.  that 
it  would  be  a  severe  principle,  when  this  power  is 
vested  in  an  officer  and  he  destroys  the  property 
of  a  citizen  under  the  belief  that  -it  is  necessary 
for  the  defence  of  the  country,  to  hold  him  indi- 

vidually responsible  for  the  value  of  the  property. 
There  is  ample  safety  against  an  improper  exercise 
of  power  by  officers  of  the  army;  if  they  were  to 
attempt  to  run  riot,  as  the  gentleman  supposes, 
disregardful  of  the  rights  of  private  citizens,  there 
is  a  law  by  which  they  may  be  punished.  What 

security  would  it  be  to  the  citizen  to  make  the  offi- 
cer answerable  to  him  for  the  value  of  the  prop- 

erty? The  officer  is  at  one  place  to-day,  and  at 
another  and  a  distant  point  to-morrow,  conducting 
his  operations  for  the  defence  of  an  exposed  fron- 

tier. Is  the  citizen  to  be  compelled  to  pursue  him? 
and  perhaps,  after  all,  he  finds  the  officer  unable 
to  satisfy  the  claim,  if  he  had  the  inclination  to  do 
so,  or  if  the  claimant  had  recovered  a  judgment 
against  him.  The  Senator  from  Louisiana  the 
other  day  asked  a  question,  which  seemed  to  be 
dictated  by  the  idea  that  the  lead  which  was  on 
board  of  his  vessel  was  there  for  improper  pur- 

poses. I  made  inquiry  of  a  gentleman  of  my 
acquaintance,  how  the  lead  happened  to  be  there; 
and  in  reply  he  wrote  me  a  letter,  which  I  will 
ask  may  be  read  by  the  Secretary.  I  shall  feel  no 
hesitation  in  voting  for  this  bill;  for  if  it  was  a 

mistake  on  "the  part  of  the  officer,  it  was,  at  all 
events, .a  very  natural  mistake. 

The  Secretary  then  read  the  following  letter: 
Washington,  January  2,  1849. 

Dear  Sir:  Agreeably  to  your  request,  I  give  you  a  state- 
ment of  my  knowledge  oT  the  claim  of  John  P.  Baldwin, 

Esq.,  owner  of  the  Spanish  brig  Gil  Bias.  My  position  as 

an  officer  of"  the  customs  at  Key  West  when  the  case  oc- 
curred, made  me  familiar  with  all  the  circumstances,  and  I 

recollect  them  distinctly.  The  brig  was  from  Cuba,  bound 
to  Old  Spain.  She  was  partly  laden,  antt  went  ashore  at 
night  in  boisterous  weather  on  the  main  beach  of  Florida, 
near  Hillsborough  Inlet.  A  large  quantity  of  pig  lead  was 
on  board  of  her.  The  master,  with  the  assistance  of  wreck- 

ers, saved  most  of  the  cargo  and  few  of  the  materials,  and 
sold  them  at  Key  West  to  paysalvage  and  expenses  ;  where 
-he  also  sold  the  brig  as  she  Jay,  with  everything  on  board, 
lead  included.  Mr.  Baldwin  purchased  her  at  auction  at  a 

good  bargain,  made  proper  arrangements  for  saving  every- 
thing, and  would  have-  done  so  had  not  the  officers  of  the United  States  burnt  her.  Indian  hostilities  would  not  have 

prevented  it.  Florida  wreckers,  throughout  the  Flurida  war, 
lepeatedly  saved  property  and  life  stranded  on  this  beach. 
It  was  not  the  seat  of  war,  and  but  few  Indians  visited  it.  1 
saw  and  conversed  with  some  of  the  officers  detailed  to 
burn  the  Gil  Bias,  and  it  was  done  to  prevent  the  Indians 
from  possessing  themselves  of  the  lead.  I  notice  that  an 
honorable  and  distinguished  Senator,  in  the  debate  some 
day  last  week,  made  some  inquiries  of  one  of  the  Senators 
from  Florida,  which  indicated  a  suspicion  that  the  vessel 
may  have  been  hovering  on  the  coast  to  supply  the  Indians 
with  lead.  I  can  assure  you  that  there  is  not  the  t  lightest 
reason  to  suppose  such  was  the  fact.  The  facts  of  this  case 
are  succinctly  and  very  fairly  stated  in  a  report  of  the  hon- 

orable Senator  Phelps,  made  January  14,  1847,  No.  58, 
reports  of  Sen. Com.  184ti-'47.  Tlr^principle  maintained  in 
that  report,  that  the  citizen  is  not  entitled  to  remuneration 
for  ins  property  destroyed  by  an  officer  of  tb«  army  or  navy 

under  the  ill-founded  apprehension  of  its  being  taken  and 
used  by  an  enemy,  if  it  be  sound,  covers  this  case  fully. 

A  report  of  the  Hon.  Mr.  Giddinps,  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, July  10,  1840,  No.  693,  twenty-fifth  Congress, 

first  session,  in  this  case,  maintains  a  different  principle,  and 
refuses  the  claim  on  the  ground  that  if  the  property  had  not 
been  destroyed  by  the  naval  officers  it  would  have  been  de- 

stroyed hy  the  Indians.  It  was  erroneous  in  respect  to  such 
being  the  fact  in  this  case.  Except  those  who  destroyed  the 
vessel,  no  one  had  any  idea  of  its  being  taken  possession  of 
by  the  Indians;  and  they  expressed  mere  apprehensions  only 
of  such  a  result. 

Of  the  value  of  the  property  destroyed,  ami  whieh,but  for 
being  burnt,  Mr.  Baldwin  would  have  saved,  say  at  least 
twelve  hundred  dollars,  there  can  be  no  question.  The  sale 

at  auction  and  the  appraisement  made,  both  specifying  the* 
articles,  by-two  of  the  most  respectable  merchants  of/Key 
West,  selected  hy  the  judge  of  the  county  court  of  that  place, 
is  full  proof;  and  the  claimant,  though  continually  petition- 

ing Congress,  has  been  delayed  remunerationfor  twelve  years 
and  upwards.  I  have  no  interest  in  the  case  whatever,  and 
this  effort  in  Mr.  Baldwin's  behalf  is  made  without  his 
knowledge.    Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 

S.  K.  MALLORY. 
Hon.  Senator  Rjbsk. 

Mr.  RUSK  said  he  had  also  another  letter  re-. 
specting  the  claim  from  a  gentleman  in  this  city 
having  knowledge  of  the  facts,  which  he  regarded 
as  furnishing  testimony  of  its  justice.     The  letter 
was  as  follows: 

Washington,  Jan.  2, 1849. 
Sir:  S.  R.  Mallory,  Esq.,  the  collector  of  the  customs  at 

Key  West,  has  shown  ine  Tiis  letter  to  you  respecting  Mr. 
John  P.  Baldwin's  case  before  the  Senate.  As  you  once 
made  a  favorable  report  on  this  claim,  there  is  no  indelicacy 
in  my  stating  that  I  was  at  Key  West  about  the  time  of  the 
transaction,  and  the  facts  are  notorious  to  everybody  there. 

It  is  simply  a  case  of  the  burning  and  destruction  of  an 
individual's  property  by  naval  officers  in  time  of  war,  under 
a  mistaken  apprehension  that  the  enemy  might  take  posses- 

sion of  it  and  use  it,.  And  the  sole  question  is,  whether 
that  individual  should  bear  the  loss  or  look  to  the  officer 
only  for  redress:  or  whether  the  United  States  will  indem- 

nify him  for  the  mistaken  though  honest  act  of  its  officers? 
The  inventory^  and  appraisement  on  file  among  the  papere 

is  as  follows: 
6  tons  lead   $480 
5  do.  kentledge   i   100 

31  water  casks       75 
3  anchors       35 
2chaiu  cables     300 

Hull,  sails,  rigging,  Sic    170 

Total   1,200 

You  will  notice  the  hull  of  the  vessel  is  not  taken  into 
account,  as  the  sails  and  rigging  of  such  a  vessel  are  only 
charged  at  $170.  It  was  not  anticipated  that  the  hull  coulri 
lie  got  afloat,  but  all  the  other  articles  eould  have  been  saved 
without  difficulty  by  the  wreckers,  if  she  had  been  let  alone 
by  the  navy  officers,  and  there  was  not  the  slightest  danger 
to  be  apprehended  from  the  Indians.  Mr.  Baldwin  eould  have 
saved  and  carried  to  Key  West  the  articles  above  specified, 
at  a  small  expense,  and  realized  much  more  than  their  val- 

uation. The  merchants  that  made  the  valuation  under  oath. 
are  all  men  of  the  highest  character.  Payment  of  this  just 
claim  has  been  delayed  to  a  just  man  for  more  than  twelve 
years  ;  and  I  can  assure  you  that  your  continued  efforts  in 

his  behalf  wilrbe  worthily  bestowed. ' Very  respectfully,  your  obedient  servant, 
J.  W.  SIMONTON. 

Hon.  T.  J.  Rusk,  Senate  U.  S. 

Mr.  PHELPS  said  he  had  before  him  the  report 
referred  to  in  the  communication  just  read,  and  he 
asked  for  the  reading  of  it. 

The  report  was  read  by  the  Secretary. 
Mr.  MASON.  I  do  not  mean  to  detain  the 

Senate  long  in  what  I  have  to  say;  but  having  re- 
ported this  bill  by  the  direction  of  the  Committee 

of  Claims,  I  do  not  feel  at  liberty  to  refrain  from 
answering  what  has  fallen  from  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Vermont,  [Mr.  Phelps.]  The  case 
is  this:  The  petitioner  claims  to  be  reimbursed  for 

certain  property  destroyed  by  order  of  an  officer  in 
the  military  or  naval  service  of  the  United  States.  I 
suppose  there  can  be  no  question,  either  in  law  or 
justice,  that  where  private  property  has  been  de- 

stroyed by  order  of  an  officer  in  the  service  of  the 
Government — the  officer  being  and  acting  in  the 

proper  discharge  of  his  duty — the  Government  is 
bound  to  reimburse  the  owner.  I  suppose  there 
can  be  no  question  about  that.  The  Senator  from 
Vermont  says  that  the  mere  fact  of  the  destruc- 

tion of  the  property  does  not  entitle  the  claimant 
to  reimbursement;  but  it  must  be  shown  that  the 
officer  who  destroyed  the  property  was  moving  in 

the  proper  sphere  of  his  duty.  Now,  how  can 
this  fact  be  shown  ?  It  seems  to  me  that  it  can  be 

shown  very  easily,  both  by  the  statement  of  the 
officer  himself,  and  by  reference  to  the  circum- 

stances under  which  the  property  was  destroyed. 

What  were  these  circumstances?  This  Govern- 
|  ment  was  engaged  in  an  expensive  Indian  war, 
carried  on  at  the  time  in  the  Territory  of  Florida. 
The  Indians  were  seeking  opportunities  of  escape 

from  th'e  arms  of  the  United  States  in  some  in- 
stances, and  for  opportunities  of  committing  dep- 

radations  upon  individuals  in  others.     The  his- 
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tory  of  this  war  will  show  that  our  army  was 

sedulously  employed"  in  the  effort  to  deprive  the Indians  of  the  means  of  committing  depredations 

by  destroying  their  camps,  crops,  and  villages — by 
destroying  everything  which  might  assist  them  in 

carrying  on  these  operations  against  our  citizens. 
It  was  at  such  a  time  that  this  vessel  was  wrecked 

on  one  of  the  keys  on  the  coast  of  Florida.  Every- 
thing was  taken  from  her  that  could  be  taken  away; 

there  being  left  on  board  only  the  anchors,  sails, 
and  a  quantity^  lead,  which  remained  in  the  hull. 
In  this  condition  the  vessel  was  found  by  the  offi- 

cer who  ordered  her  to  be  burnt;  declaring  in  his 

'letter  that  he  destroyed  the  wreck  to  prevent  what 

"remained  on  board  from  falling  into  the  hands  of 
the  Indians.  And  payment  is  asked  for  here  to 

satisfy  the  owner's  demand  for  this  destruction  of 
his  property.  Gentlemen  say,  however,  that  this 
is  not  conclusive  evidence  that  the  claim  is  just. 
But  it  may  be  regarded  at  least  as  prima  facie  proof, 
because  the  officer,  on  his  own  responsibility,  de- 

clares that  the  destruction  of  this-  property  was 
necessary  to  prevent  its  failing  into  the  hands  of 
the  enemy.  Whether  the  act  of  this  officer  was 
judicious  or  injudicious,  I  apprehend  that  there 
was  manifest  propriety  in  the  act,  considering  the 
condition  of  the  property  and  the  circumstances  of 

the  country  at  the  time.  Were  all  the  circum- 
stances before  us,  I  apprehend  that  it  would  appear 

there  was  really  but  little  risk  of  the  loss  of  this 
property  by  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 
But  allowing  that  there  was  but  little  risk,  I  appre- 

hend there  could  still  be  tio  doubt  upon  the  ques- 
tion whether  or  not  it  was  the  duty  of  the  officer 

to  extinguish  that  little  risk.  I  am  perfectly  aware 
that  in  a  case  of  wanton  trespass  committed  by  a 
United  States  military  officer,  the  Government 
would  not  be  responsible.  But  in  the  case  of  a 
proper  discharge  of  duty,  though  the  officer  might 
have  been  over-cautious, 'the  Government  is  most 
certainly  responsible.  But  now,  since  the  order  of 

the  officer  for  the  destruction  of  the  property' must 
have  been  given  in  good  faith,  the  committee,  after 
an  examination  of  the  case,  upon  which  they  be- 

stowed a  great  deal  of  care,  have  reported  in  favor 
of  the  allowance  of  the  claim. 

Mr.  NILES.  This  is  a  case  of  no  great  im- 
portance in  itself,  but  it  involves  a  great  principle 

— a  great  modern  principle.  Gentlemen  who  have 
expressed  their  opinions  appear  to  have  looked 
only  on  one  side  of  the  principle  involved — at 
what  would  have  been  the  consequences  if  the 
property  had  not  been  destroyed,  but  had  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy.  That  is  very  proper; 
but  should  we  not  also  look  upon  the  other  side 
of  the  question  in  reference  to  the  rights  of  private 
property?  Should  we  not  see  to  it  that  we  do  not 
recognize  rules  in  relation  to  the  conduct  of  our 
officers  in  such  cases  as  would  be  destructive  of 

the  rights  of  private  property,  and  that  we. do  not 
revive,  as  one  of  the  rights  of  war,  any  of  those 
arbitrary  powers  which  formerly  belonged  to  war, 
and  which  exposed  all  private  property  that  came 
within  their  reach  to  be  sacrificed  without  any 
prospect  of  redress?  Now,  sir,  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky,  the  other  day,  in  an  elaborate  argument, 
assumed  that  we  were  not  responsible  for  the  de- 

struction of  this  property,  because,  if  our  officer 
had  not  destroyed  this  property,  the  Indians  would 
have  destroyed  it.  That,  sir,  is  not  a  matter  of 
fact,  whether  they  would  or  would  not  have  de- 

stroyed it.  It  is  an  uncertainty.  I  do  not  know 
that  we  have  a  right  to  assume,  in  any  case,  that 
a  public,  enemy  would  destroy  private  property  if 
it  should  fall  into  their  hands.  They  might  use  it 
for  their  own  particular  advantage.  By  the  laws 
of  war,  private  property  and  land  are  not  to  be  sub- 

jected to  destruction.  But  it  may  be  argued  that 

the  Indians  would  not  carry" out  thes6  rules,  nor 
care  for  them.  With  respect  to  these  Indians,  who 
can  say  that,  in  getting  possession  of  private  prop- 

erty in  any  particular  case,  they  would  destroy  it? 
Sometimes  they  do;  sometimes  they  do  not.  The 
expectation  that  they  will  destroy  such  private 
property  as  may  fall  into  their  hands  is  no  justi- 

fication for  its  destruction  on  our  part.  This  is  a 
course  which  appears  to  me  cannot  be  justified  at 
all.  I  do  not  know  that  any  of  the  writers  upon 
war  approve  of  such  an  idea,  or  justify  such  a 
principle.  It  is  nowhere  maintained  that  an  offi- 

cer may,  at  his  pleasure,  destroy  private  property 
without  incurring  a  responsibility.  An  officer 
commissioned,  and  in  the  service  of  the  United 

States,  may  have  this  right;  but,  in  order  to  guard 

againstan  abuse  of  it,  he  must  exercise  it  subject  to 
being  held  responsible  for  its  injudicious  exercise 
by  the  Government.  This  principle  may  be  ap- 

plied to  the  destruction  of  private  as  well  as  public 

property.  An  officer  may  destroy  a  fort  or  maga- 
zine belonging  to  the  United  States  if  the  exigen- 

cies of  thejeervice  require,  and  he  may  exercise  the 
same  power  with  respect  to  private  property.  But, 
in  assuming  the  fact  that  private  property  which 
should  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy  may  be 
used  by  the  enemy  for  the  purposes  of  war,  he 
decides  that  it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Uni- 

ted States  that  it  be  destroyed,  and  consequently, 

by  causing  that  destruction  to  be  made,  he  con- 
verts that  private  property  into  public  property. 

He  converts  it  into  public  property  by  using  this 

power  in  ousting  the  real  owners  from  its  posses- 
sion. Here  is  the  case  of  an  individual  who  was 

trying  to  save  hi3  property,  and  in  that  very  act 
an  officer  of  the  United  Slates  nary  steps  in  and 
assumes  the  right  to  take  it  into  his  possession  and 
destroy  it.  The  owner  might  probably  have 
escaped  with  the  whole  or  a  part  of  the  properly. 

The  position  taken  by  the  Senator  from  Ken- 
tucky, 1  consider  a  very  alarming  one,  and  totally 

inconsistent  with  the  rights  of  private  property  as 
guarantied  by  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution. 
In  one  of  the  articles  of  the  Constitution — the  fifth 

I  believe — it  is  said  "  tnatno  private  property  shall 
be  taken  for  public  use  without  compensation 

therefor."  In  taking  possession,  therefore,  of  pri- 
vate properly,  and  destroying  it  in  order  to  prevent 

its  being  used  by  the  enemy,  we  make  it  public 
property,  and  are  therefore  responsible  for  such 
destruction.  Now,  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
takes  a  different  position — perhaps  more  tenable, 
though  I  think  not  a  sound  one — and  one  which 
equally  exposes  private  property  at  a  seat  of  war 
to  destruction.  He  says  that  Government  depends 
upon  its  officers  in  the  exercise  of  this  power  in 
using  a  sound  discretion.  Why,  sir,  is  this  a 
sound  position?  Is  the  Government  to  be  respon- 

sible for  the  act  of  its  officer  only  when  he  exer- 
cises a  sound  discretion?  The  Senator  is  misin- 

formed with  regard  to  facts.  He  supposes  the 
enemy  to  have  made  certain  movements  which 
they  did  not  make.  If  he  had  been  right  in  his 
facts,  he  would  have  been  right  in  his  conclusions. 
But  his  facts  being  wrong,  his  inferences  were 
equally  wrong;  for,  as  it  turns  out  in  this  case,  it  was 
altogether  an  idle  and  useless  sacrifice  of  property. 
Or,  even  supposing  the  officer  to  have  misjudged 
in  the  matter:  what  then?  Is  the  Government  to 
be  responsible  for  the  misjudgmerit  of  its  officer, 
or  the  owner  of  the  property?  Why,  an  officer  j 
might  destroy  a  whole  town,  or  village,  asserting 
that  if  it  should  not  be  destroyed  it  would  certainly 
fall  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy  and  become  avail- 

able for  his  advantages.  Is  the  Government  to  be 
responsible  for  such  an  act,  or  the  officer?  Where 

is  the  security  to  private  property  when  the  investi- 
gation comes  before  the  court,  and  the  fact  is  ques- 
tioned whether  the  officer  has  erred  in  judgment 

or  not?  or  whether,  if  the  property  had  fallen  into 
the  hands  of  the  enemy,  it  would  have  been  useful 
to  hia  operations  in_the  war?  These  and  other 
questions  of  great  doubt  and  uncertainty  would 
arise,  so  that  there  could  be  no  security  to  private 
property  whatever.  Would  it  be  right  for  us  to 
authorize  officers  to  destroy  property  at  pleasure, 
and  leave  the  claim  of  the  owner  to  depend  on  the 
question  whether  they  have  erred  in  judgment  or 

not?  Would  it  be  right  thus  to  rest  the  owner'g 
claim. for  payment  upon  his  action  for  trespass 
against  the  officer?  •  Sir,  this  will  not  do.  The  act 
of  the  officer  is  the  act  df  the  Government,  if  he 
has  destroyed  the  property  in  the  discharge  of  his 
official  duty.  The  position  of  the  Senator  from 
Virginia  is  entirely  correct.  He  has  drawn  the 
true  line.  The  question  here  is  not  whether  there 
was  any  necessity  for  the  act,  nor  whether  there 
was  any  error  of  judgment  on  the  part  of  the 
officer,  but  whether  the  act  was  performed  in  the 

discharge  of  his  official  duty?  If  the  act  was  per- 
formed in  the  proper  discharge  of  his  duty  on  the 

part  of  the  officer,  and  because  he  considered  it 
was  necessary  to  sustain  his  position  against  the 
enemy,  it  became  the  act  of  the  Government;  and, 
whether  wise  or  not,  the  Government  is  morally 

responsible  for  it,  and  ought  to  be  held  respon- 
sible. But,  even  if  the  act  was  out  of  the  line  of 

his  duty,  and  it  was  a  mere  case  of  wanton  tres- 
pass, he  becomes  responsible  for  the  act,  the  same 

aa  any  other  individual;  but  the  owner  of  the 

property  is  not  to  be  told  that  he  has  his  remedy 
in  bringing  an  action  against  the  officer.  For  such 
a  remedy  is  good  for  nothing.  There  mifht  be  a 
case  in  which  large  quantities  of  property  would 
be  thus  destroyed;  and  what  would  the  individual 
responsibility  of  an  officer  of  the  army  amount  to 
in  such  a  case? 

Another  consideration  is,  that  the  Government 
should  be  held  responsible  for  the  act  of  their  agent, 
engaged  in  the  discharge  of  important  service.  If 
the  act  of  the  agent  or  officer  appears  to  have  been 

improper  or  injudicious,  why,  he  can  be  court- 
martialed;  and  it  becomes  a  proper  subject  for 
investigation,  involving  the  reputation  of  the  officer 
The  only  way  he  can  be  reached  is  through  his 
reputation;  and  his  responsibility  consists  only  in 
this',  and. not  at  all  in  pecuniary  amercements.  Let 
the  officer  know  that  his  act  is  the  act  of  the  Gov- 

ernment, and  that,  while  the  Government  is  re- 
sponsible for  his  acts,  he  is  held  responsible  for 

them  to  the  Government. 

4  I  can  hardly  conceive  of  a  case  clearer  than  this 
one.  This  claimant  was  endeavoring  to  save  his 
property:  we  come  in,  by  our  officer,  and  destroy 
it;  and  he  comes  here  and  claims  to  be  reimbursed. 
Should  we  then  say  to  him,  the  Indians  would 

have  destroyed  your  property  if  we  had  not  de- 
stroyed it?  But  another  gentleman  says,  the 

officer  acted  indiscreetly;  he  erred  in  judgment. 
Well,  who  is  responsible  for  his  error?  It  would 
be  monstrous  to  say  that  the  officer  alone  is  re- 

sponsible, and  turn  the  claimant  over  to  him;  for 
his  act  has  become  our  act.  He  ucted,  undoubt- 

edly, according  to  his  best  judgment.  The  pre- 
sumption of  danger  that  the  property  would  fall 

into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  might  be  held  to  have 
been  conclusive,  in  the  judgment  of  the  officer, 
that  it  was  expedient  for  the  public  security  that 
this  property  should  be  destroyed.  I  have  yet 
heard  no  proof  that  this  was  a  case  of  wanton  or 
malicious  trespass. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  had,  at  one  time,  the  honor 
of  serving  upon  the  Committee  of  Claims.  1  then 
formed  an  opinion  upon  the  principle  which  should 
regulate  the  action  of  Congress  in  these  cases,  and 
the  opinion  then  formed  I  still  entertain.  I  know 

it  is  very  difficult  to  lay  down  a  rule  for  the  guid- 
ance of  this  body  in  relation  to  a  claim  like  this. 

I  am  satisfied  that  during  the  Florida  war  large 

quantities  of  private  property  were  improperly  de- 
stroyed, and  am  aware  also  that  in  some  instances 

after  such  property  had  been  destroyed,  our  offi- 
cers were  in  the  habit  of  giving  certificates  with, 

too  much  readiness.  I  do  not  say  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  held  responsible  for  every  act 

of  its  officer  which  may  have  been  performed  in 
good  faith,  and  with  a  just  regard  for  the  public 
good;  not  at  all.  But  I  do  say  that  the  Govern- 

ment should  be  responsible  whenever  the  act  of 
destruction  comes  within  its  scope  of  duty,  and  is 
necessary  for  the  public  good.  In  such  a  case,  the 
destruction  becomes  an  incident  of  the  war. 

As  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  look  into  the  his- 
tory of  this  claim,  into  the  retrospect  of  debate,  it 

seems  that  this  vessel  was  destroyed  by  our  Com- 
modore on  account  of  his  ffpprehension  that  it 

might  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  Indians,  and  some 
part  of  its  cars;o  become  a  source  of  annoyance  to 
us.  I  remember  several  cases  of  similar  character 
to  have  been  before  the  Committee  of  Claims,  and, 
as  an  illustration,  I  will  state  my  recollection  of 

one  of  them.  I  refer  to  a  case  wherein  a  gentle- 
man in  the  State  of  Alabama  demanded  compensa- 
tion for  his  corn,  which  had  been  destroyed  in  the 

Florida  war.  It  appeared  in  this  case  that  an  offi- 
cer of  the  army,  with  his  detachment  of  men,  were 

in  possession  of  this  gentleman's  plantation — I 
have  forgotten  his  name — and  he  was  ordered  to 
leave  it  and  repair  to  some  other  field  in  the  ser- 

vice. Well,  one  mode  of  carrying  on  this  war 
with  the  Indians  was  to  starve  them  out;  and,  ac- 

cordingly, upon  leaving  the  plantation,  the  officer 
ordered  the  destruction  of  all  the  corn  to  be  found 

upon  it — the  corn  in  the  crib  and  the  corn  stand- 
ing in  the  field — because,  had  it  fallen  into  the 

hands  of  the  enemy,  it  would  have  been  a  material 
advantage  to  them  while  the  contest  was  going  on. 
In  this  case  I  am  inclined  to  think  the  officer  acted 

in  good  faith,  and  clearly  within  the  scope  of  his 
authority.  He  gave  the  order  for  the  destruction 
of  the  property  under  such  circumstances  as  by  no 
means  to  favor  the  owner.  There  was  no  acquaint- 

ance, and  there  could  be  no  collusion  between  the 
officer  and  the  owner..    If  there  was  any  mistake 
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about  it,  it  must  have  been  a  mistake  in  the  judg- 

ment of  the  officer;  and  I  am  not  prepared  to  say- 
that  there  was  even  a  mistake  in  judgment.  I  lay 

down  the  principle,  that  in  all  such  cases  of  the 

destruction  of  private  property,  when  the  officer 

acts  in  good  faith,  within  the  scope  of  his  author- 
ity, the  act  is  clearly  an  incident  of  the  war,  and 

the  Government  ought  to  adopt  the  a£t. 

Mr.  WALKER.  From  the  views  which  im- 

press themselves  on  my  mind,  I  conceive  there  is 

some  misapprehension  on  the  part  of  several  gen- 
tlemen who  have  spoken  in  relation  to  this  case. 

The  case,  briefly  stated,  is  this;  A  Spanish  brig  is 
stranded  off  the  coast  of  Florida.  While  in  this 

position  a  portion  of  her  cargo  is  removed  by 
wreckers,  and  disposed  of  for  the  benefit  of  the 
underwriters.  The  vessel,  with  her  rigging,  tackle, 

anchors,  and  a,  quantity  of  lead— not  yet  placed  in 

a  state  of  preservation — is  sold  alsoTor  the  benefit 
of  the  underwriter?,  and  is  purchased  by  a  Mr. 
Baldwin.  The  United  States  is  at  war  with  a 
hostile  tribe  of  Indians  in  a  country  contiguous  to 

the  place  where  the  vessel  is  stranded.  The  prop- 
erty thus  remaining  was  destroyed  by  order  of  the 

naval  officer  commanding  the  United  States  squad- 
ron on  the  coast  at  that  time,  for  fear  of  its  falling 

into  the  hands  of  these  hostile  Indians,  and  we  are 

now  called  upon  to  pay  for  the  property  thus  de- 
stroyed. 
Now,  the  question  has  been  discussed  mainly  in 

relation  to  the  proposition,  whether  this  property 
would  not  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy. 
If  it  had  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  the 
Senator  from  Kentucky  contends  that  the  claimant 
would  have  lost  nothing  more  than  he  has  by  its 

being  destroyed  by  an  officer  of  the  United  States 

navy.  This  may  be  so.  But  the  error  I  think  he 
has  run  into  in  this  case,  in  asserting  that  he  would 

have  lost  nothing  more  by  the  act  of  destruction 

by  the  officer,  than  he  would  if  it  had  fallen  into 
the  hands  of  the  Indians,  is  an  error  of  principle. 
Let  me  refer  to  the  case  which  the  Senator  cited  to 

illustrate  his  argument,  in  order  to  show  more 
clearly  my  meaning.  I  refer  to  his  application  of 
the  Center  case.  Suppose,  while  the  inhabitants 
of  the  town  to  which  he  alluded  were  about  leav- 

ing their  property  to  the  mercy  of  the  Indians,  the 

officer  of  the'  United  States  army  should  have  re-' 
marked,  "I  will  take  possession  of  this  property 
♦  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government.  If  1  destroy 

lit,  you  will  receive  no  benefit,  and  if  it  is  left  the 
«  Indians  will  certainly  get  it;  therefore,  in  either 
«  case,  it  is  of  no  benefit  to  you.     I  will  use  it  for 

♦  governmental  purposes."  But  the  owner  of  the 

property  interposes  and  says,  "Sir,  you  cannot 

take  this  property;  it  belongs  to  me."  But  the 
officer  persists  in  his  determination,  declaring  that 

the  property  will  be  of  no  use  to  the  owner,  there- 
fore he  should  take  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  Gov- 

ernment; and  thereupon  carries  his  design  into 
execution.  Now,  suppose  a  claimant  under  that 
state  of  the  case  comes  before  Congress  to  have 
remuneration  for  the  property  taken:  in  such  a 

case,  if  the  principle  for  which  the  Senator  from 
Kentucky  contends  were  carried  out,  the  claim 
would  be  of  no  value,  and  could  not  be  allowed. 

But,  again,  it  is  stated  that  the  Indians  would 
have  destroyed  the  property  if  it  had  not  been  de- 

stroyed by  this  officer.  This  rule,  laid  down  by 
the  Serktor  from  Kentucky,  I  think  a  false  one. 

Suppose  it  had  fallen  into  the  hands-of  the  enemy; 
the  Senator  from  Kentucky  asserts  that  it  would 
have  made  no  more  difference  to  the  owner  than  if 
it  had  been  destroyed  by  this  officer.  I  cannot 
agree  to  that  principle.  Is  it  not  clear  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  in  thus  appro- 

priating this  property — to  a  certain  extent,  although 
not  directly — received  benefit  from  its  use  by  de- 

priving the  enemy  of  the  benefits  arising  from  its 
possession  ?  So  far  as  this  case  extends,  I  am 
satisfied  there  is  a  certain  well-defined  rule  upon 
which  the  action  of  Congress  can  proceed.  It  is, 
that  where  property  thus  situated  is  appropriated 
to  the  use  of  the  Governjnent  negatively,  on  the 

plain  principle  of  the  Constitution  that  "private 
property  shall  not  be  appropriated  to  the  public 

use,"  the  owner  shall  be  entitled  to  compensa- tion. 
I  come  now  to  another  question  involved  in  the 

discussion  of  this  subject:  would  this  property 
have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  or  would 
it  not?  I  conceive  that  the  position  taken  by  the 
memorialist  and  sustained  by  the  Senator  from 
Florida — that  the  pi operty  would  not  have  fallen 

into  the  hands  of  the  Indians — is  one  which  en- 
tirely debars  Congress  frt>m  an  affirmative  action 

in  the  question  of  reimbursement  for  destruction 
of  the  property.  If  we  grant  the  remuneration 
asked  for  upon  the  ground  that  the  property  would 
not  have  been  destroyed  by  the  Indians,  we  by 
our  own  act  fasten  the  charge  of  absolute  malicious 
mischief  on  the  part  of  the  officer  in  destroying  the 
property.  The  Senator  who  advocates  this  claim 
does  it  upon  this  ground,  and.  the  proof  is  to  the 
same  effect.  1  do  not  wish  to  be  understood  as 

casting  any  reflection  upon  this  officer,  neither 
upon  any  officer  of  the  army  or  navy.  But  I  do 

say,  that  in  point  of  law — as  between  individuals — 
the  responsibility  would  not  attach  to  him.  Take 
the  relation  of  master  and  servant.  Let  me  illus- 

trate the  responsibility  which  accrues  to  the  master 
from  the  actions  of  a  servant,  by  referring  to  a  case 
familiar  to  the  Senate,  and  particularly  the  Senator 
from  South  Carolina.  A  master  orders  1iis  servant 

to  remove  the  ashes  from  a  fireplace  to  a  certain 
part  of  the  yard  adjoining  the  house.  There  being 
some  live  coals  mixed  in  with  the  ashes,  upon  its 
being  laid  against  the  building  adjoining  the  yard, 
the  house  takes  fire  and  is  burnt  up.  Now  in  this 
case,  in  carrying  out  the  order  of  the  master,  the 
master  becomes  responsible  for  the  consequences 
that  have  resulted.  But  suppose  that,  in  crossing 

the  yard,  the  servant  meets  with  a  person  of  pug- 
nacious propensities,  who  will  not  give  way,  and 

knocks  him  down;  in  such  a  case  the  master  would 
not  be  responsible  for  such  assault.  The  principle 
is,  that  the  master  is  not  liable  for  the  malicious 
acts  o£  the  servant,  which  do  not  come  within  the 

proper  sphere  of  his  duty,  though  he  might  be  at 
the  same  time  in  the  service  of  his  master.  There- 

fore, from  the  argument  of  the  Senator  from  Flor- 
ida and  the  petition  of  the  memorialist,  I  can  come 

to  no  other  conclusion  than  that  there  was  no  just- 
ification for  the  act  of  this  officer  in  the  destruc- 

tion of  this  property;  and  that  it  was  clearly  a  case 
of  wanton  and  malicious  trespass.  ■ 

But  more  might  be  said  upon  this  subject.  What 
was  more  desirable,  during  this  Florida  war,  than 
that  the  Indians  should  be  drawn  out  of  their 

fastnesses?  This  difficulty  went  so  far,  that  even 
a  celebrated  military  character,  who  has  since  be- 

come somewhat  famous  as  a  civil  character,  ad- 
vised that  bloodhounds  should  be  procured  from 

Cuba  to  chase  the  Indians  out  of  the  everglades; 
and  they  were  accordingly  procured  and  used  for 

that- purpose.  Now,  here  is  the  case  of  one  of 
our  own  officers  on  the  coast  of  Florida,  who, 
fearful  that  these  Indians  would  come  out  from 

their  fastnesses — would  do  precisely  what  it  was 
desirable  they  should  do — seizes  upon  this  vessel 
*and  destroys  it.  Had  the  Indians  ventured  out  to 
seize  upon  this  vessel,  would  it  not  have  given  an 
opportunity  for  their  capture — the  very  thing  which 
the  army  professed  to  desire  most?  .But  the  argu- 

ment here  is,  that  it  was  to  be  feared  that  the  In- 
dians would  come  out  and  take  possession  of  or 

destroy  this  property.  I  say,  sir,  that  the  evidence 
drawn  from  the  condition  of  the  country  at  that 
time  convinces  me  that  there  was  something  pecu- 

liar and  astonishing  in  the  destruction  of  this 

property,  as  also  in  the  claim  set  up  for  reimburse- 
ment. If  we  are  to  make  remuneration  in  cases 

of  In  is  kind,  without  looking  to  the  principle  I 
have  laid  down,  great  injury  may  result  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.i  If  we  do  not 
look  to  the  fact  as  to  whether  the  destruction  of 

the  property  was  positively  or  negatively  advan- 
tageous to  the  Government,  we  fail  to  come  to  any 

just  conclusion. 
Suppose  we  adopt  the  principle,  that  wherever 

an  officer,  in  the  exercise  of  his  discretion,  destroys 
property,  we  pay  for  it:  mark  my  word,  that  as 
soon  as  this  practice  shall  become  established,  in 
case  of  a  war,  when  an  individual  sees  that  he 
cannot  preserve  his  property,  he  will  be  anxious 
for  some  officer  to  order  it  to  be  destroyed,  in  order 

that  he  may  come  upon  Congress  for  remunera- 
tion. This  evil  would  soon  become  manifest  upon 

the  presentation  of  memorials  of  this  character; 
and  the  burden  that  would  thus  be  thrown  upon 
the  Government  could  not  be  estimated. 

Again:  allowing  that  the  property  had  not  fallen 
into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  what  is  the  remedy, 

supposing  the  destruction  to  have  been  a  wanton 
and  malicious  destruction  ?  The  remedy  would  be 
against  the  officer  individually,  though  he  may  be 
at  the  time  the  action  wouid  be  brought,  and  per- 

haps within  a  month  after  the  destruction  of  the 

property,  in  another  extremity  of  the  United  States. 
This  may  be  a  hardship  to  the  individual,  but  not 
more  so  than  the  consequences  which  result  from 
the  relation  of  debtor  and  creditor  in  all  business 
transactions.  The  creditor  may  not  be  able  to 
reach  the  debtor  because  of  his  removal  to  another 

part  of  the  country.  But  this  is  a  hardship  to 
which  all  are  subject,  and  may  obtain  in  any  other 
case  of  trespass.  I  contend  that  the  owner  of  the 

property  thus  destroyed  should  be  left  to  his  pri- 
vate action  against  the  officer.  The  officer  will 

thus  become  interested  in  mitigating  the  damages 
and  making  them  as  light  as  possible.  And  then 
the  question  arises,  will  Congress  pay  these  miti- 

gated damages?  But  by  the  principle  which  has 
been  advocated  by  the  Senator  from  Florida,  Con- 

gress takes  the  fearful  responsibility  of  indemnify- 
ing the  owner  of  the  property  in  a  case  of  wanton 

and  malicious  trespass  by  the  officer. 

But  how  isjtin  regard  to  the  amount  of  remu- 
neration claimed  here,  particularly  for  the  lead  ? 

We  know  that  this  article  is  scarce  in  Florida,  and 

it  has  probably  been  appraised  according  to  the 
war  prices  of  lead  there,  which  are  enormous.  Do 
we  not  know  that  the  Government  is  almost  always 
imposed  upon  as  to  prices? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT  was  understood  to  say  that 

the  prices  charged  for  the'munitions  of  war  men- 
tioned in  the  petition  could  not  be  considered  ex- 

orbitant, but,  on  the  contrary,  very  reasonable. 
The  lead  was  appraised  and  charged  at  only  eighty 
dollars  per  ton,  kentledge  at  twenty  dollars  per 
ton,  and  other  articles  in  a  like  ratio.  This  would 
seem  to  be  very  reasonable. 

Mr.  WALKER.  That  may  be  the  case;  but  I 
am  speaking  of  the  general  rule.  We  all  know 
that  munitions  of  war  at  the  seat  of  war  are  appre- 

ciated and  valued  generally  according  to  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  time  and  place.  I  am  speaking- 

of  the  general  rule.  And,  sir,  the  Government  has 
no  chance  to  test  the»aecuracy  of  these  charges. 

Suppose  "we  say  to  the  contractors,  your  charges 
are  too  high.  They  will  turn,  perhaps,  to  con- 

tracts mf«de  at  the  same  identical  seat  of  war  and 

say,  we  have  charged  you  only  the  ordinary  rates, 
only  the  same  prices  as  have  been  heretofore  given. 
But  for  all  that,  the  charges  may  be  a  hundred  per 
cent,  higher  than  they  ought  to  be.  There  is  every 
opportunity,  therefore,  it  occurs  to  me,  left  for  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  be  imposed; 

upon.  But  when  an  individual  claimant  brings  a' 
suit  against  the  officer  who  ordered  the  destruction 
of  the  property,  then  there  is  a  fair  test  by  which 

the*  value  of  the  property  may  be  arrived  at. 
■But  is  it  fair  in  that  case  to  appreciate  the  prop- 

erty at  the  rate  at  which  property  of  the  same  kind 
was  selling  in  secure  hands?  No,  sir;  and  we 
know  that  between  private  individuals,  between 
the  claimant  and  the  officer  who  ordered  the  de- 

struction, the  criterion  of  damages  would  be  this: 
what  would  the  property  be  worth  under  all  the 
circumstances?  And  when  the  fact  that  the  prop- 

erty is  liable  to  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy, 
and  that  it  is  liable  to  be  destroyed  to  prevent  iis 
falling  into  their  hands,  are  taken  into  considera- 

tion, they  would  materially  depreciate  the  value 
of  the  property;  and  in  such  case  the  inquiry  be- 

fore a  court  of  justice  would  be,  what  is  the  value 

of  the  property  under  the  circumstances?  -This 
would  be  the  criterion  of  damages  which  a  jury 

would  render  against  the  officer  as  a  private  indi- 
vidual.    But  all  this  is  kept  out  of  the  way  here. 

To  sum  up  briefly,  1  look  upon  this  case  as 
taken  out  of  the  rule  which  I  have  mentioned. 

This  property  was  neither  availed  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  positively  nor  negatively, 

and  this  is  stated  both  by  the  memorialist  himself 
and  his  witnesses.  They  state  that  the  Govern- 

ment of  the  United  States  received  no  benefit  from 

the  property,  either  positively  or  negatively,  and 
if  we  take  their  evidence,  we  must  conclude  that 
the  destruction  of  the  property  was  uncalled  for, 
and  was  a  wanton  and  malicious  act  on  the  part  of 
the  officer  who  gave  the  order. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  If  the  honorable  Senator 

who  has  just  resumed  his  seat  [Mr.  Walker] 
will  permit  me,  I  think  it  an  act  of  justiee  to  the 
Senate,  I  think  it  an  act  of  justice  to  the  gallant 
officer  of  the  navy  (Commodore  Dallas)  who  gave 
the  order  to  burn  the  ship,  and  an  act  of  justice  to 
Lieutenant  Clarke,  who  executed  the  command, 

to  say  that  all  these  officers  acted,  as  they  sup- 
posed, in  the  exercise  of  their  best  discretion,  and 

as  the  interest  and  welfare  of  the  country  demanded. 
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But,  sir,  error  in  judgment,  if  not  malice  and  wan- 
ton acts,  are  imputed  to  them.  But  what  are 

the  tacts?  This  was  at  the  breaking  out  of  the 

war.  It  was  in  eighteen  hundred  and  thirty-six, 
when  the  Indians  were  lurking  in  ambush  in  un- 

known and  inaccessible  positions.  It  vyas  before 

any  troops  had  been  sent  upon  that  section  of  the 
coast.  When  the  officers  were  in  ignorance  (as 

all  the  officers  of  the  army  and  navy  were)  of  the 
character  of  the  contest  in  which  they  were  to  be 

engaged,  a  small  band  of  Indians  had  made  their 

appearance  in  that  part  of  the  peninsula,  and  the 

presumption  was  that  they  would  seize  upon  die 
military  stores  contained  in  the  vessel.  I  say,  sir, 
that  when  we  take  .into  consideration  all  the  cir- 

cumstances of  the  case,  it  would  be  unjust  to  im- 

pute to  those  officers  anything  like  malice  or  wan- 
tonness in  the  destruction  of  these  stores.  <  They 

acted  bona  fule.  They  did  what  they  deemed  to 
be  their  duty.  They  did  what  they  thought  was 

proper  and  right.  -They  were  governed  by  honest 

impulses.  Their  intentions  were  patriotic  "inten- tions. But  it  has  been  shown  that  the  destruction 

of  the  property  was  unnecessary.  It  has  been 

satisfactorily  proved  that  there  was  no  danger  at 
that  time.  But  subsequently,  when  the  Indians 
were  driven  to  that  end  of  the  peninsula  by  Gen. 

Taylor  and  General  Jesup,  they  committed  great 

depredations.  They  burnt  a  light-house  at  Flori- 
da Key  and  sacked  Indian  Key,  and  murdered  its 

inhabitants.  They  were  driven  to  the  seacoast  by 
Generals  Taylor  and  Jesup,  and  roamed  along  the 

shore,  burning,  and  plundering,  and  seizing  every- 

thing within  their  reach.  But  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war,  the  Indians  at  the  lower  end  of 

Florida  committed  no  hostilities,  and  were  not,  in 

fact,  hostile  at  that  time.  It  was  in  the  upper  por- 
tions of  the  peninsula  thatathe  Indians  commenced 

hostilities,  and-  to  those  portions  they  for  some 
time  confined  their  operations.  But  the  officers 
who  ordered  the  destruction  of  this  vessel  thought 

there  was  danger  there  at  the  time,  and  they  acted 
in  good  faith.  I  have  no  idea  that  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Walker]  intended 
to  impute  to  these  officers  anything  unjust,  or  to 
accuse  them  of  malicious  and  wanton  conduct;  but 

I  "have  deemed  these  remarks  necessary  to  a  fail- 
understanding  of  the  circumstances  under  which 
they  acted. 

Mr.  WALKER.  I  certainly  did  not  intend  to 

charge,  upon  my  individual  responsibility,  any- 
thing like  corruption,  malpractice,  fraud, collusion, 

or  anything  else  upon  these  officers;  but  I  was 
speaking  of  the  evidence  before  us,  and  it  is  to  that 
to  which  I  proposed  to  confine  myself;  and  if  I 
was  understood  to  say  anything  against  the  offi- 

cers in  this  case,  all  the  answer  I  would  have  made 

to  my  honorable  friend  from  Florida  [Mr.  West- 

cott]  would  be,  that  I  charged  it  upon  the  testi- 
mony of  the  memorialist,  for  he  has  furnished  the 

evidence  of  what  I  did  not  profess  to  say  on  my 

own  responsibility.  In  regard  to  the  evidence 
here,  as  the  memorial  presents  it,  I  say  it  takes 
the  case  out  of  the  principle  of  the  rule  which  1 
have  mentioned,  and  furthermore,  it  makes  out  a 
case  of  wanton  and  malicious  mischief  against 
the  officer.  I  presume  we  are  to  judge  from 

the  memorial,  and,  judging  from  it,  the  only  ques- 
tion for  the  Senate  to  decide  is  this — (and  I  will 

•  remark  that  if  this  bill  is  allowed  to  pass,  it  will 

be  followed  up  by  claims  innumerable) — that  what- 
ever rash  or  wanton  act  an  officer  of  the  army  or 

navy  may  be  guilty  of,  we  take  upon  ourselves  the 
consequences  of  the  act.  You  cannot  present  a 
stronger  case  than  this. 

There  might  be  other  cases  where  the  plaintiff 

might  come  forward  and  prove  a  case  of  unneces- 
sary destruction  of  property,  and  at  the  same  time 

ask  remuneration,  but  they  could  be  no  stronger 
than  this;  and  if  this  bill  can  pass,  there  is  no  act 
of  an  officer  which  the  Government  hereafter, 
taking  this  as  a  precedent,  will  not  feel  itself  bound 
to  endorse.  And  this  is  the  point  upon  which  I 
ask  Senators  to  reflect.  This  is  no  great  sum  for 
the  great  Government  of  the  United  States,  but  it 
is  a  great  precedent.  There  is  a  great  principle 

involved  in  it,-  and  we  should  reflect  seriously 
whether  we  will,  in  this  manner,  endorse  the  un- 

authorized, unjustifiable,  and,  by  the  testimony  of 
the  memorialist,  wanton  acts  of  a  military  officer, 
and  make  remuneration  without  first  turning  the 
officer  over  to  a  legal  examination,  in  order  that 
his  conduct  may  be  investigated,  and  if  proved  to 
be  wanton  and  unjust,  subjecting  him  to  the  re- 

sponsibility and  pecuniary  loss  consequent  upon 
it.  I  us,e  these  terms,  not  upon  my  individual 
responsibility,  for  I  have  heard  the  name  of  the 
officer  for  the  first  time  when  mentioned  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Florida,  [Mr.  Westcott,] 

but  upon  the  testimony  adduced  here;  and  I  con- 
clude by  #iying  that  the  point  is,  whether  the 

Government  of  the  United  States,  through  its  Con- 
gress, will  take  upon  itself  the  responsibility  of 

endorsing  the  unauthorized,  and,  according  to  the 
testimony  here  given,  unqualifiedly  wanton  act  of 
an  officer,-in  the  destruction  of  private  property. 

Mr.  WEBSTER.  Mr.  President,  this  belongs 
to  a  class  of  cases  very  numerous,  and  which  have 
been  discussed  by  Congress  for  thirty  years,  in 
which  necessary  distinctions  are  to  be  stated  and 
drawn.  This  is  not  taking  private  property  for 
public  use.  There  is  no  taking  to  the  use  of  the 
United  States  in  the  case.  The  facts  I  suppose  to 
be,  that  military  officers,  or  legally  commissioned 
officers  of  the  United  States,  destroyed  this  lead  to 
prevent,  as  they  say,  its  being  not  destroyed,  but 
seized  by  a  public  enemy,  and  converted  to  the 
use  of  an  enemy  hostile  to  the  United  Stales.      _• 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  there  is  no  doubt  of  the 

ownership  of  the  petitioner  in  the  property,  and, 
although  the  vessel  containing  it  was  wrecked 
upon  the  sands  of  Florida,  there  is  no  doubt  that 
the  value,  to  a  great  extent,  still  subsisted  in  that 
property.  It  was  not  lost  by  the  storms  of  the 
ocean,  nor  derelict,  nor  abandoned  by  the  pro- 

prietor. It  was,  therefore,  property.  Now,  the 
property  has  been  destroyed,  the  owner  has  lost 
it,  and  he  has  lost  it  without  fault  of  his  own.  It 
has  been  destroyed  by  officers  of  this  Government, 
and  the  question  is,  whether  it  has  been  destroyed 
in  such  manner  as  that  nobody  is  answerable  for 
it — for  there  may  be  cases  of  that  kind — or  whether 
it  has  been  destroyed  under  circumstances  which 

make  the  officers  giving  the  command  for  its  de- 
struction answerable,  and  rendering  them  alone 

answerable;  for  there  may  be  cases  of  that  sort. 
And  then,  again,  it  may  be  a  case  in  which  the 

Government  itself  is  answerable  to  the  owner  and 

loser  of  the  property.  I  say  nothing,  sir,  now,  of 
the  proved  value  of  this  property.  The  committee 
were  judges  of  that,  and  in  that  respect,  Congress 
judging  for  itself,  and  nobody  being  able  to  control 
its  judgment  in  its  own  case,  there  is  no  great  fear 
of  an  over- valuation. 

Now,  sir;  I  wish  merely  to  state  my  own  opin- 
ion upon  cases  of  this  sort,  in  order  that  I  may  let 

every  one  understand  what  governs  my  vote  in  this 
case-  I  do  not  think  that  there  can  be  any  such 
definite  and  mathematical  rules  laid  down  in  these 

cases  as  may  be  desired.  There  are'eertain  known, 
acknowledged  qualifications,  which  must  accom-fl 

pany  almost  every  proposition  of  public  law  an- 
nounced in  regard  to  such  cases.  I  take  the  true 

doctrine  to  be  this:  that,  if  it  be  clear  and  manifest 
that  the  property  would  have  been  seized  by  the 
enemy,  at  any  rate,  if  it  had  not  been  destroyed, 
then  neither  the  officer  nor  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  is  answerable.  If  it  be  plain  to 
common  apprehension,  and  to  the  satisfaction  of 
every  intelligent  and  candid  mind,  that  the  enemy 
would  have  seized  the  property,  if  neither  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  nor  its  .officers 

had  destroyed  it,  then  neither  the  Government  nor 
its  officers  are  answerable. 

In  the  second  place,  I  think,  sir,  the  rule  to  be 
as  applicable  to  this  case,  that  if  it  be  now  doubtful 
whether  the  enemy  would  have  been  able  to  seize 
the  property  or  not,  if  it  had  not  been  destroyed, 
and  yet,  if  it  appear  that  the  officer  destroying  the 

property  acted  honestly  and  fairly,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  discreetly  in  making  such 

destruction,  then  the  Government  ought  to  indem- 
nify the  owner;  and,  upon  the  whole,  that  is  the 

judgment  I  have  come  to  upon  this  case. 
Further,  sir,  I  think  that,  if  the  officer  was 

plainly  acting  unnecessarily  in  destroying  the 

property' — wantonly,  recklessly — in  such  case,  he 
could  not  justify  himself  as  acting  under  his  public 

authority,  nor  would  the  Government  be  respon- 
sible for  hi3  act.  It  would,  in  that  case,  stand  on 

the  ground  of  private  or  individual  trespass.  If 
the  officer  acted  under  the  pretence  of  authority, 
and  not  in  the  honest  and  discreet  performance  of 

his  public  duty,  for  such  an  act  he  would  be  an- 
swerable personally,  and  could  not  throw- the  re- 

sponsibility on  the  Government.  In  this  case,  I 
see  no  evidence  whatever  that  the  officers,  in  order- 

ing this  destruction,  acted  in  bad  faith,  wantonly, 

recklessly.  I  believe  they  did  all, -and  no  more  than 
all,  that  they  supposed  to  be  their  duty;  and  yet 
it  now  appears,  I  think,  by  no  means  clear  that  the 
property  would  have  been  seized  by  the  enemy,  if 
the  officers  of  our  own  Government  had  not  de- 

stroyed it.  Therefore,  the  inference  is,  that  the 
property  has  been  lost,  not  by  the  imminent  pressure 
of  war,  or  presence  of  the  enemy,  or  a  flagrant 
danger  growing  out  of  the  action  of  the  enemy,  but 
from  the  exercise  of  an  authority  on  the  part  of 

the  officers  of  the  United  States  fairly  and  dis- 
creetly exercised,  but  which,  as  it  turned  out,  was 

not  clearly  necessary  in  order  to  prevent  the  seizure 
of  the  property  by  the  enemy. 
Now,  sir,  if  these  propositions  be  true,  the  only 

question  is,  whether  the  officers  in  this  case  acted 
discreetly,  honestly,  in  good  faith.  The  honorable 
member  before  me,  from  Wisconsin,  [Mr.  Walk- 

er,] would  recommend  that  a  suit  be  brought 
against  the  officer,  for  the  damages  could  then  be 
better  ascertained,  and  then  indemnity  might  be 

awarded  by  Congress.  I  would  ask  the  honorable 
member  what  would  be  the  progress  of  such  a 
prosecution  ?  Suppose  the  owner  of  this  property 

brought -his  action  for  trespass  against  Commo- 
dore Dallas — although  Commodore  Dallas  was  the 

superior  officers  and  his  inferior  officers  destroyed 
this  brig  in  his  absence,  yet  he  approved  of  it,  if  I 
understand  the  case:  suppose,  then,  the  petitioner 
in  this  case  had  brought  his  suit  against  Commo- 

dore Dallas,  and  the  Commodore  had  justified  what 
he  did,  showing  that  he  did  it  as  a  public  officer, 
under  a  public  authority,  and  in  the  discreet  and 
conscientious  exercise  of  that  public  authority: 
so  far,  that  is  a  bar,  I  may  be  allowed  to  say, 
against  any  recovery  against  him;  because,  for 
acts  honestly  done  in  the  exercise  of  a  public  au- 

thority, public  agents  are  not  answerable. 
Well,  then,  suppose  that  justification  should  be 

met  by  the  allegation,  "  What  you  say  is  not  true. 
You  were  not  acting  in  the  faithful  and  discreet 
exercise  of  public  authority.  You  were  acting 
wantonly,  recklessly.  All  that  you  say  about 
public  authority  is  pretence.  It  was  a  malicious 

act;  and  that  we  have  found  to  be  the  fact."  And 
suppose  that  upon  that  issue  the  petitioner  here — 
the  plaintiff  in  such  a  supposed  case — should  re- 

cover a  verdict  of  damages  against  the  officer. 
Then,  of  course,  the  officer  could  not  come  here 
for  any  indemnity.  The  case  would  show  upon 
its  face  that  he  was  entitled  to  no  indemnity.  The 
case  would  show  that  it  was  his  own  unauthorized, 
individual,  private  act,  and  not  an  act  in  proper 
pursuance  of  delegated  public  authority. 
Now,  I  think  that  all  these  qualifications  belong 

to  these  cases,  and,  as  I  have  said,  no  very  plain 
and  strict  mathematical  lines  can  be  drawn.  I 

think  that  all  the  propositions  must  take  with  them 
the  qualifications  which  I  have  mentioned.  For 
one,  as  I  see  not  the  least  reason  in  this  case  to 
impute  a  want  of  good  faith  and  honest  purpose 
to  respectable  officers  who  caused  the  destruction 
of  this  lead;  and  as,  on  the  other  hand,  I  do  not 

see  clearly  that  the  property  must,  in  all  rational 
understanding,  fall  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy  if 
it  had  not  been  destroyed,  then  I  think  it  is  a  case 

of  the  destruction  of  an  individual's  property  by 
officers  acting  fairly  and  honestly,  who  ought  not 
to  be  responsible  themselves,  yet  a  case  in  which 

the  individual  ought  not  to  suffer;  and  that,  there- 
fore, it  is  a  case  for  the  indemnification  of  this  in- 

dividual which  this  bill  proposes. 
Mr.  KING.  Mr.  President,  this  question  has 

been  discussed  at  very  great  length,  and  the  gen- 
eral principles  which  ought  to  regulate  our  action 

upon  such  matters  have  been  viewed  in  very  dif- 
ferent lights.  Senators  have  taken  very  different 

views  of  this  subject.  It  is  not  my  purpose  to 

enter  at  all  into  the  examination  of  the  merits  of 

the  bill.  I  have  only  to  say  that  the  Government 
is  not  in  the  habit  of  paying  for  property  destroyed 
as  this  was  destroyed,  until  the  whole  matter  has 
been  officially  investigated. 

If  the  destruction  of  this  property  by  an  officer 

in  the  service  of  the  United  States  was  not  abso- 

lutely a  wanton  act,  if  it  was  done  in  the  consci- 
entious discharge  of  his  duty,  the  Government 

then,  if  a  judgment  be  obtained  against  him  by 

the  claimant,  may  pay  the  amount.  Yes,  sir, 
even  on  the  northwestern  frontier,  during  the  late 

war  with  Great  Britain,  as  the  honorable  Senator 

from  Massachusetts  [Mr.  Webster]  will  well 

recollect,  where  persons  in  league  with  the  enemy 

attempted   to   furnish  them   with   supplies  were 
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arrested  by  officers  of  the  United  States,  and  these 
supplies  seized  and  destroyed,  and  the  officers 
were  prosecuted  by  the  losers,  the  Government 
assumed  the  payment  of  the  amount.  There  was 
the  case  of  General  Hamilton,  which  I  distinctly 
remember,  and  many  others.  In  all  those  cases, 
when  Congress  believed  that  the  officer  discharged 
his  duty  properly  and  in  good  faith,  and  believed 
the  supplies  were  actually  going  to  the  enemy,  the 
Government  assumed  the  payment  of  the  claim. 
If  necessary,  I  could  refer  the  honorable  Senator 
to  many  other  cases,  for  I  had  some  interest  in  the 
subject  at  the  time,  and  the  facts  were  strongly 
impressed  upon  my  memory. 

But,  sir,  as  I  have  said,  1  am  not  going  to  enter 
into  the  merits  of  this  case.  Whether  in  this  par- 

ticular case  the  property  was  destroyed  for  the 
purpose  of  preventing  it  from  falling  into  the  hands 

of  the  enemy  or  not,  I  shall'not  now  stop  to  argue. 
I  look,  sir,  at  the  case  precisely  as  it  was  presented. 
In  the  year  1835  this  vessel  was  stranded  on  the 
coast  of  Florida.  The  individuals  who  owned  her, 

in'order  to  save  as  much  of  the  property  as  possi- 
ble, carried  her  into  Key  West  for  the  purpose  of 

discharging  her  cargo.  The  vessel  lay  there  on 
the  breakers  till  the  year  1836,  and  in  that  year 
she  was  burnt  by  an  officer  of  the  United  States. 
In  1838,  two  years  after  she  was  burnt,  this  indi- 

vidual petitioned  the  judge  having  jurisdiction  in 
that  district  to  take  testimony  in  regard  to  the 
property  thus  destroyed.  That  testimony  was 
taken  by  order  of  the  judge,  and  the  testimony  is 
just  as  full  as  might  have  been  anticipated  under 
such  circumstances.  One  seaman,  who  says  he 

was  on  board  the  ship,  among  other  things  de- 
clares there  were  twenty  water  casks  on  board. 

Another  seaman  says  there  were  thirty  water 
casks.  Another  seaman  states  in  evidence  that 
it  was  said  that  there  were  six  tons  of  lead  on 

board  the  ship.  "  It  was  said!"  Well,  sir,  when 
they  come  to  value  this  property — the  vessel  lay 
there  from  1835  to  1836 — two  years  after  it  was 
burnt,  they  valued  not  only  the  lead,  but  they  val- 

ued the  ballast  in  the  ship.  "  Six  tons  of  lead  !" The  evidence  that  there  were  six  tons  of  lead  on 

board  the  siiip  rests  upon  the  simple  declaration  of 
an  individual  that  "it  was  said" — what?  That 
there  were  six  tons  of  lead  on  board  ?  No,  sir. 

"That  there  was  a  good  deal  of  lead  on  board." 
Another  says  there  were  six  tons  of  kentledge, 
which  means  nothing  but  ballast,  and  thirty  water 
casks.  One  seaman  swears  that  there  were  twelve 

water  casks.  This  vessel  lay  there  twelve  months 
exposed  to  the  waves  and  the  storms,  and  her  hull, 
sails,  and  rigging  are  valued  at  only  one  hundred 
and  seventy  dollars;  and  yet  her  ballast  is  valued 
at  one  hundred  dollars.  The  vessel  was  destroyed 
in  1836;  and  in  1838,  two  years  after,  the  testimony 
was  taken,  and  the  petition  presented  to  Congress, 
and  the  committee  has  reported  on  the  bill;  the  last 
reports  are  from  1846  up  to  this  time,  made  in  1846, 
1847,  and  1848.  Now,  I  would  ask  honorable 
Senators  if,  from  such  testimony  as  this,  so  vague 
and  uncertain,  they  can  be  induced  to  believe  that 
this  old  hull,  which  had  been  there  twelve  months, 
battered  upon  the  rocks,  could  be  worth  anything, 
even  in  case  it  could  be  removed? 

Without  reference,  therefore,  to  the  actual  value 
of  the  property,  or  its  being  destroyed  by  the 
officers  of  the  United  States,  1  will  submit  if  this 
statement  does  not,  on  its  very  face,  show  that  it 
is  extravagant  in  regard  to  certain  articles  charged 
in  the  schedule. 

•'  Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  regret  very  much  that  the 
Senator  from  Alabama  [Mr.  King]  had  not  ex- 

amined the  papers  in  this  case  previously,  and 
could  not  have  made  the  objections  he  has,  instead 
of  at  this  time,  just  as  the  case  is  about  being 
decided.  They  could  have  been  readily  explained. 
The  vessel  was  wrecked  in  the  latter  part  of  1835, 
or  early  in  1836;  the  petition  says,  I  believe,  the 
latter  part  of  1835.  She  was  burnt  in  the  spring, 
or  in  June  or  July,  1836,  I  am  not  certain.  The 
Senator  seems  to  think  it  singular  that  this  prop- 

erty was  allowed  to  lay  on  the  beach  several 
months.  It  is  not  at  all  strange;  it  was  not  perisR- 
able.  The  hull  was  not  expected  to  be  saved.  The 
anchors  and  chain  cables,  rigging,  lead,  iron,  &c, 
certainly  could  not  be  injured  if  left  there  unmo- 

lested for  a  much  longer  period.  The  cause  of  the 
delay  in  getting  out  the  lead  is  explained  in  the  papers 
filed.  It  is  not  a  novel  occurrence  with  respect  to 
wrecks  stranded  on  the  coast.  Tho«e  interested 

awafl  favorable   tides,  seasons,  times,  and  oppor- 

tunites  to  take  away  property  so  situated — some- 
times a  whole  season. 

But  the  Senator  says  the  proof  in  this  case  was 
not  taken  till  1838.  Some  of  it  was  obtained  as 
soon  after  the  vessel  was  burnt  as  was  practicable; 

and  in  1838,  when  Mr.  Baldwin  was  about  to  pe- 
tition Congress  for  relief,  he  applied  to#he  judge 

of  the  county  for  an  order  of  appraisement,  and  to 
take  evidence,  as  is  usual  in  such  cases  furnished 

for  other  purposes.  The  judge  selected  respect- 
able merchants,  who  did  appraise  the  property  as 

worth,  when  it  was  burnt  in  1836,  $1,200 — speci- 
fying the  items;  and  they  made  oath  of  it.  Their 

report  is  on  file.  But  the  Senator' says  the  depo- sitions are  of  the  sailors  of  the  brig,  and  that  they 
are  very  loose  and  contradictory.  I  do  not  think 

any  of  the  brig's  crew  were  examined.  I  notice 
the  names  of  citizens  there  who  are  witnesses,  and 
I  do  not  know  that  any  of  the  Spanish  sailors 
were  examined.  I  think  the  Senator  is  mistaken 
in  this. 

Mr.  KING,  (interposing.)  One  of  the  deposi- 
tions is  of  Peter  Scott,  who  swears  that  he  was  a 

seaman  on  board  the  brig  Gil  Bias.  I  read  from 
his  deposition. 
,  Mr.  WESTCOTT.  Well,  sir,  as  to  Peter  Scott, 
the  Senator  is,  I  am  satisfied,  right,  and  1  am 
wrong.  There  are  many  depositions,  some  taken 
before  the  appraisers,  and  several  since.  Among 

*the  first,  there  is  a  deposition  of  Mr.  Cooly.  My 
colleague,  I  presume,  will  recognize  that  as  the 
name  of  a  citizen  of  Florida,  a  federal  officer  there, 

formerly  keeper  of  a  light-house  on  the  coast  de- 
stroyed by  the  Indians.  He  is  no  seaman,  and 

there  are  others  who  may  be  seamen,  wrecking, 
or  following  the  water  on  the  coast;  but  this  Mr. 
Scott  is,  I  believe,  the  only  one  stated  to  be  of  the 
crew  of  the  brig,  and  I  had  not  noticed  that  fact 
before.  .  As  to  the  discrepancy  in  their  testimony, 

one  recollects  twenty,  one  twenty-four  or  twenty- 
five,  and  another  thirty  water-casks.  He  speaks 
of  about  five  tons  of  kentledge,  and  about  six  tons 

of  lead,  and  another  states  the  quantity  more  posi- 
tively. They  do  not,  I  think,  contradict  each 

other,  but  some  are  more  specific  than  others  are. 
The  lead  is  charged  in  the  appraisement  six  tons, 
at  $80  per  ton.  Nobody  will  say  that  is  a  high 
price  for  pig  lead,  even  in  our  northern  cities. 
There  are  five  tons  of  kentledge  or  pig  iron  ballast, 
appraised  at  $20  per  ton.  Is  this  an  extravagant 
price?  Is  this  charged,  as  the  Senator  from  Wis- 

consin [Mr.  Walker]  feared  this  property  was 
charged,  extravagantly,  arid  at  an  enhanced  price? 

No,  sir.-  In  1836,  or  1838,  or  now,  you  could  not 
get  pig  iron  in  any  part  of  the  United  States  for 
this  price  per  ton. 

9    Mr.  NILES.     Perhaps  you  could  get  it  for  such 

price  now. Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  suppose  its  cheapness 
now,  the  Senator  thinks,  is  owing  to  the  tariff  of 
1846.  If  so,  I  hope  the  fact  will  be  remembered 
when  the  tariff  of  1842  is  sought  to  bereviyed;  but, 
at  any  rate,  the  charge  is  reasonable.  And  as  to 
the  water-casks,  and  anchors,  and  chain-cables: 
There  are  thirty  casks,  valued  in  a  lump  at  $75;  if 
it  is  too  much,  reduce  it.  There  are  three  anchors, 

at  $25  each,  and  two  chain-cables  at  $150;  and  if 
they  are  charged  too  high,  dock  them.  I  have  no 
objection,  if  Senators  think  that  this  claimant,  after 
waiting  twelve  years  fqr  remuneration,  will  get  too 
much  to  be  allowed  $1,200,  without  interest,  to 
abate  all  that  any  one  may  deem  exorbitant.  Al- 

low for  only  twenty  water-casks,  and  reduce  the 
kentledge;  reduce  all  the  articles,  if  Senators  con- 

sider the  committee  should  riot  have  allowed 
them. 

Mr.  HALE.  Will  the  Senator  inform  me  if 

the  iron  cables  and  anchors  were  consumed  by 
fire?  and  if  not,  what  became  of  them? 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  I  do' not  know  exactly 
and  precisely  what  became  of  the  articles  as  to 
which  the  Senator  so  anxiously  inquires  if  they 
were  burnt.  I  do  not  suppose  the  effects  of  fire  on 
iron  is  very  different  down  South  from  its  effects 
at  the  North.  I  think,  but.  am  not  certain,  that  it 
is  quite  probable  that  when  this  vessel  was  burnt, 
the  anchors  and  cables,  being  of  Iron,  did  not  float 
off,  but  sunk  to  the  bottom,  and  became  covered 
with  the  sand  in  a  very  few  days. 

Mr.  HALE.     Were  they  irreclaimable? 

Mr.  -WESTCOTT.  If  the  Senator  had  any 
knowledge  of  the  manner  in  which  the  sea  serves 
property  wrecked  on  the  Florida  reef,  he  would 
be  satisfied  on  this  score.     Until  burnt  or  broken 

to  pieces  by  a  gale,  the  hull  of  the  vessel  stranded 
upon  the  beach  might  remain  for  months  without 
injury;  but  orice  broken  up,  all  articles  that  do  not 
float  sink,  and  are  soon  covered  with  the  quick- 

sands, and  all  trace  of  them  is  lost.  Why,  sir,  if 
it  were  otherwise,  and  the  honorable  Senator  could 

tell  where  several  Spanish -galleons,  laden  with 
gold  and  silver  from  Mexico,  which  were  wrecked 
on  our  coast  some  century  ago,  could  be  found,  he 
could  make  a  greater  fortune  in  getting  the  gold 
out  of  them  that  he  could  by  going  a  gold  hunting 
in  California. 

No  amendment  being  submitted,  the  bill  was 
reported  to  the  Senate;  when,  the  question  being 
upon  ordering  the  bill  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading — 

Mr.  HALE  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 
were  ordered. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  and  decided  as 
follows — Yeas  22,  nays  23: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Benton^  Berrien,  Bradbury,  Butler, 
Clarke,  Clayton,  Dayton,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of 
Iowa,  Downs,  Foote,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Maryland,  John- 

son of  Louisiana,  Johnson  of  Georgia,  Jones,  Mason,  Niles, 

Rusk,  Webster,  Westcott,  and  Yulee— 22. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bell,  Breese, 

Blight,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dick- 
inson, Dix,  Felch,  Fitzpatrick,  Hale,  Hamlin,  King,  Met- 
calfe, Phelps,  Spruance,  Sturgeon,  Turney,  Underwood, 

Upham,  and  Walker— 23. So  the  bill  was  rejected;  and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Tuesday,  January  2,  1849. 

The  Journal  of  Friday  was  read  and  approved. 

Another  member  appeared  to-day,  and  took  his 
seat,  viz:  From  the  State  of  New  York,  Mr.  Wil- 

liam Collins. 
REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  CONGER,  from  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, to  whom  was  referred  the  resolution  in  rela- 
tion to  binding  the  reports  of  Lieutenant  Emory, 

Lieutenant  Abert,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Cook,  and 

the  journal  of  Captain  Johnson,  as  also  the  print- 
ing and  binding  of  the  memoir  of  Lieutenant  Col- 
onel Fremont,  reported  the  following  resolution, 

which  was  read  and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  report  of  Lieutenant  Emory,  Lieuten- 

ant Abert,  Lieutenant  Colonel  Cook,  and  the  journal  of 
Captain  Johnson,  respectively,  be  bound  together  in  one 
volume,  and  that  the  Committee  on  Accounts  be  authorized 
to  contract  for  the  binding  of  the  same,  in  good  and  durable 
form. 

Mr.  HENLEY,  from  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing, to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  from  the 

Treasurer  of  the  United  States,  transmitting  copies 
of  his  accounts  of  receipts  and  disbursements  of 
the  Post  Office  Department  for  the  year  ending 
30th  June,  1848,  made  a  report  thereon  adverse  to 
the  printing  of  said  document;  which  report  was 
laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  HEJNLEY,  from  the  same  committee,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 

the  18th  of  December  last,  instructing  said  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  printing 

twenty  thousand  extra  copies  of  Colonel  Fremont's last  report  to  the  Senate,  with  the  accompanying 

maps,  and  of  having  the  same  bound  up  with  the 
report  of  Colonel  Abert,  already  ordered  to  be 

printed  by  the  House,  reported  the  following  reso- 
lution; which  was  read,  and  agreed  to  by  the 

House: 
Resolved,  That  twenty  thousand  extra  copies  of  Colonel 

Fremont's  last  report  to  the  Senate,  without  the  appendix, 

be  printed. Mr.  VINTON,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  reported  bills  of  the  following  titles: 

A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  payment  of 
revolutionary  and  other  pensions  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1850. 

A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  payment  of 
navy  pensions  for  the  year  ending  30th  June, 

1850. 
A  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  naval  ser- 

vice for  the  year  ending  30th  June,  1850;  which 
bills  were  severally  read  twice,  and  committed  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the  state 

of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 

Ordered,  That  the  said  bills  be  made  the  special  order  of 

the  day  for  the  4lh  day  of  January,  and  so  to  cont'i»ue (Fridays  and  Saturdays  excepted)  until  disposed  of. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  VINTON, 

drdercd,  That  the.  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  be 
discharged  from  the  further  consideration  of  the  letter  from 
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the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  respecting  an  appropriation 
for  erroneous  surveys  of  land  in  Louisiana,  and  lhat  the 
same  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Indiana,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Elections,  to  whom  was  referred  the 

question  of  the  right  of  Henry  H.  Sibley  to  his 
seat  as  a  Delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Wiscon- 

sin, submitted  a  report  thereon,  accompanied  by  the 
following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  Henry  H.  Sibley  be  admitted  to  a  seat  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  of  Representatives  as  a  Delegate  from 

the  Territory  of  Wisconsin.  ' 
Which  report  and  resolution  were  laid  on  the 

table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Notices  of  motions  for  leave  to  introduce  bills 

and  a  joint  resolution,  were  given  under  the  114th 
rule,  as  follows: 

By  Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland:  A  bill  for  the 
relief  of  the  legal  representatives  of  Uri  Emmons. 

By  Mr.  FLOURNOY:  A  bill  to  retrocede  to  the 
State  of  Maryland  all  that  portion  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  not  occupied  by  the  public  buildings 
and  public  grounds. 

By  Mr,  PHELPS:  A  bill  granting  to  the  State 
of  Missouri  the  right  of  way  for  making  a  railroad 
irom  Lexington,  on -the  Missouri  river,  to  Ohio 
City,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  river,  in  said  State. 

By  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana:  A  joint  resolution 

to  repeal  a  joint  resolution  entitled  a  "Joint  Reso- 
lution directing  the  manner  of  procuring  the  print- 

ing for  the  two  Houses  of  Congress,"  approved 
August  3d  ,1846: 

A  message,  in  writing,  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  by  J.  Knox  Walk- 

er, his  Private  Secretary,  which  was  delivered  at 
the  Speaker's  table. 

APPROPRIATIONS  FOR  DEFICIENCIES. 

The  SPEAKER  announced  as  the  next  business 

in  order,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  supply 
deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the  service  of 
the  fiscal  year  ending  the  30th  June,  1849,  reported 
from  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  on  the 
state  of  the  Union  on  Thursday  last  with  sundry 
amendments. 

.  The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
said  bill,  the  question  being  on  agreeing  to  the 
amendments. 

The  first  and  second  amendments  were  read,  and 
agreed  to,  viz: 

For  the  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to  the  sur- 
plus fund,)  being  the  purchase  of  agricultural  implements, 

cattle,  mechanics'  tools,  for  the  Ottawas  and  Chippewas, 
stipulated  iu  the  fourth  clause  of  the  fourth  article  of  the 
treaty  of  28th  March,  1836,  $5,406  47. 

For  payment  of  services  of  blacksmith  and  striker,  of  the 
Choctaws,  rendered  after  the  treaty  provision  had  expired 
by-limitation,  and  before  he  was  notified  thereof;  and  for 
coal  furnished  the  shop  during  the  same  time,  $156  98. 

The  third  amendment  being  read,  viz: 
For  tile  expenses  of  an  agent  in  taking  the  census  of  the 

North  Carolina  Cherokees,  under  the  4th  section  of  the  act 
of  29th  July,  1848,  $400. 

Mr.  CLINGMAN  said  he  had  examined  the 

report  made  by  the  agent  who  was  employed  to 
take  the  census.  He  (Mr.  C.)  was  of  opinion  that 
this  sum  of  $400  was  not  sufficient  to  pay  his 
expenses.  He  had  had  occasion  to  witness  (the 
manner  in  whjch  the  agent  had  discharged  his  du- 

ties. It  was  quite  a  troublesome  office.  The  agent 
had  to  ride  some  three  or  four  hundred  miles 

through  the  mountains  to  hunt  up  the  Indians. 
Hejiad  also  some  other  expenses  for  the  pay  of 

interpreters,  &c.  In  his  (Mr.  C  's)  opinion,  $550 would  not  be  too  much.  He  moved  to  amend  the 

amendment  by  increasing  the  amount  from  $400 
to  $550,  and  by  providing  that  the  sum  should  be 
paid  to  John  C.  Mullay,  the  person  employed  for 
the  service. 

The  question  being  put —  , 
The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  agreed 

to.  - 
The  said  third  amendment,  as  amended,  was 

then  agreed  to. 
The  fourth,  fifth,  and  sixth  amendments  were 

severally  read  and  agreed  to,  viz: 
For  continuing  the  collecting  and  digesjing  of  such  statis- 

tics and  materials  as  may  illustrate  the  history,  ihe  present 
condition,  and  future  prospects  of  the  Indian  tribes  of  the 
United  States,  $5,000. 

For  reappropriation  of  this  sum,  (carried  to  the  surplus 
fund,)  for  pay,  subsistence,  and  clothing  of  the  company  of 
s;Vppers  and  miners  and  pontoniers,  and  for  carrying  out  the 
other  purposes  of  the  act  of  May  15,  1846,  $23,259  40. 

To  enable  the  Clerk  of  the  House  to  furnish  to  members 
of  the  House  the  books  authorised  by  the  resolution  of  the 
7th  August,  1848,  $78,000. 

The  7th  amendment  was  then  read  as  follows:  ' 
For  copying  abstracts  from  old  sea  journals  for  the  "  wind 

and  current  charts, :'  and  for  payment  of  duties  on  books, 
maps,  and  instruments  imported  for  the  use  of  the  navy, 
$4,000.  And  from  and  alter  the  30lh  June  next,  all  books, 
maps,  charts,  mathematical  instruments,  philosophical  ap- 

paratus, and  all  other  articles  whatever,  imported  for  the  use 
of  the  United  States,  shall  be  imported  free  of  duty,  anything 
in  the  act  of  July  30, 1846,  entitled  "  An  act  reducing  the  duty 
on  imports,  and  for  other  purposes/-1  to  the  contrary  notwith- standing. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  amend  the  same,  by 

inserting  after  the  word  "  mathematical,"  the  word 
nautical;  which  amendment  to  the  amendment  was 

agreed  to;  and 
The  amendment  as  amended  was  then  agreed  to. 

The  eighth,  ninth,  and'tenth  amendments,  were then  severally  read  and  agreed  to,  viz: 
For  salary  of  the  seerelary  to  sign  patents  for  public  lands, 

$1,500. 

To  pay  two  messengers  in  the  Pension  Ofnee,  m  addition 
to  those  now  employed,  at  the  rate  of  $400  each  per  annum, 
for  the  last  two  quarters  of  the  current  fiscal  year,  $400. 

For  furnishing  sixteen  rooms  in  the  new  building  occu- 
pied by  the  Pension  Office,  at  an  average  of  $100  per  room, 

lor  carpets,  matting,  desks,  tables,  shelves,  book-cases, 
chairs,  and  other  necessary  articles,  $1,GU0. 

The  11th  amendment  was  then  read,  viz: 
At  the  end  of  line  57,  in  the  printed  bill,  insert, 

"  inclyding  the  compensation  of  a  clerk  to  the  Ser- 
geant-at-arms,  at  the  rate  of  four  dollars  per  day, 
during  the  present  session:  Provided,  That  hereaf- 

ter there  shall  not  be  allowed  a  messenger  in  the 

office  of  the  Sergeant-at-arms;"  when — 
Mr.  VINTOJN  moved  to  amend  the  amendment, 

by  striking  out  the  proviso. 
Mr.  ROOT  called  for  a  separate  vote  upon  the 

amendment  relative  to  the  clerk  for  the  Sergeant- 
at-arms  of  the  House. 

Mr.  VINTON  asked  for  a  division  of  the  amend- 

ment, so  as  to  vote  upon  the  appropriation  inde- 
pendent of  the  proviso. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  amendment  could  not 

be  divided.  The  gentleman,  however,  might  move 
to  strike  out  the  proviso,  and  that  motion  would 
first  bring  up  the  question  of  the  proviso. 

Mr.  VlNf  ON  accordingly  moved  to  amend  the 
amendment  by  striking  out  the  proviso. 
1  Pie  said  he  would  simply  state  that  there  had 
formerly  been  an  assistant  doorkeeper,  who  was 
one  of  the  regular  officers  of  this  House.  Some 

years  ago — he  believed  at  the  death  of  the  assistant 
doorkeeper — that  office  was  discontinued,  and  this 
messenger  substituted  in  Ins  place#.  The  proposi- 

tion, if  he  understood  it  aright,  was  now  to  dis- 
continue the  messenger,  on  the  ground  that  it  was 

not  necessary  to  continue  that  officer  if  they  per- 
mitted a  clerk  to  keep  the  accounts  of.  the  House. 

It  appeared  to  him  that  there  should  be  a  messenger 
or  an  assistant  doorkeeper,  or  some  officer  of  that, 
sort,  to  the  Doorkeeper  of  the  House;  so  that,  in 
case  of  his  sickness  or  disability,  or  what  was 
more,  in  case  of  his  discharging  any  duties  so  that 
he  could  not  be  here,  they  would  have  somebody 
to  take  his  place. 
Now,  as  to  the  accounts  of  the  Plouse,  though 

he  had  never  looked  into  them,  he  took  it  for 
granted  that  in  theory  the  disbursements  were 
made  and  the  accounts  were  kept  by  the  Speaker. 

He  belie'Ved  the  moneys  were  drawn  by  the  Speak- 
er, and  were  paid  out  and  accounted  for  by  him. 

Now,  every  gentleman  must  know  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  Speaker  of  this  House  to  keep  the 

accounts  of  two  hundred  and  thirty  members.  He 
presumed  there  were  some  thirty  or  forty  checks 
drawn  every  day.  There  should  be  some  officer, 
therefore,  to  keer>  these  accounts.  He  did  not 
know,  but  instead  of  devolving  that  duty  upon  the 

Sergeant-at-arms,  instead  of  having  this  clerk  or 
assistant  of  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  he  did  not  know 
but  it  would  be  better  and  more  appropriate — it 
struck  him  it  would  be  more  appropriate  to  give 
the  Speaker  of  this  House  a  clerk,  and  make  it  the 
duty  of  that  clerk  to  keep  the  accounts  of  the 
Speaker  and  of  the  House.  This  was  what  this 
clerk  now  did.  He  supposed  that  the  clerk  kept  the 
accounts  of  the  Speaker,  the  accounts  of  all  drafts 

drawn  by  the  Speaker,  and  that  the  members  re- 
lied on  him.  He  (Mr.  V.)  knew  that  on  sojne 

occasions  he  had  kept  no  accounts  for  himself, 
having  relied  entirely  upon  the  clerk.  He  took  it 
for  granted,  also,  that  this  messenger  was  every 
day  under  the  necessity  of  going  to  the  Treasury 
Department  or  to  the  banker  with  his  check  to 
draw  the  money,  which  necessarily  consumedjone 
or  two  hours.  Now,  it  was  impossible  for  the 

Speaker,  the  Doorkeeper,  or  the  Sergeant-at-arms, 

to  discharge  this  duty;  the  Sergeant-at-arms  could 
not  leave  the  House  to  go  during  banking  hours 
to  perform  that  service.  He  thought,  therefore, 
that  it  would  be  better  to  permit  this  assistant  mes- 

senger to  remain  as  he  was.  He  did  not  think  this 
House  had  too  much  machinery,  or  that  there  were 
too  many  officers  connected  with  it. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  said  he  was  very  glad 
that  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  had  made  the  motion 
to  strike  out  the  proviso.  He  himself  had  intended 
to  make  that  motion  if  it  had  not  been  made  by 
some  other  gentleman.  The  gentleman  from  Mis- 

sissippi [Mi-.Brown]  had,  the  other  day,  made  the 
inquiry,  whether  the  Sergeant  -a  t-arms  had  ever 
had  a  clerk  previous  to  this  Congress?  He  (Mr. 
S.)  did  not  know  that  a  clerk  had  been  authorized 
previous  to  this  Congress;  but  he  knew  that,  du- 

ring the  last  Congress,  and  the  preceding  Congress, 
there  were  very  frequent  complaints  made  on  the 
part  of  members  of  the  House,  of  errors  of  the 
Sergeant-at-arms;  not  that  there  were  any  defect 
in  the  efficiency  or  in  the  integrity  of  the  Sergeant- 
at-arms;  but  in  consequence  of  his  not  being  au- 

thorized to  employ  a  clerk,  he  was  not  able  to~keep the  accounts  so  accurately  as  he  otherwise  would 
have  done.  He  knew  that  those  complaints  had 
been  frequently  made,  and,  in  several  instances, 
that  there  had  been  a  difference  of  opinion  between 
members  of  the  House  and  the  Sergeant-at-arms, 
as  to  the  state  of  their  accounts.  The  accounts 
had  then  been  kept  by  the  Sergeant-at-arms  with 
the  assistance  of  his  messenger — a  part  of  the  time 
the  messenger  was  keeping  the  books,  a  part  of 
the  time  he  was  absent  getting  the  money;  and  by 
this  division  of  his  labors,  the  accounts  were  not 
properly  attended  to.  He  knew  that  there  had 
been  complaints  on  the  part  of  the  Speaker,  on  the 
part  of  members,  and  on  the  part  of  the  Sergeant- 
at-arms. 

Now,  to  obviate  these  difficulties,  the  Sergeant- 
at-arms  should  employ  both  a  clerk  and  a  messen- 

ger. Gentlemen  talked  about  economy;  he  (Mr. 
S.)  desired  to  see  as  rigid  economy  as  anybody, 
but  they  might  carry  their  notions  of  economy  too 
far — so  far  as  not  to  allow  the  necessary  means  for 
the  proper  discharge  of  the  duties  connected  with 
the  House.  The  entire  amount  of  per  diem  and 
mileage  during  a  long  session  would  perhaps 
amount  to  nearly  a  million  of  dollars,  and  in  a 
short  session  to  a  half  million;  or,  in  both  sessions, 
to  a  million.  He  asked,  was  it  unreasonable  to 
allow  an  officer  having  these  labors  to  perform, 
having  all  the  responsibility  growing  out  of  the 
disbursement  of  these  sums  of  money,  one  clerk  to 
keep  the  books,  and  one  messenger  to  get  the 
money  and  distribute  it  among  the  members? 
They  could  not  expect  that  these  duties  would  be 
properly  performed  at  a  less  expense.  .  Suppose 
they  deprived  him  of  a  messenger:  how,  then,  was 
the  duty  to  be  performed?  Would  they  expect 
the  Sergeant-at-arms  every  day — (for  this  duty 
was  performed  daily) — would  they  require  their 
Sergeant-at-arms  every  day  to  leave  his  post  in  the 
House,  and  go  to  the  banking-house  and  obtain 
the  money  for  memfbers?  That  was  no  part  of 

the  duty  of  the  Sergeaiit-at-arms. 
Mr.  BROWN,  of  Mississippi,  wished  to  ask 

the  gentleman  this  question:  He  understood  that 

the  proposition  was  to  give  the  Sergeant-at-arms  a 
clerk,  in  addition  to  the  messenger;  so  that  he 
would  have  a  messenger  to  bring  the  money  and 
distribute  it,  and  a  clerk  to  perform  the  duty  of 
keeping  the  books;  what,  then,  he  wished  to 
know,  would  be  the  duty  of  the  Sergeant-at- arms  ? 

Mr.  SMITH  replied,  that  the  duty  of  the  Ser- 
geant-at-arms was  neither  to  get  the  money  and 

distribute  it,  nor  to  keep  the  accounts;  but  it  was  to 

be  in  attendance  upon  the  House;  to  execute  it's process;  to  be  here  every  moment  during  the  daily 
sessions;  to  be  ready  to  preserve  order,  upon  the 
requisition  of  the  presiding  officer,  whenever  it 
should  become  necessary,  and  he  (Mr.  S.)  had 
seen  times  upon  this  floor  when  the  interposition 
of  the  Sergeant-at-arms  was  indispensable  to  pre- 

serve order  and  prevent  bloodshed.  The  Sergeant- 
at-arms  should  be  at  his  post  within  the  Hall  every 
moment  of  time  during  their  sessions.  The  idea 
that  the  Sergeant-at-arms  was  to  be  employed  as  a 
messenger,  getting  the  money  and  distributing  it, 
was  a  contracted  and  mistaken  idea;  the  office 
ought  not  so  to  be  degraded.  That  was  a  duty 
which  should  be  performed  by  the  messenger; 

and  the  duty  of  keeping  the  books  was  one  that 
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should  be  performed  by  the  clerk.  It  was  impos- 
sible for  the  presiding  officer,  upon  whom  the  re- 

sponsibility rested,  to  keep  the  accounts;  they 

ought,  in  justice  to  the  Speaker,  to  permit  the  Ser- 
geant-at-arms  to  employ  a  clerk,  who  should  be 
an  efficient,  intelligent  man,  who  would  have  the 
time  and  the  ability  correctly  to  keep  the  accounts, 

and  to  prevent  errors.  He  was  in  favor  of  em- 
plying  both  officers. 

Mr.  ROOT  said,  the  simple  question  before  the 

House  was,  whether  the  Sergeant-at-arms  should 
have  more  than  one  assistant:  that  was  all  there 

was  of  it.  Well;  up  to  the  last  session  of  Con- 
gress this  officer  never  had  had  but  one  assistant; 

and  during  the  greater  part  of  the  last  Congress  he 
had  had  no  assistant  at  all.  But  now  they  were 
told  about  the  wonderful  responsibility  of  this 
officer — the  great  amount  of  moneys  which  passed 
through  his  hands.  Was  it  necessary,  because  a 
man  disbursed  a  large  amount  of  money,  and  got  a 
good  large  salary,  to  keep  up  the  respectability  of 
his  office  by  giving  him  two  assistants?  Now^as 
to  the  amount  of  his  duties,  he  (Mr.  R.)  ventured 
to  say  there  was  not  a  teller  or  a  clerk  in  a  bank 
that  did  not  do  more  than  all  these  three  persons 
had  to  do,  and  who  would  not  be  glad  to  exchange 

places  with  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  and  do  his  ar- 
duous duties  and  those  of  all  his  assistants. 

[A  voice:  But  this  officer  prevents  bloodshed.] 
No,  he  don't,  (said  Mr.  R.)  [A  laugh.] 
Let  the  Sergeant-at-arms  (continued  Mr.  R.) 

have  a  messenger,  if  it  was  necessary,  to  help  him 
to  disburse  the  moneys  of  the  House,  and  let  him 

be  a  book-keeper  himself.  If  he  was  a  book- 
keeper, let  him  keep  the  accounts;  and  if  he  did 

not  know  how,  let  the  messenger  do  it  for  him; 

and  if  he  (the  Sergeant-at-arms)  or  any  of  his 
friends  thought  there  was  any  incongruity  in  a 
messenger  doing  this,  let  them  call  him  a  clerk. 

The  gentleman  from  Indiana  [Mr.  C.  B.  Smith] 

had  said,  Don't  degrade  the  office.  He  (Mr.  R.) 
never  thought  it  was  a  particularly  degrading  office 
to  go  after  money,  particularly  when  you  had  a 
prospect  of  getting  it.     [A  laugh.] 

It  had  been  said,  too,  thmt  it  would  take  the  mes- 
senger an  hour  or  two  daily  to  go  after  the  money; 

but  could  he  not  go  in  the  morning  before  they 
commenced  their  session  ?  They  commenced  now 

at  twelve  o'clock;  the  bank  opened  at  nine;  he 
would  then  have  three  hours;  by  and  by  they  would 
commence  at  eleven,  then  he  could  have  two  hours; 
and  when  they  met  as  early  as  ten,  he  could  then 
have  one  hour  to  get  it  before  the  meeting  of  the 

House.  Except  the  "degradation"  of  going  up  to 
Corcoran  and  Riggs's,  and  getting  the  money  and 
bringing  it  to  the  House,  he  did  not  see  that  there 
was  any  incompatibility  between  the  office  of  the 
Sergeant-at-arms  and  the  performance,  with  the 

assistance' of  a  messenger,  of  all  the  duties  which 
belonged,  to  the  office. 

He  did  not  wish  to  argue  the  proposition.  He 
thought  it  would  succeed.  When  it  was  first  made, 
it  found  but  few  friends  in  the  House;  but  there 
had  been  constant  managing  and  pressing,  and  he 
supposed  it  would  now  carry»  All  he  asked  was, 
that  he  might  have  the  opportunity  to  record  his 
vote;  he  therefore  demanded  the  yeas  and  nays. 

Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Pennsylvania,  said  that 

the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Root]  had  re- 
marked that  every  member  understood  the  propo- 

sition before  the  House.  For  his  own  part,  he 

(Mr.  T.)  was  in  favor  of  giving  to  the  Sergeant- 
at-arms  such  a  number  of  officers  as  .might  be  ne- 

cessary to  enable  him  to  discharge  satisfactorily 
and  efficiently  the  duties  of  his  office.  It  was  a 
singular  anomaly  to  impose  the  duties  of  a  fiscal 
officer  upon  a  man  who  was  merely  a  bailiff  or  a 
peace  officer.  The  Sergeant-at-arms  should  have 
assistants  enough  about  him  to  be  enabled  to  per- 

form the  duties  of  the  office  without  embarrass- 
ment. 

Having  announced  his  intention  to  vote  in  favor 
of  the  proposition,  he  would,  with  a  view  to  put 
an  end  to  the  discussion,  move  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  previous  question, 
if  seconded,  would  cut  off  all  additional  amend- 

ments to  the  bill. 
Mr.  THOMPSON  said,  in  that  event  he  would 

prefer  not  to  move  the  previous  question,  and 
would  withdraw  the  motion.  He  hoped  that  the 
vote  would  be  taken  on  the  pending  proposition. 

Mr.  VINTON.  The  previous  question,  as  I 
understand  it,  will  leave  all  the  amendments  which 

have  been  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  as  well  as  the 
amendment  that  is  pending,  to  be  voted  upon.? 

The  SPEAKER  said  such  would  be  the  effect 

of  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  VINTON.    Then  I  move  it. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  demand 
which  had  been  submitted  by  Mr.  Root  for  the 
yeas  and  nays  on  striking  out  the  proviso;  and 

they  were  ordered. 
Mr.  C.  J.  1NGERSOLL  asked  for  the  reading 

of  the  proviso,  and  it  was  again  read. 

The  question,  "Shall  the  proviso  be  stricken 
out?"  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirma- 

tive— yeas  94,  nays  79,  as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Belcher,  Blackmar,  Blanchard, 

Botts,  Boydon,  Bridges,  Charles  Brown,  Butier,  Oanby, 
Chapman,  Clapp,  Ciingman,  Collins,  Cranston,  Crowell, 
Dickey,  Dixon,  Embree,  Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans, 
Farrelly,  Fisher,  Gayie,  Gentry,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Hale, 
James  G.  Hampton,  .Harris,  Henry,  George  S.  Houston, 
John  XV.  Houston,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll, 
Joseph  B.  Ingeisoll,  lrvin,  Iverson,  Jameson,  Robert  W. 
Johnson,  John  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kellogg,  Lahin,  La 
Sere,  Levin,  Lincoln,  McOlemand,  Horace  Mann,  Marvin, 
Morehead,  Morse,  Newell,  Outlaw,  Palfrey,  Pettit,  Phelps, 

Piisbury,  Bollock,  Putnam,  Julius  Kockvvell,  John  A.  Bock- 
well,  Roman,  Rose,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Scheuck,  Sherrill, 
Silvester,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Robert  Smith,  Truman  Smith, 
Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strohm,  Strong,  Taylor,. Thibodeaux, 
James  Thompson,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tomp- 

kins, Tuck,  Turner,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton,  Warren,  Went- 
worth,  White,  Wick,  Wiley,  and  Williams — 94. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Bamriger,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Bingham, 

Boeock,  Boyd,  William  G.  Brown,  Albert  G.  Brawn, 
Buckner,  Burt,  Cathcart,  Chase,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Wil- 

liamson R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Crozier,  Darling, 
Dickinson,  Dunn,  Faran,  Featherston,  Fickjin,  Flouruoy, 
French,  Fulton,  Gaines.  Gbggiri,  Green,  Greeley,  Willard 
P.  Hall,  Haminons,  Henley,  Hill,  Hilhaid,  Elias  B.  Holmes, 
Hubbard,  Inge,  Jenkins,  Andrew  Johitson,  G.  XV.  Jones, 
Kennon,  Daniel  P.King,  Sidney  Lawrence,  Leffler,  Ligon, 
Lord,  Lumpkin,  McKay,  McLane,  Job  Mann,  Meade,  Mil- 

ler, Morris,  Mullin,  Peaslee,  Petrie,  Peyton,  Preston,  Rich- 
ardson, Biehey,  Robinson,  Rockhill,  Root,  Sawyer,  Shep- 

perd,  Simpson,  Smart,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Stephens, 
Thomas,  John  B.Thompson,  Robert  A.  Thompson,  Toombs, 

Venable,  Wallace,  Wilson,  and  Woodward — 79. 

So  the  proviso  was  stricken  out. 
The  question  then  recurred  on  agreeing  to  the 

amendment  reported  from  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  as  thus  amended, 
and  which  made  provision  for  the  appointment  of 

a  clerk  to  the  Sergeant-at-arms,  at  the  rate  of  com- 
pensation of  four  dollars  per  day  during  the  pres- 

ent session. 
Mr.  F1CKLIN  asked  the  yeas  and  nays;  which 

were  ordered,  and,  being  taken,  were — yeas  89, 

nays  72. 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Belcher,  Blackmar, 

Blanchaid,  Botts,  Bridges,  Charles  Brown,  Butler,  Cabell, 
Canby,  Chapman,  Clapp,  Ciingman,  Crariiton,  Crowell, 
Dickey,  Dixon,  Dunn,  Edwards,  Embree,  Nathan  Evans, 

^'arreliy,  Fisher,  Fulton,  Games,  Gayle,  Gregory,  Grinnell, 
^iale,  Haminons,  Harris,  Henry,  John  W.  Houston,  Hud- 

son, Hunt,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  lrvin,  Iverson,  Jameson, 
Robert  W.  Johnson,  Kaufman,  Kellogg,  Lahm,  La  Sere, 
Leffier,  Levin,  Ligon,  Lincoln,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Mar 
vin,  Morehead,  Morse,  Murphy,  Outlaw,  Pallrey,  Pettit, 
Piisbury,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rock- 

well, Boman,  Rose,  Ruinsey,  St.  John,  Schenck,  Sherrill, 
Silvester,  Caleb  B.  Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Stephens,  Charles 
E.  Stuart,  Strong,  Taylor,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  Robert 
A.  Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Tompkins, 
Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Vinton.  Warren,  White,  Wick,  Wiley, 
and  Williams — 89. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Barringer,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Bingham, 

Boeock,  Boyd,  Boydon,  William  G.  Brown,  Albert  G. 
Brown,  Burt,  Cathcart,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Williamson  R. 
W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Collins,  Crozier,  Cummins, 
Darling,  Dickinson,  Alexander  Evans,  Faran,  Featherston, 
Ficklin,  Flournov,  French,  Goggin,  Gott,  Green,  Greeley, 
Willard  P.  Hall,  Henley,  Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  George  S. 
Houston,  Hubbard,  Inge,  Andrew  Johnson,  Geo.  W.Jones, 
Kennon,  Daniel  P.  King,  Sidney  .Lawrence,  Lord,  Lump- 

kin, McKay,  McLane,  Job  Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Morris, 
Peaslee,  Petrie,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Preston,  Richardson, 
Richey,  Robinson,  Rockhill,  Root,  Shepperd,  Simpson, 
Stanton,  Starkweather,  Thomas,  John  B.  Thompson, 
Toombs,  Venable,  Wallace,  Wentworth,  Wilson,  and 
Woodward— 72. 

So  the  amendment  as  amended  was  agreed  to. 

The  amendments  having  been  disposed  of — 
The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a 

third  time;  and, 

The  question  being  on  its  passage — 
Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  demanded  the  yeas 

and  nays. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered;  and  the 

question  being  taken — The  bill  was  passed. 

Mr.  VINTON  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  on 

the  passage;  and  on  his  motion,  that  motion  was laid  on  the  table. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  request  the  concurrence  of  the Senate  in  said  bill. 

BINDING  REPORTS. 

Mr.  McLANE  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  By1 
which  the  resolution  reported  from  the  Committee 

on  Printing,  providing  for  the  binding  of  the  re- 
ports of  Lieutenants  Emory,  Abert,  Cook,  and 

Captain  Johnson,  had  this  morning  been  passed. 
He  said  it  would  be  recollected  by  the  House, 

that  when  the  Committee  on  Printing  had,  some 

days  ago,  reported  a  resolution  for  the  binding  of 
these  reports,  the  House  had  determined  that  they 
should  be  divided  and  bound  in  two  volumes  in- 

stead of  one;  and  that  Lieutenant  Emory's  being 
about  the  size  of  the  others,  should  be  bound  so 
as  to  make  one  volume,  and  the  others  so  bound 
as  to  make  one  volume.  It  had  become  necessary 
to  reconsider  the  resolution,  to  pick  out  the  report 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Fremont,  which  had  been 

included  with  the  others  on  the  motion  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Pennsylvania,  [Mr.  Brown.]  After 

the  reconsideration  of  the  resolution,  it  had  been 

sent  back  to  the  Committee  on  Printing;  and  al- 
though there  had.  been  on  the  part  of  the  House 

a  very  general  manifestation  of  the  opinion  that 
they  should  be  bound  in  two  volumes,  the  report 
had  been  made  this  morning  from  the  Committee 
on  Printing,  providing  that  all  these  reports  should 
be  bound  together  in  one  volume.  He  now  moved 
to  reconsider  the  adoption  of  the  resolution,  with 
a  view  to  move  an  amendment  to  provide  thatthey 

should  make  two  volumes — the  report  of  Lieuten- 
ant Emory  to  constitute  one  volume,  and  the  reports 

of  Lieutenants  Cook  and  Abert,  and  the  journal 

of  Captain  Johnson  to  constitute  "another  volume; 
and  on-  that  motion,  he  demanded  the  previous 

question. 
Mr.  CONGER  appealed  to  the  gentleman  from 

Maryland  to  withdraw  his  demand  for  the  previous 

question. 
Mr.  McLANE  replied  that  he  felt  bound  to  in- 

sist upon  it,  as  this  day  had  been  set  apart  for  a 

special  order. Mr.  CONGER  begged  that  the  gentleman  from 
M/iryland  would  not  get  up  and  impugn  the  action 
of  the  Committee  on  Printing,  and  then  demand 

0,he  previous  question. 
Mr.  McLANE  withdrew  the  demand  on  condi- 

tion that  Mr.  Conger  would  renew  it. 

Mr.  CONGER  said  he  entirely  dissented  from 
the  explanation  which  had  been  given  by  the  gen- 

tleman from  Maryland,  of  the  purpose  for  which 

the  original  resolution  of  the  Committee  on  Print- 
ing had  been  rescinded,  viz:  that  it  was  to  with- 

draw Colonel  Fremont's  report  from  the  other 
reports,  as  they  had  been  ordered  to  be  bound. 
He  thought  there  was  nothing  in  the  history  of 
this  question  which  warranted  such  a  construction 
to  be  placed  upon  the  action  of  this  House.  The 
Committee  on  Printing  were  not  at  liberty  to  pre- 

sume what  had  been  the  motives  of  the  House  in 

moving  the  reconsideration,  but  they  had  as  good 
a  right  to  presume  th.at  the  House  intended  to  have 
the  reports  bound  together,  as     . 

Mr.  PETTIT  interposed,  and  wished  to. ask  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  a  question:  he  wanted 
to  know  how  many  pages  the  whole  work  bound 

together  would  make? 
Mr.  CONGER  replied,  six  hundred  and  four- 

teen pages  all  told — a  less  number  of  pages  than, 
was  contained  in  the  large  edition  of  the  Patent 
Office  report,  which  had  already  been  bound;  a 
less  number  of  pages  than  could  properly  be  divi- 

ded and  bound  in  two  volumes.  The  objection,  or 

at  least  the  ostensible  objection,  here  raised  to  bind- 
ing them  in  one  volume  was,  that  they  would 

make  too  large  a  document — that  they  would  fall 
to  pieces  in  being  sent  in  the  mail.  Now,  six  hun- 

dred and  fourteen  pages  coujd  be  bound  together 
in  a  substantial,  durable  form,  and  so  that  they 
would  remain  together  in  being  sent  through  the 

mail. 
But  the  real  purpose  for  which  the  reconsidera- 

tion was  attempted,  as  he  doubted  not,  was  that 
Lieutenant  Emory  had  a  little  pride  about  this 
matter;  that  he  desired  his  report  to  go  out  to  the 
country  alone;  to  have  the  full  credit  and  honor  of 
having  a  book  which  contained  the  results  of  his 
labors  bound  by  authority  of  this  House,  and  not 
connected  with,  or  attached  to,  the  report  of  any 
other  officer  of  the  Government.  He  asked,  would 
this  House,  if  they  believed  that  was  the  purpose 
of  the  motion  to  reconsider,  listen  to  it,  when  the 
several  documents  would  more  properly  be  bound 

together? 
Mr.  SCHENCK  inquired  of  the  gentleman  from 



1840. THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 
139 

New  York,  whether,  if  these  works  were  divided, 

the  second  would  not  be  an  extremely  small  vol- 
ume— scarcely  an  overgrown  pamphlet?  , 

Mr.  CONGER  (holding  up  a  book  in  his  hand, 

the  size  of  which  the  reporter,  from  the  glimpse 

he  obtained  of  it,  cannot  attempt  to  describe)  said 

this-was  the  size  of  Lieutenant  Emory's  report, 
as  bound  under  order  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  SCHENCK  said  it  was  on  his  suggestion 

at  the  last'  session,  that  the  journal  of  Captain 
Johnson  wasadtled  to  the  others.  He  had  thought 

that  the  reports  and  the  journal  made  by  these  offi- 
cers ought  to  go  in  connection  with  the  report  of 

Lieutenant  Emory,  as  constituting  the  whole  his- 

tory of  General  Kearny's  expedition,  and  he  was 
still  of  the  same  opinion. 

Mr.  CONGER  said  he  could  only  repeat  what 
he  had  said  a  few  days  since,  that  such  was  the 
view  which  was  taken  of  this  question  both  by  the 

•Committee  on  Printing  and  by  this  House,  when 
this  document  was  ordered  to  be  printed.  It  was 
the  view  also  which  was  taken  by  the  Committee 
on  Printing  at  this  time.  It  was  because  these 
several  reports  related  to  one  and  the  same  subject 
thsrt,  the  committee  and  this  House  had  ordered  the 

printing  of  this  document  as  one  and  an  entire  doc- 
ument. It  had  thus  been  printed,  and  the  reports 

of  Lieutenants  Abert  and  Cook,  and  the  journal  of 
Captain  Johnson,  which  he  held  in  his  hand,  and 
which  had  been  stitched  together  by  the  order  of 
the  Clerk  of  this  House,  commenced  at  page  420. 

He  renewed  the  demand  for  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  MURPHY  made  a  warm  appeal  to  his  col- 
league to  withdraw  the  demand;  but — 

Mr.  CONGER  declined,  stating  that  he  had 

pledged  himself  to  Mr.  McLane  to  make  the  mo- tion. 
Mr.  STEPHENS  mT>ved  to  lay  the  motion  to 

reconsider  on  the  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

CLAIMS  AGAINST  THE  UNITED  STATES. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecti- 
cut, the  House  resolved  itself  into  Committee  of 

the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  (Mr.  Burt, 
of  South  Carolina,  in  the  chair,)  on  the  bill  to 
provide  for  the  settlement  of  claims  against  the 
United  States, 

'  The  bill, having  been  read  through,  was  taken 
up  by  sections;  and  the  first  section  having  been 

read — 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  (who  was 

imperfectly  heard  throughout  his  remarks,)  said 
he  did  not  propose  to  occupy  any  great  length  of 
the  time  of  the  committee  in  relation  to  this  bill. 
It  would  be  obvious  to  every  gentleman  that  the 
duty  was  one  of  the  utmost  importance,  so  far  as 
the  claimants  were  concerned,  and  so  far  also  as 
the  country  was  concerned. 

After  adverting  to  the  amount  of  the  expenditures 
of  the  Government,  to  its  receipts,  and  to  the  large 
number  of  individuals  who  w*re  brought  directly 
in  contact  with  the  officers  of  the  Government, 

Mr.  R.  proceeded  to  refer  to  the  mode  in  which 

questions  of  this  character  arising  between  indi- 
viduals and  the  Government  were  adjudicated  in 

other  countries.  In  many  nations,  he  said,  resort 
was  had  to  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice.  As 
chairman  of  the  committee,  who,  at  the  last  ses- 

sion of  Congress,  had  reported  the  bill  now  under 
consideration,  he  had  endeavored  to  procure  some 
information  in  regard  to  the  course  of  other  nations 
concerning  claims  against  the  Government.  The 
information  was  obtained  through  the  medium  of 
letters  addressed  to  the  ministers  representing  the 

different  nations  of  Europe  at  the  seat  of  Gov- 
ernment in  this  city,  and  the  information  which 

had  been  obtained  was  embodied  to  some  extent, 
though  not  entirely,  in  the  report  which  had 
been  laid  on  the  tables  of  gentlemen.  It  appeared 
that  in  Russia,  Austria,  and  in  almost  all  the  Ger- 

man States  the  course  was  to  allow  the  Govern- 
ment to  be  suqfl,  the  same  as  an  individual  was  sued 

in  the  ordinary  courts  of  justice.  The  saree 
principle  existed  in  the  Netherlands  and  in  Bel- 

gium. Th^ere  was  also  a  mode  of  proceeding 
adopted  in  France  under  the  Royal  Government, 
which  allowed  proceedings  to  be  had  before  what 

was  called  the  Council  of  State;  and  these  pro- 
ceedings, although  not  absolutely  final  by  the 

law,  were  practically  so,  (Mr.  R.  was  understood 
to  say,)  in  nearly  all  cases,  because  of  the  few 
instances  in  which  the  decision  of  the  Council  was 
set  aside.     In  every  civilized  nation,  so  far  as  his 

experience  went,  there  was  some  tribunal  in  the 
nature  of  a  court  of  justice,  in  which  Governments 

allowed  themselves  tobe'sued,  or  proceedings  to  be 
taken  against  them. 

It  was  not  the  design  of  the  committee  to  recom- 
mend such  a  measure  in  relation  to  the  Government 

of  the  United  States,  from  the  fact  that  attempts  of 
that  kind  had  heretofore  been  made  without  suc- 

cess, and  because,  in  the  judgment  of  the  commit- 
tee, it  was  probably  not  the  best  mode  that  could 

be  adopted  at  this  time  with  reference,  at  all  events, 
to  a  great  variety  of  the  claims.  In  regard  to  the 
evils  which  resulted  from  the  present  system,  it 
was  scarcely  necessary  to  make  any  allusion  to 
them.  The  members  of  the  House  were  perfectly 
well  aware  of  their  character  and  extent.  Some 

facts,  however,  had  been  collected,  which  would 
show  very  clearly  that  the  present  system  was 
about  the  worst  that  could  be  devised.  A  report 
was  made  sorne  years  since  by  the  former  chairman 
of  the  Committee  on  Claims,  (Mr.  Whittlesey,  of 
Ohio,)  which  went  into  some  statistics  in  relation 
to  private  claims,  before  Congress,  for  the  22d,  23d, 

24th,  and  25th'Congresses.  The  present  commit- 
tee had  procured  from  the  Clerk  of  the  House  an 

accurate -statement  in  relation  to  private  claims  in 
the  26th,  27th,  28th,  and  29th  Congresses — making 
altogether  a  period  of  sixteen  years. 

One  of  the  most  serious  evils  connected  with  the 

system  arose  from  the  fact,  that  claimants  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  being  heard;  that  they  had  not 
an  opportunity  of  having  their  claims  acted  upon 
by  Congress.  It  appeared  from  the  statements 
referred  to,  that  the  following  is  the  number  of 

petitions  of  private  claimants  against  the  Govern- 
ment, within  the  period  named,  and  the  number  of 

petitions  of  this  character  which  were  not  reported 
on  at  -all: 

Private  petitions  presented.                1st  s ess.    2ri 'sess.  Total. 
22(1  Congress      2,176        617  2,81)3 

Not  reported  upon         514        300  814 
23d  Congress      1,902        943  2,845 

Not  reported  upon         649        496  1,145 
24th  Congress      1,999     1,162  3,161 
'   Not  reported  upon         653       469  3,122 
Total  presented    8,899 
Total  not-reported    3,0ol 
Private  petitions  presented  to  Houscof  Representatives  alone  : 

1  st  and  2d  sess.  extra.     3d  sess.  Total. 

25th  Congress      2,975      1,265"        4,240 Not  reported  upon      1,303        580        1,883 
1st  sess.    2d  sess.  Total. 

26th  Congress        2,625        964        3,589 
Not  reported  upon   ,    1,550        690        2,240 

1st  and  2d  sess.  extra.    3d  sess.  Total. 
27th  Congress      2,201     1,082        3.283 

Not  reported  upon         959        516     '   1,475 
1st  sess.  2d  sess.  Total. 

28th  Congress      1,747        961         2,708 
Not  reported  upon      1,038        697        1/735 

29th  Congress   -      1,922.     831         2,753 
Not  reported  upon         920        693        1^613 

Total  presented  House  of  Representatives  in  25th, 
26th,  27th,  28trT,  and  29th  Congresses        17,573 

Total  not  reported  upon  during  same  sessions           8,948 

It  thus  appeared  that  in  six  years  8,999  petitions 
were  presented  to  both  Houses  of  Congress  by 
private  claimants,  and  of  these  3,081  were  not  re- 

ported upon  at  all  by  any  committee;  a*id  that  in 
the  ten  succeeding  years  there  were  presented 
17,573  petitions  to  the  House  of  Representatives, 
and  8,948  were  not  reported  upon  by  any  commit- 

tee, being  more  than  half  the  number. 
But  this  was  not  the  worst  evil  resulting  from 

the  system.  As  regarded  those  claims  which  were 
passed,  every  gentleman  knew  that  they  were 

almost  all  passed  upon' those  days  devoted  to  pri- 
vate claims,  when  only  such  bills  were  acted  upon 

as  did  not  give  rise  to  debate.  The  bills  thus 

passed  were  generally  for  small  amounts — revolu- 
tionary pensions,  or  claims  of  that  description. 

Where  any  considerable  amount  was  involved, 
objections  were  interposed  in  almost  all  instances 
by  some  one  member,  whose  objection,  under  the 
rule,  was  fatal  to  action  upon  the  bill  for  that  day. 

These  claims,  therefore,  must  go  oveiy  and 'the 
consequence  was,  that  during  an  entire  session  of 
Congress,  probably  not  more  than  twelve,  fifteen, 
or  twenty  cases  that  gave  rise  to  debate  would  be 
reached,  even  if  the  ordinary  time  given  to  the 

consideration  of  private  bills  on  Fridays  and  Satur- 
days should  be  awarded  to  them.  The  result  of 

this  state  of  things  was,  that  there  were  claims 
upon  the  calendar  which  had  been  examined  by 
the  committee  of  which  he  was  a  member,  which 

had  been  before  the  Senate  or  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives for  a  space  of  fifteen  or  twenty  years. 

They  had  been  uniformly  reported  upon  favorably 
during  every  session  of  Congress;  had  sometimes 
been  acted  upon  by  one  House,  and  never  unfa- 

vorably by  either.  In  relation  to  these  claims,  no 
reasonable  or  valid  objection  existed;  and  yet, 
after  having  been  here  for  that  great  length  of  time, 
they  might  be  here  fifteen  years  longer  without 
being  heard  or  acted  upon. 

In  this  point  of  view  alone,  it  was  apparent  that 
there  was  not,  in  any  civilized  country  in  the 
world,  such  an  outrageous  system  as  exists  here. 
He  was  aware  that  it  would  be  urged  as  an  argu- 

ment by  many  gentlemen,  that  claims  unfounded 
and  fraudulent  were  presented  here.  Such  un- 

doubtedly was  the  fact;  but  that  was  no  reason 

why  those  claims  which  were  well-founded  and 
just  should  not  receive  the  prompt  consideration 
of  Congress. 

But  it  was  not  his  intention  to  dwell  upon  the 
evils  which  attached  to  the  present  system.  They 
were  well  known  and  understood  by  the  members 

'of  this  House.  The  .question  to  which  he  would 
now  direct  the  attention  of  the  committee  was, 
what  was  the  remedy?  Various  plans,  directed  to 
the  removal  or  mitigation  of  the  evil,  had  been 

proposed. 

Mr.  R.  adverted  briefly  to  the  several  plans 
which  had  been  hitherto  submitted  to  Congress, 
and  the  main  objection  to  which  had  been,  that, 
in  relation  to  claims  of  a  certain  limited  amount, 
the  decision  of  the  Board  of  Commissioners  was 
declared  to  be  final  as  against  the  Government, 
and  then  provision  was  made  for  the  payment  of 
the  award  of  the  commissioners,  without  reference 

to  Congress.  And  he  then  proceeded  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  committee  to  that  provision  of  the 

present  bill  which  required  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners^to  report  the  cases  for  the  final  action  of 
Congress.  Many  of  these  claims  were  such  as 
addressed  themselves  to  the  discretion  of  Con- 

gress— which  did  not  come  under  any  legal  or 

chancery  provision,  and  which  could  not  be  ad- 
dressed to  the  discretion  of  any  board  or  tribunal. 

He  did  not  very  well  see  how  such  a  provision 
could  be  dispensed  with;  though,  in  respect  to 
claims  of  a  strictly  legal  character,  some  provision 
might  possibly  be  introduced  referring  them  to  the 
courts  of  justice.  Perhaps  some  such  clause  might 

be  introduced,  which,  whilst  it  would  operate  bene- 
ficially to  the  claimants,  would  at  the  same  time 

protect,  the  Government.  Under  these  circumstan- 
ces, the  committee  had  come  to  the  conclusion, 

unanimously,  to  report  a  bill  which  should  not 

give  final  jurisdiction  to  the  Board  of  Commis- 
sioners, but  should  require  them  to  report  to  Con- 

gress. 

The  question  then  was,  what  was  the  Govern- 
ment and  what  were  the  claimants  to  gain  by  this 

cause?  In  his  judgment,  much.  He  had  already 
alluded  to  the  evils  which  existed  under  the  pres- 

ent system  as  respected  the  claimants.  The  evils 
existing  as  respected  the  Government  were  not  less 
serious  or  apparent. 

j  About  one-third  of  the  time  of  this  House  was 
^.consumed  during  the  sessions  of  Congress,  under 

;th'e  rules,  in  the  consideration  of  private  bills,  be- 
dsides the  time  consumed  in  receiving  reports  from 

^committees.  The  amount  involved  in  many  of 

'these  bilis  was  very  far  short  of  the  actual  expense 
of  the  session  of  the  House  for  one  day.  Indeed, 

it  was  no  unusual  thing  for  the  amount  appropri- 
ated by  a  bill  not  to  exceed  one-tenth  part  of  the 

expense  of  the  session.  Then  there  was  the  time 
consumed  by  the  members  in  committee,  and  the 

many  hours  and  days  which  were  devoted  to  this 
portion  of  the  business  of  Congress  fruitlessly.  It 
was  matter  of  wonder  to  him  that  committees  were 

found  willing  in  makingreports  upon  subjects  that 
were  never  reached,  and  that  had  been  reported 

upon  from  year  after  year,  perhaps  for  a  quarter  of 

a  century.  The  evil  existed  in  the-fact  that  these cases  could  not  be  acted  upon.  Gentlemen  seemed 
to  forget  that  Congress  was  acting  in  the  capacity 

of  a  court — sitting  as  judges  in  trial  cases — with 
the  responsibility  attaching  to  those  who  acted  in 
that  capacity.  Some  gentlemen,  it  was  said,  made 
it  a  rule  to  go  against  all  claims.  Equally  fairjt 
would  be  for  a  judge  to  make  a  rule  deciding 
against  all  defendants,  as  for  members  of  this 
House  to  decide  against  all  claimants. 

But  there  was  another  evil.  It  was,  that  oppor- 

tunity was  given  to  bring  in  claims  grossly  un- founded and  fraudulent.  No  member  could  have 

been  here  a  single  session  without  knowing  that 
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claims  of  this  description  sometimes  slipped  in, 
and  that  large  amounts  were  thus  taken  from  the 
public  treasury.  In  his  own  experience,  he  could 
refer  to  a  number  of  such  cases.  It  was  impossi- 

ble it  should  be  oiherwise;  because,  if  a  report 

should  be  presented  to  one  committee,  and  an  unfa- 
vorable report  should  be  made  on  a  claim,  its  name 

or  character  could  be  changed  in  some  form  or 
other,  and  in  that  way  it  could  not  be  recognized, 
except  by  means  of  great  vigilance  on  the  part  of 
those  whose  attention  might  be  directed  to  it.  So 
tltat  every  opportunity  existed  for  the  grossest 
fraud.  If  it  was  found  that  a  claim  was  not  acted 

upon  favorably  by  one  committee,  it  would  the 

next  time  be  brought  up  before  another,  (since- 
all  that  was  required,  under  the  rule,  was,  that  the 
member  should  hand  the  petition  to  the  Clerk,  with 
the  reference  endorsed  upon  it,)  and  in  that  way 

the  report  of  a  bill  might  be  obtained.  But -the 
testimony  in  favor  of  such  claims  was  uniformly 
ex  parte.  No  one  appeared  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  No  one  was  present  to  cross-ex- 

amine witnesses.  No  one  found  testimony  for  the 
Government,  and  under  these  circumstances,  the 

argument  was  necessarily  one-sided. 
The  course  proposed  by  the  present  bill  was 

this:  it  established  a  board  of  three  commissioners, 

who  were  to  hold  a  permanent  session  in  Wash- 
ington, with  a  salary  of  three  thousand  five  hun- 

dred dollars  a  year,  and  to   be  appointed   by  the 
President,  by  and  with  the  advice  and  consent  of 
the  Senate.     The  board  were  to  have  a  clerk  and 
an  assistant  clerk.     The  Solicitor  of  the  Treas- 

ury was  required  to  render  his  assistance,  so  far 
as  might   be   necessary.     The  district  judges  of 
the   different  States  were  required  to  take  testi- 

mony, except  in  the  few  cases  where  their  engage- 
ments were  such  that  they  could  not  attend  to  it, 

and  in  those  cases  a  commission  was  to  be  issued 
to  a  commissioner  of  the  United   States,  whose 
duty  it  should  be  to  execute  the  said  commission. 
In  all  cases,  opportunity  was  to  be  given  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  be  represented, 

and^.o  appear,  either  by  cross'- interrogatories  or 
by  its  district  attorney,  to  examine  witnesses,  and 

the  same  opportunity  is  to  be  allowed  to  the  claim- 
ant, in  cases  where  testimony  is  taken  on  behalf  of 

the  United  States.     The  testimony  thus  got,  was 
brought  before  the  board.  The  claimants  might  file 
written  arguments,  and  the  Government,  through 
its  officers,  might  do  the  same  thing.     After  going 
through   an  examination,  a  decision,  or  rather  a 
recommendation   was  made  to   Congress  by  the 

board;  and  it  was  made  their  duty,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  each  session,  and  periodically,  at 

subsequent  times,  to  accompany  their  reports  by 

bills.     The'committee  thought  that  the  commis- sioners would  embrace  in  one  bill  claims  similar 

in  their  character,  to  be  governed  by  a  certain  prin- 
ciple; as,  for  instance,  that  claims  relating  to  revo- 

lutionary pensions  should  be  put  in  one  bill,  and 
so  on.     So  that,  at  the  commencement  of  a  session, 

there  might  probably  be  ten  or  fifteen  bills,  em- 
bracing various  claims.     The  cases  would  thus  be 

put  into  such  a  shape  as  that   they  could  all  be 

acted  upon  by  Congress  during  the  session,  in' at 
least  one-third  of  the  time  that  was  now  occupied; 
since  many  cases,  governed  by  the  same  principle, 
might  be  decided  in  one  bill. 

It  was  also  provided,  that  in  case  action  should 
not  take  place  at  the  same  session  at  which  the  re- 

port should  be  made,  it  should  be  acted  upon  at 
the  next  session;  and  if  not  disposed  of  then,  that 
it  should  be  taken  up  at  the  subsequent  Congress, 
and  proceeded  with  in  the  same  manner  as  though 
it  had  been  finally  acted  upon  at  the  session  when 

presented.  The  committee  thought,  that  by  adopt- 
ing this  course,  the  final  decision  of  Congress, 

either  in  admission  or  rejection  of  the  claims, 
might  certainly  be  obtained. 

Some  provision  was  requisite  in  relation  to 
claims  upon  which  adverse  reports  were  made. 
The  provision  of  the  bill  was,  that  claims  referred 
to  the  commissioners,  and  by  them  adversely  re- 

ported upon,  should  be  reported  to  the  House  in 
which  they  originated;  and  if  Congress  should 
cpnfirm  the  decision  of  the  board,  then  the  com- 

missioners should  not  be  required  again  to  consider 
these  claims,  except  on  such  grounds  as  would  be 
good  grounds  for  relief  in  law  or  equity. 
The  course  proposed  for  the  presentation  of  the 

claims  was,  that  so  soon  as  the  petitions  should  have 
been  presented ,  the  Clerk  of  the  House  or  Secretary 
of  the  Senate  should  pass  them  over  to  the  Board  of 

Commissioners,  that,  they  might  beaded  upon;  that 

during  the  recess  any  person  or  -corporate  body 
having  such  a  claim  might  file  it;  and  that  when  so 
filed,  the  same  course  should  be  pursued  as  if  the 
petitions  had  been  regularly  presented  to  Congress. 

There 'were  pans  of  the  bill,  he  was  aware, 
which,  in  this  hasty  explanation  of  its  provisions, 
he  had  overlooked.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 

obviate  the  objections  which  had  been  made  to 
other  bills,  and  at  the  same  time  secure  the  intelli- 

gent and  prompt  action  of  Congress  upon  these 
claims  which  were  brought  forward;  that  it  would 
procure  something  like  justice  to  claimants  so  far 
as  it  could  be  obtained  before  any  tribunal  what- 

ever; and  that,  at  the  same  time,  it  would  protect  the 
Government  to  the  amount  of  thousands  and  tens 
of  thousands  of  dollars  every  year. 

Having  thus  briefly  explained  the  objects  and 
purposes  of  the  bill,  he  would  not  further  tax  the 
attention  of  the  committee. 

Mr.  J.  R.  1NGERSOLL  said  that  there  would 

probably  be  little  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 

propriety  of  legislation  on  the  subject  now  be- 
fore the  committee.  Whether  the  object  would 

probably  be  reached  by  the  measure  proposed, 
is  a  question  by  no  means  free  from  doubt.  The 
Committee  on  Claims,  in  whose  investigations  and 
experience  the  plan  had  originated,  is  entitled,  for 
many  reasons,  to  confidence.  Every  effort,  it  is 
to  be  presumed,  has  been  made  by  the  committee 
to  give  consistency  to  a  contemplated  reform. 
It  was  to  that  committee  that  most  of  the  private 
claims  were  habitually  referred;  by  them  they 
were  examined  and  reported  on,  and  under  their 
guidance  they  were,  if  at  all,  conducted  through  the 
House.  They  were  fully  competent  to  judge  of 
the  defects  of  the  present  system,  inasmuch  as  they 
had  constant  occasion  to  mourn  over  them,  and 

they  now  present  a  scheme  by  which  those  defects 
are  to  be  remedied  or  supplied.  It  was  to  be  feared 

that  the  evil  had  not  been  completely  met.  Con- 
ceding to  the  authors  of  the  bill  all  the  advantages 

of  experience  in  existing  errors,  it  might  be,  and 
perhaps  was,  that  the  remedy,  if  at  all  better  than 
the  disease,  was  not  calculated  to  effect  anything 
like  a  radical  cure. 

The  aim  of  the  proposed  plan  seems  to  be  to 

accelerate,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  the  move- 
ments of  Congress  in  relation  to  a  very  large  class 

of  cases.  These  cases  are  now,  after  passing  an 
ordeal  in  the  committee-room,  placed  upon  the 
calendar,  and  in  the  course  of  time  may,  if  they 

are  fortunate  enough  to  be  among  the  early  re- 
ported ones,  get  to  a  vote.  The  progress  is  slow, 

the  impediments  are  numerous,  and  the  perils 
great.  From  these  difficulties,  which  are  so  bad 
as  to  be  intolerable,  it  is  proposed  to  clear  the  way 
of  claimants  by  instituting  a  board  that  shall  hear 
and  decide,  and  then,  after  an  indefinite,  although 
not  perhaps  infinite  delay,  or  delay  without  end, 
the  cases  are  to  be  brought  to  Congress  back  again, 
or  for  the  first  time,  it  matters  not  which,  to  un- 

dergo exactly  the  same  delays  and  dangers  to 
which  they  are  exposed  agreeably  to  existing 

usage.  It  is  not  quite  obvious  how  even  expedi- 
tion is  to  t>e  promoted  by  leaving  procrastination 

to  do  all  its  work  as  it  does  now,  after  interposing 
another  tribunal  in  addition,  though  the  speed  of 

the  wind  maybe  in  its  limbs'! That,  however,  is  not  the  principal  objection. 
If  accelerated  velocity  be  attained,  there  are  yet,  at 
first  blush,  fatal  errprs  in  the  plan.  You  will  have 
still  the  same  unsatisfactory  tribunal  to  adjudicate 
your  cases  that  you  are  dissatisfied  with  now,  and 
are  endeavoring  to  get  rid  of.  It  recurs  with  no 

substantial  change,  having  only  the  doubtful  ad- 
vantage in  preliminary  of  the  judgment  of  a  board 

of  strangers,  instead  of  the  report  of  a  board  of 
fellow-members.  The  numerous  representatives 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States  are  the  court  of 
appeals  which  is  to  determine  in  the  last  resort. 
Is  it  not  well  known  that  while  a  majority  of  voices 
make  the  decree,  a  very  small  minority  of  minds 
are  brought  to  bear  upon  the  subject?  Now  and 

then  a  claim  of  peculiar  interest  may  arise  involv- 
ing some  popular  or  exciting  topic,  or  connected 

with  matter  that  happens  to  be  familiar  to  every- 
body. Not  one  case  in  a  hundred  is  of  that  de- 

scription. Even  that  one  is  often  decided  by  the 
influence  of  preconceived  notions,  or  what  would 
be  called  leading  principles,  rather  tftan  by  means 
of  a  careful  and  conscientious  study  of  essential 
details.  Members  are  otherwise  occupied:  they 
have  not  been  aware  of  the  prominence  of  the  case 

on  the  calendar,,  and  are  taken  by  surprise  by  its 
sudden  approach;  or  they  are  willing  to  adopt  iKe 
sentiments  of  perchance  a  majority,  and  per- 

chance a  minority  of  the  committee  from  which 
reports  have  been  made,  or  they  do  not  understand 
it,  and  therefore  vote  against  it,  or  they  are  favor- 

ably disposed  towards  particular  classes  of  claim- 
ants, and  therefore  they  vote  for  it.  In  any  and 

all  of  these  cases  it  is  perfectly  certain  that  there 
is  a  judicial  sentence,  without  any  actual  or  pre- 

tended exercise  of  the  judicial  mind.'  No  parallel 
is  to  be  found  anywhere  to  this.  Every  court  of  ' 
justice  in  Christendom  professes  to  hear  as  well  as 
to  decide.  It  assumes  a  virtue,  though  it  has  it 
not.  Even  the  judge  of  the  infernal  regions,  though 

he  may  first  punish,  yet  at  some-  stage  of  the  pro- 
ceeding, late  as  i^.  may  be,  hears.  A  large  pro- 

portion of  this  tribunal  will  not  hoar  at  all.  It  is 

a  reproach  to  the  name  of  justice  to  call  that  judg-  • ment  which  is  none. 

Where  is  the  harm  in  submitting  the  claims  to 
final  determination  before  a  proper  board?  It  will 
have  the  advantage  of  permanency,  reflection, 

knowledge  of  all  its  business,  and  entire  responsi- 
bility. The  accounting  officei-3  of  the  treasury 

already  decide  cases  without,  number  and  of  count- 
less value,  growing  out  of  official  duties,  under 

every  department  of  the  Government.  Those  are 
all  claims  upon  the  Government,  and  there  is  war- 

rant in  existing  'law  for  acting  upon  them.  The 
decrees  so  made  are  final.  A  certificate  of  the 

balance  created  by  them  is  sufficient  for  an  ap- 
propriation, which  is  always  the  consequence  of 

them.  Claims  upon  individuals,  on  the  other 
hand,  are  the  proper  subjects  of  investigation 
before  courts  of  justice,  and  they  are  determined 
before  such  tribunals  finally.  Men  are  but  men. 
The  ermined  judge  holds  his  high  office  under 

pledges  of  responsibility  *not  essentially  different 
from  those  which  would  be  given  by  the  mem- 

bers of  a  board  of  claims.  Both  are  alike  appoint- 
ed for  their  fitness  and  integrity.  The  judges  have 

more  learning  in  the  law.  The  commissioners  (if 
such  be  the  name)  might  have  more  familiarity 

with  the  arithmetic  of  claims  upon  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  nature  of  the  cases  to  be  decided, 

and  the  practice  of  Government  agents  in  making 

or  avoiding  equitable  liabilities  for  the  Govern- 
ment. Yet  here  is  a  whole  volume  of  proper  ob- 

jects of  investigation,  with  nobody  to  investigate 

and  pass  upon  them.  A  blank  is  left  in  the  pro- 
visions of  remedial  justice,  which  can  be  readily 

fillecl.  Express  liabilities  are  settled  by  the  ac- 
counting officers  already.  Implied  liabilities,  which 

are  exactly  as  just,  as -binding,  as  well  entitled  to 
be  paid,  are  left  either  absolutely  without  remedy, 
or  with  a  remedy  so  uncertain  and  precarious  that 
it  does  not  deserve  the  name. 

Mr.  DUER  said  he  approved  very  heartily  of 
the  general  objects  sought  by  this  bill,  and  likewise, 
from  the  cursory  examination  which  he  had  been 
able  to  give,  of  most  of  its  particular  provisions. 
There  were  some  matters  of  detail,  however,  in 

which  it  appeared  to  him  improvement  might  be 
made. 

With  respect  to  the  general  objects  sought  by 
this  bill,  he  might  say,  in  the  first  place,  jhat  it  was 
demanded  of  this  Government,  not  only  on  the 

ground  of  which  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  J.  A.  Rockwell]  had  spoken, 
of  justice  to  private  claimants,  many  of  whom  had 
been  deprived  year  after  year  of  what  was  justly 
due  to  them;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  was  infinitely 
important  to  this  Government;  for  if  just  claims 
had  not  been  paid,  there  were  claims  which  never 
would  have  passed  a  board  of  commissioners 
which  had  been  paid.  He  believed,  therefore,  it  was 
calculated  to  do  justice  to  those  to  whom  justice 
had  not  been  done,  and  also  to  protect  the  Govern- 

ment by  preventing  unfounded  claims  from  pass- 

ing. 

As  had  been  said  by  gentlemen  who  had  prece- 
ded him,  this  House  and  the  other  fiouse  of  Con- 

gress, the  judges  of  these  claims,  paid  very  little 
attention.  Gentlemen  here  voted  in  classes;  it  was 

found  absolutely  impossible  for  all  gentlemen  to  ex- 
amine thoroughly  every  claim;  therefore,  some  took 

the  report  of  the  committee  and  voted  for  every 
claim ,  unless  it  was  made  perfectly  clear  that  it  ought 
not  to  pass;  while  others  took  the  opposite  ground, 

and,  disregarding  the  report  of  thecommittee,  voted 
against  every  claim  which  was  not  proved  on  the 
floor  of  the  House  to  be  clearly  just.  Now,  these 
were  results  which  were  unavoidable;  for  it  was 
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absolutely  impossible  for  gentlemen,  with  all  the 
other  duties  which  devolved  upon  them,  thoroughly 
to  examine  every  cltfim  which  was  presented  to 
Congress.  Another  consideration:  as  our  Govern- 

ment increased  in  territory,  population, and  wealth, 
these  claims  would  constantly  accumulate.  They 
never  died,  for  if  they  were  defeated  they  would 
come  back  to  Congress  year  after  year  for  fifty 

years.  Without  meaning  to  say  anything  deroga- 
tory to  this  or  any  other  House,  but  speaking  of 

men  as  they  were,  and  of  human  nature  as  it  was, 
he  said  that  in  process  of  time  a  state  of  things 
might  exist  dangerous  to  the  purity  and  integrity 
of  this  House. 

For  these  and  for  other  reasons  he  was  in  favor 

of  the  principles  sought  lo  be  established  by  this  bill. 
But  there  were  some  guards  which  might  be 

adopted  which  were  not  in  this  bill.  He  thought 

first,  that  the  rules  to  govern  this  board  of  com- 
missioners should  be  defined.  Pie  did  not  think 

that  these  commissioners  should  consider  every 
case  where  a  man  might  claim  anything  from  the 
Government.  It  struck  him  that  this  rule  should 
be  laid  dowfT:  that  no  claim  should  be  heard, 
unless  first  it  was  based  upon  ground  of  claim  in 
law  and  equity  that  would  be  allowed^by  a  court, 
if  an  individual  were  in  the  place  of  the  Govern- 

ment; or,  secondly,  unless  it  was  such  a  claim  as 
it  had  been  the  practice  of  this  and  other  govern- 

ments to  allow.  It  seemed  to  him  that  these  two 

classes  embraced  every  claim  which  the  commis- 
sioners ought  to  be  called  upon  to  hear.  If  there 

were  any  other  claims,  they  must  be  those  in 
which  men  made  demands  upon  the  Government 
as  a  matter  of  favor,  not  of  right.  Well,  if  they 
were  even  granted  by  the  Government,  (and  he  did 
not  say  that  there  were  not  cases  in  which  they 
should  be  granted,)  let  the  individuals  come  to 
Congress,  and  come  to  Congress  with  the  avowal 
that  they  had  no  claim  either  in  law  or  in  equity. 

He  thought,  likewise,  there  should,  be  a  statute 
of  limitations.  He  thought,  when  ten  years  had 
elapsed  since  the  claim  accrued,  and  no  petition 
had  been  presented  to  Congress,  that  should.be  a 
bar.  The  Government  wanted  that  bar  as  much 

for  itself  as  in  cases  of  individuals.  Why  not?  It 
wanted  it  much  more;  and  the  limitation  of  ten 
years  appeared  to  him  very  liberal. 

Another  consideration:  Where  a  claim  had 

been  preferred  to  Congress,  and  rejected  by  both 
branches,  it  should  be  a  bar.  He  would  not  say 
that  a  rejection  by  one  House,  or  that  adverse  re- 

ports in^both  Houses  even,  should  bar  the  claim; 
but  where  it  had  been  rejected  in  one  House  one 
year,  and  in  the  other  another  year,  it  should  be 
barred. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  interposed 
and  stated,  that  the  bill  made  a  provision  of  this 
character.  It  provided  that  where  claims  were 
rejected  by  this  commission,  and  their  action  was 
sanctioned  by  Congress,  it  should  be  a  bar. 

Mr.  DUER  said  he  proposed  not  only  that  the 
adverse  report  of  the  commissiont  but  that  the  ad- 

verse action  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  pre- 
viously had,  should  bar  these  claims.  He  would 

not  burden  this  commission  with  the  accumulation 

.of  claims  which  had  been  rejected  by  both  Houses 
of  Congress  for  fifty  or  sixty  years.  This  rejection 
should  be  considered  a  bar.  Some  injustice  might 
be  clone,  (entire  justice  could  not  be  done  in  any 
case,)  but  he  thought  this  rule  should  prevail. 

He  would  likewise  suggest  now,  that  he  did  not 
see  the  propriety  of  the  14th  section,  with  respect 
to  rejected  claims.  He  could  not  agree  with  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  that  the  report  of  the 
commission  ought  to  be  binding  upon  Congress. 
He  was  afraid,  if  this  provision  was  insisted  upon, 
this  bill  would  not  be  likely  to  pass.  He  himself 
should  be  adverse  to  such  a  measure,  in  claims 
involving  perhaps  a  million  of  dollars;  nor  did  he 
see  how  it  could  practically  be  enforced;  for  he 
supposed  the  claim  could  not  be  paid,  except 
by  appropriation  of  this  House,  and  gentlemen 
must  judge  for  themselves  whether  they  would 
vote  the  appropriation.  He  did  not  see,  then,  how 

__the  report  of  the  commission  could  be  binding 

'upon  Congress.  But  he  supposed  Congress,  unless there  were  some  strong  objection,  would  usually 
pass  those  claims  which  had  been  passed  by  the 
commissioners.  He  did  not,  however,  see  why 
those  claims,  which  were  rejected  by  the  board 
should  come  before  Congress.  It  seemed  to  him 
it  would  be  placing  upon  Congress  the  same  bur- 

den which  they  had  now.     Why  should  not  the 

same  rule  prevail  as  prevailed  in  cases  between 
individuals?  Why  should  not  the  decision  of  the 
board,  if  adverse,  be  final?  If  there  was  any  good 

ground  for  "re-hearing,  which  would  apply  in  the 
courts  of  law,  let  the  claimants  come  to  Congress. 

There  was  another  suggestion  which  he  would 
make;  that  was,  whether  the  business  of  these 
claims  was  not  one,  as  respected  the  interests  of 
this  Government,  that  should  require  all  the  time 
and  attention  of  an  officer.  He  thought  a  special 
officer  should  be  constituted,  whose  business  it 
should  be  to  represent  the  Government,  and  attend 
to  this  business-before  the  board  of  commissioners. 
The  bill  provided  for  the  petitions  being  pre- 

sented to  Congress.  Why  not  let  the  claimant 
apply  directly  to  the  commissioners?  There  was 
no  necessity  which  he  could  perceive  for  the 
claimants  coming  to  Congress.  He  would  have 
no  man  come  to  Congress,  unless  he  came  avow- 

edly with  a  claim  which  was  not  founded  in  law 
or  in  equity.  He  would  put  the  claimant  in  that 
position;  he  should  make  that  admission  when  he 
came  to  Congress. 

He  had  thought  proper  to  make  these  sugges- 
tions, and  he  would  remark,  that  it  was  a  matter 

of  importance  that  this  bill  should  be  thoroughly 
considered.  If  there  was  any  desire  to  engage  in 
general  debate  on  the  merits  of  the  bifj,  it  might 
as  well  go  on  now  as  at  any  time;  but  he  suggest- 

ed that  before  taking  up  the  bill  to  act  upon  it, 
section  by  section,  the  committee  should  rise,  and 
report  progress,  in  order  to  give  a  general  oppor- 

tunity for  gentlemen  to  examine  the  particular 
provisions  of  this  bill. 

Mr.  MULLIN  said,  it  had  become  pretty  obvi- 
ous, he  apprehended,  that  if  private  business  was 

to  remain  to  be  adjusted  hereafter  as  it  had  been 
heretofore,  it  would  amount  in  a  short  time  virtu- 

ally to  an  absolute  denial  of  justice  to  claimants. 
There  were  now  on  the  calendar  some  four  or  five 

hundred  claims,  and  no  man  would  pretend  that 
one-fifth  of  that  number  could  be  disposed  of  by 
the  present  Congress.  What  was  true  of  this 
Congress  would  be  true  of  the  next,  and  would 
continue  to  be  true  of  every  Succeeding  Congress, 
so  long  as  private  business  was  attempted  to  be 
disposed  of  in  this  way.  Upon  principles  of  jus- 

tice, therefore,  it  was  due  to  their  fellow-citizens 
who  had  claims  upon  the  Government,  that  they 
should  devise  some  plan  by  which  these  claims 
could  be  more  speedily  adjusted.  Why,  the  hon- 

orable gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  assured 
them  that  there  were  claims  upon  their  calendar 

to-day,  which  had  been  presented  here  year  after 
year  for  fifteen  or  twenty  years.  Upon  these  the 
interest  for  the  time  during  which  the  claimant 
had  lain  out  of  his  money  amounted  to  more  than 
the  original  claim  itself. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  (in  his  seat.)  And  the  Gov- 
ernment pays  no  interest. 

Mr.  MULLIN,  (continuing.)  And  the  Govern- 
ment paid  no  interest.  Now,  what  right  had  the 

Government,  what  justice  was  there  in  Congress, 
thus  delaying  payment  to  its  creditors  year  after 
year?  If  some  plan  could  be  devised  by  which 
the  rights  of  the  claimants  and  of  the  Government 
could  be  equally  protected,  and  these  claims  could 
be  speedily  adjudicated,  would  it  not  be  an  achieve- 

ment of  the  highest  importance?  He  knew  this 
matter  was  not  free  from  difficulty,  and  that  it  was 
almost  impossible  for  the  members  of  this  House 
to  agree  upon  any  plan  by  which  this  object 
could  be  attained.  While  he  concurred  with  the 

objects  which  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Claims  had  in  view,  still  he  differed  with 

him  in  many  of  the  details  of  his  plan. 
The  first  great  object  which  the  gentleman  had 

in  view  was  to  expedite  the  decision  of  these 
claims.  Now,  he  (Mr.  M.)  submitted  to  the  con- 

sideration of  the  committee  whether  the  bill  of  the 

gentleman  effected  this  object.  The  claims,  under 
this  bill,  were  to  be  presented,  in  the  first  instance, 
to  this  board.  It  was  to  take  evidence,  and  do 

what?  Simply,  to  express  an  opinion  whether  the 
claim  was  valid  or  invalid.  If  the  board  declared 

in  favor  of  the  claim,  it  was  to  report  that  fact  to 
this  House.  What  then?  The  claimant  had  to 

come  here,  to  urge  his  claim  before  the  committee 
and  then  before  the  House;  and  thus  the  same 
delays  would  ensue,  the  same  form  of  proceedings 
would  become  necessary,  which  were  now.  He 
desired  to  know  what  there  was  in  the  decision  of 
this  board  that  would  force  the  action  of  this 

House  any  more  speedily  than,  it  now  took  place? 

He  apprehended  it  would  only  be  charging  the 
claimant  with  the  double  expense  and  trouble  of 
first  urging- his  claim  before  the  board,  and  second 
before  Congress  itself,  in  order  to  have  it  allowed; 
in  other  words,  to  obtain  the  appropriation;  be- 

cause moneys  could  not  be  taken  out  of  the  treas- 
ury except  by  appropriations  made  by  Congress; 

and  they  could  not  provide  a  fund  in  advance  out 
of  which  these  claims  should  be  paid  without 
many  objections.  Here,  then,  was  the  first  diffi- 

culty. If  every  claim  which  was  allowed  by  this 
board  had  first  to  undergo  the  examination  of  a 
committee  of  this  House,  and  then  to  be  passed 
upon  by  the  House,  and  appropriation  by  law  was 
required  specifically  for  this  object — had  anything 
been  gained?— any  thing  in  point  of  despatch — any^ 
thing  of  protection,  either  of  the  rights  of  the  claim- ant or  of  the  Government? 

The  difficulty  also  occurred,  whether  the  decis- 
ion of  this  board  could  be  made  binding  upon  Con- 

gress, or  whether  it  would  be  only  matter  of 
recommendation— merely  advisory — having  the  ef- 

fect of  the  opinion  of  three  men;  and  he  submitted 
whether  that  opinion,  in  the  manner  in  which  the 
commission  would  ordinarily  be  constituted,  would 
have  any  more  weight  than  the  decision  of  respect- 

able officers?  He  said  the  Committee  on  Claims 
would  often  be  as  competent,  or  more  competent 
to  investigate  these  claims  than  -any  three  men 
who  would  be  appointed  to  constitute  this  board. 
The  decision  of  the  board  would  have  no  addi- 

tional weight  if  they  were  to  make  that  decision 
merely  advisory. 

The  next  object  sought  to  be  attained  by  this 
bill  was  to  relieve  Congress  from  the  burden  and 
expense  incident  to  the  examination  of  all  these 

claims.  Now,  he*  submitted  to  this  committee 
whether  the  bill  of  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  effected  that  object?  As  he  had  be- 

fore remarked,  the  claims  would  have  to  go  through 
all  the  formula  to  which  they  were  now  subject. 
In  what  way,  then,  was  this  House  relieved  from 
labor?  It  was  true,  they  might  be  relieved  from 
going  through  the  original  papers,  but  not  from; 
examining  the  facts,  from  passing  upon  the  recom- 

mendations of  the  board,  and  deciding  whether  or 
not  the  appropriations  should  be  made. 

The  labor  of  Congress  was  not  lessened  by  this 
plan,  and  could  not  be  lessened  unless  they  made 
the  decision  of  this  board  final,  either  wholly  or  in 
part.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there  would  be  no 
difficulty,  if  they  organized  a  board,  in  making  the 
decisions  of  that  board  final  up  to  a  certain  amount. 
Gentlemen  would  find,  upon  examining  the  details 
of  this  plan,  that  they  could  establish  no  arbitrary 
rule  to  accomplish  this  object:  that  was.,  that  they 
could  not  divide  the  claims  into  classes  and  make 

the  decision  of  the  board  final  upon  one  class,  and 

merely  advisory  upon  another  class.  If  they  estab- 
lished the  rule  that  the  decisions  of  the  board  should 

be  final  only  on  claims  which  were  founded  upon 
strictly  equitable  principles,  the  question  would 
occur  whether  the  individual  claims  belonged  to  that 
class;  and  if  the  decision  of  that  question  were  left 
to  the  board,  what  would  it  be  but  a  mere  question 
of  discretion  on  the  part  of  the  board?  Who  would 
control  that  discretion?  Was  Congress  to  control 
the  board,  and  say,  You  have  passed  upon  claims 
which  are  not  strictly  equitable,  and  therefore  your 
decision  is  not  final,  but  must  be  reviewed  by  us? 
Such  a  distinction  between  claims  would  lead  to 
endless  confusion,  and  constant  conflict  between 
Congress  and  the  board. 

The  matter,  then,  was  only  to  be  determined  by 
a  certain  fixed  rule;  and  that  was,  by  giving  the 
board  authority  to  decide  finally  upon  claims  up 
to  a  certain  amount.  This  rule  would  be  plain; 

and  they  might  just  as  well,  with  as  much  pro-' priety,  fix  the  distinction  in  the  amount  as  in  any other  way. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  [Mr.  Rock- 
well,] in  the  course  of  his  remarks,  had  suggested 

that  there  would  be  some  difficulty  in  controlling 
the  discretion  of  Congress — or  rather  he  should 
say,  in  Congress  transferring  its  discretion  to  the 
board  of  commissioners  proposed  by  this  bilk  If 
the  claim  were  one  which  would  be  allowed  by 

law*against  the  Government,  the  accounting  officer 
had  power  to  dispose  of  it.  If  it  was  not  such  a 
claim,  then  it  was  a  question  of  discretion  resting 

in  Congress  in  all  cases,  and  we  should  not  ad- 
vance one  step  by  the  adoption  of  that  rule. 

Every  claim  became  a  question  of  discretion 
whether  Congress  would  allow  it  or  not.     Then, 
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if  the  amount  was"  fixed,  that  difficulty  was  ob- 
viated, and  the  board  would  be  enabled,  to  decide 

as  the  courts  would.  For  his  own  part,  he  would 

refer  every  case  to  the  courts  of  the  State  in  which 
the  claimant  lived,  to  be  adjudicated  either  with  or 
without  the  aid  of  a  jury.  It  was  the  fairest,  the 
speediest,  the  most  direct,  and,  in  his  judgment, 
the  most  judicious  mode  of  adjustment.  There 
was  a  confidence  felt  in  the  judiciary  of  the  coun- 

try which  could  never  attach  to  any  other  tribunal; 
there  was  a  fairness  in  its  mode  of  proceeding 
which  commended  it  to  the  confidence  of  the 

country  and  of  Congress. 
What  was  the  objection  which  was  raised  against 

vesting  this  jurisdiction  in  the  courts?  If  their 
decision  was  made  final,  then  the  mode  by  which 
it  was  arrived  at,  the  fairness  which  marked  the 
proceedings,  the  character  of  the  men  who  passed 
upon  the  case,  and  the  great  legal  learning  wJiich 
was  brought  to  bear  upon  it — all  these  things,  he 
submitted,  were  in  favor  of  these  tribunals.  But 
he  presumed  that  no  such  law  could  pass.  The 
judiciary  would  not  be  charged  with  these  cases, 
although,  if  the  committee  came  to  that  conclu- 

sion, he  thought  that  it  would  do  injustice  both  to 
the  Government  and  the  claimants.  If  a  board  of 

commissioners  was  to  be  appointed,  it  should,  he 
thought,  have  the  power  of  final  decision  up  to  a 
certain  amount;  but  above  that  amount,  Congress 
should  exercise  its  discretion  whether  the  claim 
should  be  allowed  or  disallowed.  In  that  way, 
all  confusion  would  be  obviated  between  Congress 
on  the  one  side  and  the  board  on  the  other. 

He  concurred  in  the  opinion  expressed  by  his 
colleague,  [Mr.  Duer,]  that  instead  of  sending 
petitions  to  Congress  and  transferring  them  to  the 
board,  he  would  provide  that  the  petitions  be  pre- 

sented directly  to  the  board,  duly  tried,  with  copies 
of  all  the  vouchers  relating  to  the  same;  thus 
enabling  the  board  to  determine  whether  evidence 
should  be  taken  in  the  case;  and  if  the  taking  of 
evidence  should  be  ordered,  that  the  expense  and 
rjsk  of  transferring  the  original  papers  be  avoided; 

when  the  testimony  should  be  taken,  that  the  origi- 
nal papers  should  be  transmitted  then  to  the  board. 

The  board  should  then  be  required  to  place  these 
claims  upon  the  calendar  in  the  order  in  which  they 
were  presented;  to  take  testimony,  and  to  dispose 
of  them  in  that  form.  When  the  decision  was 

made,  let  the  claimant  receive  a  certificate  that  the 
claim  was  allowed;  that  a  decision  within  a  certain 
amount  would  be  allowed;  if  beyond  a  certain 

amount,  then  let  it  be  sent  to  Congress  to  be  ap- 

propriated, if  Congress*should  assent. Fie  had  another  objection  to  this  bill.  The  plan 
proposed  contemplated  a  permanent  organization. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  too  hazardous  an  experiment 
to  risk  the  establishment  of  such  a  board;  and  he 
had  several  reasons  for  this  opinion. 

In  the  first  place,  the  plan  was  an  experiment, 
and  nothing  more,  and,  as  such,  should  be  fully 
and  fairly  tested.  And  further,  every  man  who 
had  any  knowledge  of  the  legislation  of  this  H  cruse, 
or  of  Congress,  knew  that  it  was  much  easier  to 
force  legislation  when  it  became  absolutely  neces- 

sary, than  to  procure  legislation  which  might  be 
delayed,  or  passed  upon  from  session  to  session  or 
from.  Congress  to  Congress.  The  men  who  com- 

posed this  board  would  be  brought,  from  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case,  in  communication  with  the  claim- 
ants upon  whose  cases  they  had  to  decide.  Here, 

then,  was  a  door  opened  to  corruption.  And  al- 
though we  might  say  that  no  men  would  be  placed 

upon  this  board  whose  characters  were  not  a  suf- 
ficient guarantee  of  their  integrity,  yet  no  man's 

experience  would  justify  him  in  saying  that  cor- 
ruption would  not  at  some  time  or  other  enter  it. 

It  was  liable  to  be  prostituted  to  bad  purposes, 
and,  in  the  hands  of  party,  might  become  an  instru- 

ment of  power.  This  was  a  contingency  which 
ouglU  to  be  provided  against.  He  would  venture 
to  assert,  that  but  a  few  years  would  pass  before 
numerous  and  grievous  complaints  would  be  made. 

He  would  try  the  board  as  an  experiment.  He 
would  limit  its  existence  to  a  certain  term,  so  that 
if  Congress  should  be  satisfied  that  all  was  not 
as  it  should  be,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  jhe 
Government  to  put  an  end  to  it,  and  to  take  away 
its  power.  Whilst  Congress  might  have  sufficient 

confidence  in  men  to'justify  the  establishment  of 
such  a  board,  they  should  throw  around  it  all  the 
cln  ks  and  guards  which  were  essential  to  all  hu- 

man tribunals.  The  courts  of  the  country,  by  the 
guards  which  were  thrown  around  them,  and  the 

watchfulness  which  attended  their  proceedings, 
were  removed  from  the  hazard  of  such  contingen- 

cies. He  never  could  consent,  by  his  vote,-  to 
establish  a  permanent  tribunal  of  this  description. 
He  would  vote  for  the  bill,  if  it  could  be  so  amended - 
as  to  carry  out  the  object  he  had  in  view;  but  he 
could  not  consent  to  make  the  board  permanent 
until  the  experiment  had  been  fairly  tested.  If, 
after  that,  Congress  should  find  that  it  secured  jus- 

tice to  claimants  and  protection  to  the  rights  of  the 
Government,  it  could  then  be  continued.  If  not — 
if  it  should  be  found  that  it  had  not. answered  the 

ends  for  which  it  had  been  created^  let  further 
power  be  taken  away  from  it.  These  were  his 
objections,  briefly  stated.  He  would,  at  the  proper 
time,  offer  such  amendments  as  seemed  to  him 

proper  to  be  ingrafted  on  the  bill. 
Mr.  FICKLIN  said  it  might  be  very  proper  that 

some  such  bill  as  this  should  be  passed,  and  he 
had  hoped  that  the  zeal  which  the  Committee  on 
Claims  had  manifested  in  regard  to  the  subject, 
would  have  enabled  them  to  devise  some  bill  less 

liable  to  objection  than  that  now  before  the  com- mittee. 

It  would  be  seen  that  several  of  the  members  on 
this  floor  who  had  themselves  voted  in  favor  of 

claims  at  every  session  during  which  they  had 
been  here?  and  who  had  voted  liberally,  objected, 
nevertheless,  to  the  passage  of  the  bill,  as  opening 
the  doors  of  the  public  treasury  too  wide,  and  in- 

viting persons  to  come  and  partake  at  their.will. 
To  the  first  section  of  the  bill  there  was  this  ob- 

jection, which  had  been  noticed  by  at  least  two 
of  the  gentlemen  who  had  preceded  him.  This 
board  was  to  hold  .office,  for  life.  There  was  no 
limitation  of  the  term  of  office  after  the  appoint- 

ment had  been  once  made.  That  was  one  objec- 
tion; it  would  certainly  be  made  a  very  serious 

objection  on  his  side  of  the  House;  and  he  was 
glad  to  find  that  it  would  be  made  so  with  many 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  also. 
If  these  gentlemen  were  to  hold  office  during  life, 
why  not  make  the  offices  themselves  hereditary, 
and  let  the  oldest  sons  succeed  to  their  fathers  ? 

The  hour  had  gone,  by^when  life  offices  would  be 
tolerated  here. 

.  He  thought,  also,  that  a  smaller  board  would 
subserve  the  purposes  contemplated  by  this  bill. 
In  examining  carefully  the  sixteenth  section  of  the 
bill,  it  would  be  perceived  that  these  commission- 

ers were  to  do  little  else  than  collect  testimony  and 
report  to  this  House,  in  relation  to  the  merits  of 
each  claim  to  be  presented  to  them.  Now,  he  con- 

curred in  the  views  of  one  of  the  gentlemen  who 
had  suggested  his  objections  to  this  bill.  He  (Mr. 
F.)  thought,  that  instead  of  there  being  three  com- 

missioners, it  was  sufficient  to  have  one  commis- 

sioner; and  to  have  a  solicitor — a  skTIlful,  efficient, 
and  competent  member  of  the  bar — to  guard  the 
interests  of  the  Government  in  all  adjudications  of 
this  kind.  There  was  no  doubt  that  the  claim- 

ants would  be  represented;  there  was  no  doubt 
that  individual  interests  would  take  care  of  them- 

selves; and  what  was  important  was,  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  Government  should  be  guarded  by 

a  competent  officer.  He  repeated,  therefore,  that 
instead  of  having  three  commissioners,  he  would 
prefer  to  have  but  one,  together  with  one  compe- 

tent solicitor,  and  one  competent  secretary;  and 
let  a  report  be  required  on  the  evidence,  and  also 
on  opinions  as  to  the  soundness  and  validity  of 
the  claim . 

He  would  venture  to  predict,  that  if  gentlemen 
would  read  the  bill  carefully,  so  far  as  the  public 
moneys  were  concerned,  they  would  find  it  one  of 
the  most  loose,  one  of  the  least  guarded  bills  ever 
reported  to  this  House.  None  of  those  safeguards 
were  thrown  around  the  treasury  which  this  House 
ought  to  throw  around  it  for  its  protection.  Every 
facility  was  granted  to  claimants;  and  they  were 
invited  to  come  before  this  board  and  prove  their 

claims  in'any  manner  in  which  they  might  be  able to  do  so. 

He  gave  notice,  that  at  a  proper  time  he  should 
move  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  to  strike  out  the 
number  of  three  commissioners,  and  insert  one; 
and  also  an  amendment  limiting  the  time  during 
which  he  should  serve  to  four  years,  unless-soouer 
removed  by  the  President. 

As  to  the  salary  of  three  thousand  five  hundred 
dollars  a  year,  he  had  no  objection  to  it.  It  was  a 
high  salary.  It  was  above  that  which  was  given  to 
the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office.  In 

fact,  it  was  elevating  these  officers  above  the  Com- 

missioner of  the  Land  Office,  who  had  in  his 
charge  all  the  public  lands  q£  this  great  nation. 
Still,  he  had  no  objection  to  tnat,  if  the  number  of 
commissioners  should  be  reduced,  and  if  a  respon- 

sible and  competent  man  could  be  appointed  to 
adjudicate  these  claims. 

He,  for  one,  had  opposed  very  many  of  the 
claims  presented  to  this  House.  But  he  was  not 
opposed  to  just,  fair,  righteous,  and  equitable 
claims.  He  was  not  opposed  to  individuals  who 
had  just  claims  having  these  ..claims  properly 
adjusted;  and  it  was  with  a  view  to  accomplish 
this  object,  and  to  do  equal  justice  on  either  side, 
that  he  wished  the  bill  before  the  committee  to  be 
amended  and  perfected. 

He  would,  for  a  moment,  call  the  attention  of 
the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Claims  [Mr. 
Rockwell]  to  the  second  section,  which  provided 
for  the  presentation  of  these  claims,  first  to  Con- 

gress, and  during  the  recess,  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Senate  and  the  Clerk  of  the  House  of  Repre- 

sentatives. He  could  see  no  reason,  no  ground 
for  presenting  these  claims  to  Congress,  or  placing 

the  papers  in  the  hands  of  the  Clerk  in  one  in- 
stance, or  the  Secretary  jn  the  other,  to  be  referred 

to  these  commissioners,  and  if  Congress  decided 
that  a  board  should  be  established,  let  the  claimants 

go  there  first,  without  the  necessity  of  taking  a  cir- 
cuitous route  through  either  House  of  Congress. 

Could  any  good  reason  be  shown  for  this  provis- 
ion of  this  bill?  He  thought  not.  The  first  notice 

which,  in  his  judgment,  either  House  should  have 
of  these  claims,  should  be  the  report  of  the  com- 

missioner and  solicitor  on  the  evidence,  accompa- 

nied by  their  opinion  as  to  the  justice  and  sound- ness of  the  claim. 

There  was  one  other  section  of  the  bill  to  which 
he  would  call  the  attention  of  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims.and  of  the  House.  It  was 
section  10.     It  read  as  follows: 

Sec.  10.  Jlnd  be  it  further  enacted,  That  all  letters  and 
other  written  and  primed  papers,  to  and  from  each  of  said 
commissioners  and  the  secretary  of  said  board,  on  business 
of  the  hoard,  shall  he  received  and  carried  by  the  mail  free 
of  postage;' and  if  either  shall  violate  the  franHing  privi- 

lege, he  shall  be  liable  to  the  samepenalties  as  are  prescribed 
for  violation  of  the  same  privilege  by  other  officers  of  the Government. 

Now,  (Mr.  F.  continued,)  the  House  could  not 
fail  to  see  the  alarming  extension  of  the  franking 
privilege  which  was  contemplated  by  this  section. 
Every  individual  who  either  had,  or  pretended  to 
have,aa  claim  before  the  board  of  commissioners; 

every  person  who  might  set  up  any  excuse  what- 
ever in  relation  to  a  claim,  would  have  the  privi- 

Isge  of  writing  to  the  commissioners,  and  being 
written  to  by  them  free  of  postage  in  respect  to 
that  claim  against  the  Government,  or  to  any  other 
species  of  business  which  could  possibly  be  con- 

nected with  it;  and  all  that  matter  would  pass  and  re- 
pass through  the  mails  free.  In  looking  at  the  scope 

and  extent  of  the  section,  it  would  be  found  that  it 
increased  the  franking  privilege  enormously,  and  to 
an  alarming  extent.  He,  for  one,  thought  that,  under 

a  system  of  low  postage,  which  seemW  to  be  ob- 
taining throughout  the  country,  it  was  important 

to  narrow  down  the  franking  privilege  rather  than 
to  enlarge  it.  It  was  important  tfiat  the  mails 
should  not  be  burdened  as  they  would  be  under 
this  tenth  section. 

With  these  general  remarks,  he  would  yield  the 

floor. 
Mr.  STRONG,  of  Pennsylvania,  obtained  it. 
Whereupon  the  committee  rose,  and  the  House 

adjourned.    

PETITIONS. 
The  following  petitions  were  presented  under  the  rule, 

and  referred : 
By  Mr.  SMART  :  The  petition  of  A.  Martin  and  125  others 

citizens' of  Camden,  Maine,  asking  for  the  erection  of  alighf- 
house  at  the  mouth  of  Goose  river  harbor.  Also,  Uie  petition 
of  Thomas  Cookson  and  60  others,  asking  for  the  erection 
of  a  light  house  at  the  entrance  of  Gilkey*s  harbor,  in  the 

town  df  Islesboro'. liy  Mr.  A.  JOHNSON  :  The  petition  of  Mr.  John  English, 
asking  to  be  placed  on  the  roll  of  invalid  pensioners. 
By  Mr.  GAINES:  The  petition  of  C.  M:  Clay,  praying 

relief  from  the  effects  of  a  judgment  rendered  against  him 
in  Louisville^  Kentucky,  for  injuries  done  to  private  prop- 

erty hi  the  discharge  of  his  duty  as  captain  in  the  service  of 
the  United  States.  Also,  the  petition  of  J.  B.  Richison,  for 
himself  and  other  heirs  of  Colonel  Holt  Richison,  praying 
Compensation  of  their  ancestors  for  revolutionary  services. 

By  Mr.TVURSON:  The  petition  of  Messrs.  Haley  and 
Collins,  asking  the  aid  of  the  Government  in  the  establish-, 
ment  of  a  telegraphic  line  from  New  Orleans  to  California. 

By  Mr.  HUNT:  The  peiitlori  of  R.  G.  VVinslow  and  54 
citizens  of  Cleveland,  Ohio,  for  an  appropriation  to  place 
buoys  and  a  light-ship  at  the  entrance  of  the  Niagara  river, 
on  Horse-shoe  Raef. 
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'Mr.  BREESE  presented  the  petition  of  Lewis 

Morris,  late  captain  o'f  volunteers,  praying  com- 
pensation for  military  services  in  Mexico;  which 

was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  the  memorial  of  Captain  B. 

O.  Payne,  employed  in  the  Ordnance  department, 
asking  for  a  pension;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Pensions. 

THE  MONROE  PAPERS. 

Mr.  DIX.  Mr.  President,  I  have  been  requested 

to  present  the  memorial  of  Samuel  L.  Gouverneur, 
the  son-ip-law  and  sole  executor  of  the  late  James 
Monroe,  fifth  President  of  the  United  States,  pray- 
inc  that  Congress  may  adopt,  such  measures  as  it 

may  think  proper  to  aid  in  the  publication  of  the 

manuscript  papers  which  Mr.  Monroe  left  behind 
him,  and  which  are  believed  to  be  essential  to  a 

correct  understanding  of  some  of  the  most  import- 
ant public  measures  and  events  of  his  time. 

The  connection  of  Mr.  Monroe  with  the  war  of 

the  Revolution;- with  the  executive  departments  of 
the  Government;  with  its  foreign  negotiations;  and 
with  the  administration  of  the  office  of  President 

of  this  republic  for  two  successive  ternas  of  four 

years,  makes  him  a  part  of  the  history  of  the 

country  during  the  half  century  be  snent  in  its 
service. 

He  left  behind  him  a  mass  of  papers  partially 

prepared  for  publication  by  himself— papers  not 
only  considered  essential  to  the  elucidation  of  the 

history  of  the  country,  but  to  the  vindication  of 

many  of  the  great  measures  with  which  he  and 
his  distinguished  associates  were  identified.  The 

publication  of  these  papers,  which  were  intrusted 

by  him  "to  his  executor  for.the  purpose,  and  which 
the  latter  has  been  engaged  in  arranging,  has  been 
partially  anticipated  by  tl*e  arrangements  made  by 
Congress  for  the  publication  of  the  papers  of  Mr. 
Jefferson,  Mr.  Madison,  and  General  Hamilton. 

While,  on  the  one'  hand,  these  arrangements  are 
likely  materially  to  interfere  with  the  purpose  Mr. 
Gouverneur  was  preparing  to  execute,  they  are,  on 
the  other  hand,  calculated,  as  he  supposes,  to  afford 

but  a  partial"  view  of  some  of  the  leading  measures and  transactions  with  which  Mr.  Monroe  was 

connected,  and  to  render  the  publication  of  the 

papers  left  by  the  latter  necessary  to  his  own  vin- 
dication. In  this  view  of  the  case,  Mr.  Gouver- 

neur appeals  to  Congress  to  render  an  act  of  justice 
to  Mr.  Monroe,  by  affording  him  the  same  ad- 

vantage which  has  been  extended  to  his  illustrious 
associates,  in  giving  their  manuscript  papers  to  the 
world. 

I  felt  it  my  duty,  sir,  to  vote  against  the  appro- 
priations which  were  made  for  the  publication  of 

the  papers  of  Mr.  Madison  and  General  Hamilton, 
on  account  of  objections  which,  to  my  mind,  were 
insuperable.  But,  to  the  majority  of  this  body, 
who  entertained  no  such  objection  to  the  course 
adopted  in  the  cases  referred  to,  this  petition  of 
Mr.  Gouverneur,  I  am  sure,  will  address  itself  with 
great  force,  and  I  invoke  their  attention  to  it. 

As  this  is  a  matter  of  public  importance,  and  as 
a  like  disposition  was  made  of  the  petition  of  Mrs. 
Hamilton,  which  1  had  the  pleasure  of  presenting — 
although  I  could -not  support  the  application  it  con- 

tained— I  move  that  this  petition  of  Mr.  Gouver- 
neur be  printed,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

the  Library. 
The  motion  of  Mr,  Dix  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MASON  presented  the  petition  of  Maria  L. 
Nourse,  asking  an  allowance  of  interest  on  the 

claims  of  her  late  husband,  Joseph  Nourse,  de- 
ceased; which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 

Claims. 

Mr.  MASON  presented  the  petition  of  General 
Roger  Jones,  Adjutant  General  of  the  United 
States  army,  praying  a  correction  of  the  date  of  his 
commission,  and  to  be  allowed  arrears  of  pay  in- 

cident to  said  correction;  which  was  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

Mr.  WALKER  presented  the  petition  of  Vla- 
dislaus  Wankowicz,  grand  nephew  of  General 
Thaddeus  Kosciusko,  praying  that  suits  instituted 
concerning  the  estate  of  General  Kosciusko  may 
be  removed  from  the  circuit  court  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  to  the  United  States  court  for  the 
district  of  Maryland;  which  was  ordered  to  be 
printed,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. 

Mr.  SEBASTIAN  presented  a  memorial  from 
the  General  Assembly  of  Arkansas,  setting  forth 
the  advantages  of  a  national  road  from  Fort  Smith 

to  Santa  Fe,  by  way  of  the  valley  of  the  Cana- 
dian, and  asking  for  the  passage  of  an  act  to  sur- 

vey said  route  and  open  a  road;  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs.   ' 

Mr.  SEBASTIAN  presented  a  memorial  of  the 
Legislature  of  Arkansas,  asking  fox  the  adoption 
of  measures  to  protect  the  western  portion  of  that 
State  against  Indian  incursions  and  depredations; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military 
Affairs. 

Mr.  SEBASTIAN  presented  the  petition  'of Lewis  Marchand,  asking  indemnity  for  French 

spoliations  prior  to  the  year  1800;  which  was  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  presented  the  petition  of  Wil- 
liam Jenks,  asking  the  adoption  in  the  military 

service  of  an  improved  firearm  of  which  he  is  the 
inventor;  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Militia,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  presented  the  petition  of  Jas. 
Duffer,  asking  for  an  increase  of  pension;  which 
was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Pensions. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SEBASTIAN,  the  papers  in 
the  case  of  Daniel  Butler  were  withdrawn  from 
the  files  of  the  Senate. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana',  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Pensions,  reported  a  bill  to  continue  the 

office  of  Commissioner  of  Pensions;  which  was 
read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  J.  also,  from  the  same  committee,  reported 
a  bill  for  the  relief  of  James  Wormley;  which  was 
read  a  first  time. 

Mr.  J.  also,  from  the  Committee  on  Pensions, 

reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  Benjamin  F.  Bos- 
worth;  which  was  read  a  first  time. 

Also,  from  the  same  committee,  to  which  was 
referred  the  petition  of  Wm.  D.  and  Julia  Aiken, 
representatives  of  William  Yool,  asked  that  the 
said  committee  be  discharged  from  the  further 

consideration  of  said  petition,  and  that  it  be  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs;  which 

was  agreed  to. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,  the 

Committee  on  Pensions  were  discharged  from  the 
further  consideration  of  the  petition  of  William 
C.  Sterrett,  and  it  was  on  his  motion  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs. 

Mr.  FELCH,  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  made  adverse  reports  on  the  petitions  of 
Peter  WhitmoreKnaggs  and  Peter  Godfroy;  which 
were  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  BREESE,  from  the  Committee  on  Public 
Lands,  reported  the  bill  to  establish  an  additional 
land  district  in  the  State  of  Missouri,  with  an 
amendment. 

Mr.  BREESE,  from  the  Committeee  on  Public 

Lands,  reported  a  bill  to  cause  the  northern  bound- 
ary line  of  the  State  of  Iowa  to  be  run  and  marked, 

with  an  amendment. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  BUTLER,  the  Committee  on 

the  Judiciary  was  discharged  from  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  petition  of  Thomas  Firlebrown; 

which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 

BILLS  INTRODUCED  ON  LEAVE. 

Mr.  JONES,  pursuant  to  notice,  asked  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  introduce  a  bill  granting  a  certain 

quantity  of  land  to  the  State  of  Iowa,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  aiding  said  State  in  the  construction  of  a 

'railroad  from  Dubuque  to  Keokuk,  in  said  State; 
which. was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  DODGE,  of  Iowa,  asked  and  obtained  leave 

to  introduce  ajoint  resolution  to  give  three  months' 
extra  pay  to  all  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
musicians,  and  privates,  of  the  volunteer  corps,  for 
each  term  of  enlistment,  during  the  late  war  with 
Mexico;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 

NOTICE  OF  BILL. 

Mr.  JONES  gave  notice,  that  he  would  to-mor- 
row, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to  in- 

troduce a  bill  to  authorize  the  laying  off  a  town. at 
Trading  Point,  on  the  east  bank  of  the  Missouri 
river,  upon  the  unsurveyed  lands  within  the  State of  Iowa. 

JOHN  P.  BALDWIN. 
Mr.  BELL  submitted  a  motion   to   reconsider 

the  vote   of  yesterday  by  which  the  bill  for  the 
relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin  was  rejected. 

The  motion  was  laid  over  for  further  considera- 
tion. 

APPROPRIATIONS. 

A  bill  from  the  House  of  Representatives  to 

supply  deficiencies  in  the  appropriations  for  the 
service  of  the  fiscal  year  ending  June  30,  I84S), 
was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to 
the  Commitee  on  Finance. 

PILOTS. 

The  bill  to  repeal  the  act  of  1837,  entitled  "  An 
act  concerning  pilots,"  was  called  up;  and, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DAYTON,  was  laid  on  the 
table  for  the  present. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
The  resolution  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr. 

Bradbury  was  taken  up,  considered,  and  agreed 

to,  as  follows: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Claims  be  instructed  to 

inquire  into  the  expediency  of  providing,  bylaw,  tor  the 
establishment  of  a  board  of  commissioners  for  the  settlement 
of  claims  of  individuals  against  the  Government  of  the  Uni- 

ted States. 

The  resolutions  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr. 

Clarke  were  taken  up,  and,  after  a  brief  explana- 
tion by  the  mover,  were  considered  and  agreed  to, 

as  follows: 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  Stati  s  be  re- 
quested to  eommunicate  to  the  Senate  a  list  of  all  the 

treaties  of  commerce  and  navigation  between  the  United 
States  and  foreign  nations,  conferring  upon  the  vessels  of 
such  nations  the  right  of  trading  between  the  United  States 
and  tin;  lest  of  the  world,Jn  the  productions  of  every  coun- 

try, upon  the  same  terms  with  American  vessels,  with  the 
date' of  the  proclamation  of  such  treaties.  Also,  a  list  ot  the 
proclamations  conferring  similar  rights  upon  the  vessels  of 
foreign  nations,  issued  by  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
under  the  provisions  of  the  first  section  of  the  act  entitled 
"An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  'An  act  concerning 
discriminating  duties  on  tonnage  and  imports,  and  to  equal- 

ize the  duties  on  Prussian  vessels  and  their  cargoes,'  "  ap- 
proved May  24tb,  1828.  Also,  a  statement  of  the  navigation 

and  commtree  of  such  nations, respectively,  with  the  United 
States  since  the  date  of  the  said  treaties  or  proclamations, 
discriminating  between  the  vessels  and  tonnage  employed 
in  the  direct  and  indirect  trade.  'And,  also,  a  statement  of 
the  navigation  and. commerce  of  such  nations  with  the  Uni- 

ted States,  for  a  period  of  five  years  before  the  date  of  such 
treaties  or  proclamations,  respectively. 

Resolved,  That  the.  resolution  passed  on  the     day  of 
December  last,  requesting  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  communicate  to  the  Senate  a  list  of  all  the  several  trea- 

ties of  reciprocity  between  the  United  States  and  foreign 
nations,  with  the  date  of  such  treaties,  and  a  statement  of 
the  commerce  and  the  population  of  such  nations,  be,  and 
the  same  is  hereby,  rescinded. 

The  resolution  submitted  yesterday  by  Mr. 
Clarke  was  taken  up: 

Resolved,  That  a  select  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  expediency  of  repealing  the  first  section  of  the- act 
entitled  "An  act  in  addition  to  an  act  entitled  'An  act  con- 

cerning discriminating  duties  on  tonnage  and  imports,  and 
to  equalize  the  duties  upor^Prussian  vessels  and  their  car- 

goes,' "  approved  24tli  May",  1828,  so  far  as  the  same  autho- rizes the  President,  by  proclamation,  to  extend  to  the  vessels 
of  any  foreign  nation  the  right  to  engage  in  the  trade  be- 

tween the  United  States  and  such  foreign  country  upon  the 
same  terms  with  American  vessels. 

Mr.  CLARKE.  Inasmuch  as  the  law  of  1828 
does  not  affect  the  McLane  arrangement  made  with 

England,  by  a  convention  made  with  that  Power 
in  1831  or  1832, 1  have  concluded  to  offer  the  reso- 

lution that  has  just  been  read,  embracing  the 

amendment  suggested  by  the  Senator  from  Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr.  Webster.]  It  is  manifest,  from 

the  inequality  in  population  and  mercantile  advan- 
tages of  smaller  nations,  that  treaties  made  by  the 

United  Slates  with  such  nations  are  disadvan- 
tageous to  this  Government.  Certain  nations, 

small  in  population  and  of  but  few  resources, 
though  not  deficient  in  intelligence  and  industry, 

enjoy  indirectly  a  large  portion  of  the  trade  of  the 
whole  world.  For  example,  a  nation  with  a  pop- 

ulation of  four  millions,  limited  in,  resources  and 
enterprise,  has  the  same  right  to  contribute  to  the 
commerce  of  other  countries  that  this  nation,  with 

a  population  of  twenty  millions, and  in  the  posses- 
sion of  almost  boundless  resources  and  ability  to 

carry  on  commercial  transactions,  enjoys.  The 

inequality  that  is  thus  manifest  has  struck  me  as 

being  grossly  unjust.  With  a  view  that  the  sub- 
ject may  properly  come  before  the  Senate  and  the 

country  for  their  mature  examination,  I  have  pre- 
pared this  resolution  for  the  purpose  of  creating  a 

select  committee  which  shall  look  into  these  treat- 
ies and  the  inequality  in  population  and  resources 

of  the  various  commercial  nations,  and  lay  the 
result  of  their  labors  before  the  Senate  and  the 

country.     I  suppose  if  the  resolution  were  referred 
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to  one  of  the  standing  committees,  that  they  would 
not  have  leisure  to  examine  it;  I  therefore  move 
its  reference  to  a  select  committee. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to;  and, 
On  motion  of  Mr.  CLARKE, 
Ordered,  That  the  select  committee  be  appointed 

by  the  Chair.  > 
TITLES  TO  LAND    IN  CALIFORNIA  AND  NEW 

MEXICO. 

Mr.  BREESE  moved  the  postponement  of  the 
prior  orders,  with  a  view  to  take  up  the  bill  for 
ascertaining  claims  and  titles  of  lands  within  the 
Territories  of  California  and  New  Mexico,  to  grant 
donation  rights,  and  to  provide  the  survey  of  the 
lands  therein;  which  motion  was  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  proceeded,  as  in  Committee  of  the 

"Whole,  to  the  consideration  of  the  said  bill. Mr.  BREESE  remarked  that  the  bill  now  before 

the  Senate  was  reported  last  session  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  Public  Lands.  At  the  beginning  of  this 

session,  at  his  own  suggestion,  after  consultation 
with  the  Treasury  Department,  he  had  proposed 
certain  amendments  to  the  original  bill,  which 

amendments  had  been  printed  by  order  of  the  Sen- 
ate. He  desired  that  the  bill  might  be  read  by  the 

Secretary,  and  afterwards  the  amendments,  in 
order  that  the  provisions  which  they  contained 
might  be  examined,  for  he  believed  they  were  of 
great  importance-  to  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

Tbe  bill  was  read  by  the  Secretary. 
Mr.  BREESE.  I  do  not  propose  to  enter  at 

present  into  a  discussion  of  this  bill;  I  merely  wish 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to  its  provisions. 

It  will  be  seen  that  a  commission  was  at  first  pro- 
posed for  settling  these  land  claims,  and  that  the 

Surveyor  General,  when  a  sufficient  number  had 
been  ascertained  to  absorb  the  lands  already 
surveyed,  should  proceed  to  survey  the  residue 
in  order  that  they  might  be  sold  to-  settlers 
xvho  are  now  within  the  territory,  or  who  may 
hereafter  emigrate  thither  under  the  conditions 
proposed.  Since  the  time  of  draughting  the  bill  it 
has  been  found  that  the  Territory  of  California  is 
filling  up  more  rapidly  than  was  expected,  and  it 
therefore  becomes  necessary  that  certain  modifi- 

cations should  be  made  in  the  provisions  of  the 
bill.  With  this  view  I  have  proposed  the  amend- 

ments which  are  now  before  the  Senate,  and  which 
I  desire  may  also  be  read  by  the  Secretary,  when 

I  will  proceed  to  point  out  the  purpose  to  be  ac- 
complished by  each  in  its  order.  I  understand, 

however,  that  this  day  has  been  set  apart  for  the 
consideration  of  Executive  business.  That  being 
the  case,  I  move  that  the  further  consideration  of 
the  bill  be  postponed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  BUTLER,  the  Senate,  at  a 

quatter  past  one  o'clock,  proceeded  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Executive  business;  and,  after  consid- 

erable time  spent  therein,  the  doors  were  reopened, 
and 

The  Senate  adjourned. 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Wednesday,  January  3,  1849. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 

Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  rose  and  asked  leave 
to  introduce  a  bill. 
The  SPEAKER  said  the  Chair  was  about  to 

proceed  with  the  regular  order  of  business,  which 
would  be  the  call  of  the  States  for  petitions,  then 
the  call  of  the  committees  for  reports,  and  after 
that  the  call  of  the  States  for  resolutions.  It 

would  then  be  in  order  for  the  gentleman  to  intro- 
duce his  bill. 

BOARD  TO  SETTLE  PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  rose,  he 

said,  to  a  privileged  motion.  He  sent  to  the  Clerk's 
table  a  resolution  providing  that  all  debate  in  Com- 

mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  on 
the  bill  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of  claims 
against  the  United  States,  should  cease  in  two  hours 
after  it  should  again  have  been  taken  up,  if  the 
committee  should  not  sooner  come  to  a  conclusion 

thereon;  and  that  the  committee  should  then  pro- 
ceed to  vote  upon  all  amendments  pending  or  to  be 

offered,  &c. 

Mr.  R.  said  he  would  say  a  single  word  in  ex- 
planation. The  House  had  ordered  all  the  appro- 

priation? bills  to  be  made  the  special  order  of  the 
day  for  to-morrow,  and  for  every  subsequent  day, 

(Fridays  and  Saturdays  excepted,)  until  they 
should  have  been  disposed  of.  If  the  resolution 

should  be  adopted,  gentlemen  would  have  an  op- 
portunity of  offering  their  amendments,  and  of 

explaining  them  before  the  vote  should  be  taken. 
Mr.  GOGGIN  said,  that  while  he  would  not 

oppose  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, [Mr.  Rockwell,]  he  (Mr.  G.)  hoped 

the  House  would  bear  in  mind  that  this  was  the 

day  specially  set  apart  for  the  consideration  of  the 
postage  bill;  that,  however,  unless  the  resolution 
was  adopted,  or  some  other  course  taken  to  bring 
the  debate  to  aclose,  it  was  evident  the  postage 
bill  to:day  could  not  be  taken  up,  for  the  bill  to 
which  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  had  refer- 

ence* would  occupy  the  whole  day;  and  by  the 
rules  of  the  House,  the  general  appropriation  bills 
would  supersede  the  postage  bill,  as  they  were 
made  the  order  for  to-morrow.  He  (Mr.  G.)  re- 

gretted this,  as  the  postage  bill  was  of  great  inter- 
est to  all  the  country. 

Mr.  PETTIT  expressed  the  hope  that  the  reso- 
lution would  not  be  adopted,  and  was  understood 

to  say  that  he  had  certain  amendments  which  he 
desired  to  offer  to  the  bill,  and  which  he  asked 

might  be  read  for  information. 
The  SPEAKER  said  it  would  not  be  in  order  to 

have  the  proposed  amendments  read  while  the  res- 
olution of  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr; 

Rockwell]  was  pending. 
Mr.  PETTIT  said  he  hoped  that  the  House 

would  not  adopt  the  resolution. 
The  SPEAKER  put  the  question. 
Mr.  VENABLE  said  that  the  bill  to  which  this 

resolution  referred  was  one  of  the  most  important 
measures  to  be  acted  upon  at  the  present  session. 

It  proposed  to  change  the  whole  mode  of  ascertain- 
ing and  deciding  upon  claims  presented  against  this 

Government,  and  to  create  a  new  tribunal  to  inves- 
tigate and  determine  them.  If  gentlemen  proposed 

to  pass  any  bill  on  this  subject  which  should  lead 
to  good  results,  it  could  only  be  done  after  mature 
deliberation.  It  was  impossible  that,  upon  a  bill 
of  this  character,  after  a  debate  of  less  than  two 
days,  such  a  system  could  be  organized  as  to  give 
satisfaction  to  Congress  and  to  the  public.  If  some 
better  mode  of  settling  these  claims  than  that  which 
at  present  existed  was  to  be  provided,  it  could  only 
be  done  after  ample  consideration  and  discussion. 
None  other  would  satisfy  the  claimants  and  the 
country.  He  trusted  the  resolution  would  not  be 
adopted,  and  he  moved  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  reading  of  the  resolution  was  again  called 

for. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of 

Mr.  Venable,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative. 
So  the  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  business  first  in  order 

would  be  the  call  of  the  States  for  petitions.  And 
he  was  proceeding  to  call  for  them  accordingly; 

when — 
Mr.  HUNT  made  a  suggestion  (the  precise 

character  of  which  was  not  heard  by  the  reporter) 

in  relation  to  certain  business  on  the  Speaker's 
table,  which  he  moved  should  be  taken  up,  (Sen- 

ate bills,  &c.;)  and  he  moved  that  the  House  pro- 
ceed to  dispose  of  that  business. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  there  was  on  the  table 

a  message  from  the  President  of  the  United  States. 
It  would  be  in  order  to  move  to  proceed  to  that 
order  of  business  after  one  hour  had  been  devoted 

to  reports  of  committees  and  resolutions. 
Objection  having  been  made  to  the  motion  of 

Mr.  Hunt,  it  was  not  entertained. 
COMMUNICATIONS  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT. 

Mr.  STANTON  said  that  he  desired  to  submit 

a  question  to  this  House  in  relation  to  the  subject 
which  had  just  been  referred  to  by  the  gentleman 
from  New  York,  [Mr.  Hunt.] 

He  (Mr.  S.)  made  the  point  of  order  whether 
he  could  call  for  the  reading  of  the  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  at  this  time? 

The  SPEAKER.     No,  sir. 
Mr.  STANTON  said  he  should  feel  constrained 

to  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the  Chair. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  the  question  would  then 

be,  "  Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair  stand  as  the 

judgment  of  the  House?'' Mr.  STANTON  said  he  desired  to  say  a  few 
words  on  the  point  of  order. 

By^the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  it  was 
made  the  duty  of  the  President  to  communicate  to 
Congress  information  of  the  state  of  the  Union, 

and  to  recommend  to  their  consideration  such 
measures  as  he  shall  deem  necessary  and  expedient. 

He  (Mr.  S.)  presumed,  that.if  it  was  made  the 
constitutional  duty  of  the  President  to  communicate 
information,  it  was  equally  the  duty  of  Congress 
to  listen  to,  and  receive  it.  Now,  during  the  time 
the  present  incumbent  had  occupied  the  chair  of 
this  House — during  the  last  session  of  Congress — 

messages  of  an  important  character  from  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  had  been  received,  and 

had  lain  upon  the  table  for  weeks,  and  sometimes, 
he  (Mr.  S.)  believed,  for  months  together.  He 
did  not  speak  of  the  respect  which  was  due  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  but  he  spoke  of 
the  rights  (he  was  understood  to  say)  of  the 
members  of  this  House.  He  believed  it  was  the 

right  of  the  members  to  know  what  the  informa- 
tion was  which  was  thus  communicated  by  the 

President  to  this  House. 

He  was  aware  that  one  of  the  rules  of  the  House 

prescribed  the  order  in  which  proceedings  should 
take  place.  He  was  aware  of  the  opinion  which 
the  Speaker  himself  entertained  of  the  obligatory 
character  of  that  rule.  But  he  (Mr.  S.)  imagined 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States,  in  accord- 

ance with  the  custom  of  the  earlier  Presidents,  had 
a  right  to  come  to  this  House,  and  in  person 

make  his" communication;  and  he  (Mr.  S.)  sup- 
posed that  it  would  not  be  in  the  power  of  the 

House,  or  of  either  House,  to  refuse  to  hear  him. 
He  believed  that  formerly  it  had  been  the  custom 
of  the  President  to  come  in  person  with  his  annual 
message,  and  to  deliver  it  to  one  of  the  two  Houses; 
and  that  Mr.  Jefferson  was  the  first  President  who 
sent  in  a  written  message,  and  that  he  gave  his 
reasons  for  doing  so.  Now,  he  would  ask,  if  the 
President  should  come  to  this  House  in  person  to 
deliver  information  in  regard  to  the  state  of  the 

Union,  it  would  be  consistent  with  the  Constitu- 
tion; and  whether  this  House,  by  its  rules,  could 

put  him  off"  day  after  day,  week  after  week,  and month  after  month,  before  his  communication 
should  be  made? 

He  knew  of  no  other  clause  which  required  the 
Presideut  to  make  any  communication  to  this 
House,  except  that  to  which  he  had  referred,  and 
which  required  him,  from  time  to  time,  to  give 
to  Congress  information  as  to  the  state  of  the Union. 

What  would  be  the  entry  on  the  Journal  ?  In 
accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  House,  messages 
received  from  the  President  of  the  United  States 

were  to  be  spread  upon  the  Journal.  A  message 

had  been  received  yesterday.  It  was  dated  yester- 
day. (The  entry  upon  the  Journal  would  be,  that 

a  message  was  received — without  anything  fur- 
ther; and  then  two  or  three  weeks  hence,  it  would 

be  stated  that  such  a  message  was  before  the 
House,  having  been  received  two  or  three  weeks 
previously. 

If  he  was  not  mistaken,  he  believed  that  such 
had  not  been  the  case,  under  former  Speakers,  with 
executive  communications.  He  believed  that  on 

all  occasions  the1  Speaker  had  laid  them  before  the 
House.  How  did  the  communication  of  the  Pres- 

ident get  upon  the  table?  How  did  it  come  there? 
There  had  been  an  order  of  the  House  to  place  it 
there.  It  seemed  to  him  that  so  soon  as  a  mes- 

sage had  been  received,  it  was  the  duty  of  the 

Speaker  to  lay  it  before  the  House — to  open  and 
present  it  to  the  House.  It  would  then  be  before 
the  House  for  consideration — it  would  then  be 

properly  upon  the  Speaker's  table.  Until  that time  it  was  merely  privately  in  the  hands  of  the 

Speaker. 
The  rule  which  prescribed  the  order  in  which  the 

business  (on  the  Speaker's  table)  of  the  House 
should  be  taken  up,  provided  that  "messages  and 
other  Executive  communications  should  be  first" 
taken  up.  He  presumed  that  this  branch  of  the  rule 
referred  to  communications  of  this  sort  after  they 
had  been  laid  before  the  House,  and  were  regularly 

upon  the  Speaker's  table.  He  djd  not  perceive 
how  the  President  could,  in  pursuance  of  this  con- 

stitutional provision,  make  his  communication  un- 
less it  were  received.  It  was  not  a  communication 

until  it  was  in  possession  of  the  House;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  constitutional  provision 
would  override  any  and  every  rule  which  might 
be  made  by  this  House. 

At  the  present  session  of  Congress,  the  Speaker 
had  decided  that  although  the  rule  required  that 

every  proposition  for  -printing  a  public  document should  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Printing, 



THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE. 
PRINTED   AND   PUBLISHED  AT  THE  CITY  OF  WASHIN-GTON,  BY  BLAIR  &.  RIVES. 

30th  Congress,  2d  Session. FRIDAY,  JANUARY  5,  1849. 

yet  the  reference  need  not  he  made  in  pursuance 
of  that  rule;  the  House  might  dispense  with  it. 
How  was  it,  then,  in  relation  to  this  constitutional 

provision,  by  which  members  were  to  receive  the 
information  which  the  President  communicated? 

As  a  representative  of  the  people,  he  demanded, 
under  this  provision,  to  know  what  the  President 
desired  to  communicate  to  him  as  one  of  the  mem- 

bers of  this  House.  It  was  a  constitutional  pro- 
vision, which  could  not  be  smothered  by  any  rules 

which  this  House  might  think  proper  to  adopt. 

Heftrusted  that  gentlemen  older  in  the  consider- 
ation of  these  questions  than  himself,  and  having 

more  experience  in  such  matters,  would  have 
something  to  say.  If  it  should  be  found  that  he 
was  mistaken  in  his  views,  he  would  cheerfully 

acquiesce. 
The  SPEAKER  briefly  announced  the  point  of 

order.  He  was  imperfectly  heard  by  the  reporter; 
but  the  grounds  of  his  decision  seem  to  have  been 
substantially  as  follows: 

The  Speaker  was  not  the  servant  of  the  Presi- 
dent, but  the  servant  of  this  House.  It  was  his  duty 

to  obey  the  rules  of  the  House — to  receive  execu- 
tive communications  respectfully  at  the^doorof  the 

House,  but  not  to  present  them  to  the  House  out 
of  the  regular  order  of  business,  unlessjthe  House 
called  for  them. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  declared 
that  each  House  might  determine  its  own  rules  of 
proceeding.  This  House  had  done  so,  and  by  one 
of  these  rules  had  declared  that  "  after  one  hour 
shall  have  been  devoted  to  reports  from  committees 
and  resolutions,  it  shall  be  in  order,  pending  the 
consideration  or  discussion  thereof,  to  entertain  a 

motion  that  the  House'do  now  proceed  to  dispose 
of  the  business  on  the  Speaker's  table,  and  to  the 
orders  of  the  day;  which  being  decided  in  the 

affirmative,  the  Speaker  shall  dispose  of  the  busi- 
ness on  his  table  in  the  following  order,  viz:  first, 

messages  and  other  executive  communications." 
A  note  appended  to  the  branch  of  the  rule  which 

prescribes  that  messages  and  communications 
should  be  first  received,  gave  the  date  of  its  adop- 

tion as  the  14th  of  September,  1837;  at  which  time, 
the  Speaker  believed,  the  chair  was  occupied 

by  the  present  Executive  of  the  United  States — 
though  of  that  fact  he  was  not  quite  [certain — it 
might  not  be  so;  but  whether  it  was  so  or  not, 
that  rule  was  adopted  by  the  House.  The  Chair 
had  always  enforced  it;  and  if  messages  had  not 
been  seasonably  laid  before^  the  House,  it  was  in 
consequence  of  the  action  of  the  House  itself,  and 
not  by  any  decision  of  the  Speaker.  It  would  be 
in  the  recollection  of  many  gentlemen,  that  at  the 
close  of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  the  Speaker 
had  attempted  again  and  again  to  lay  before  the 
House  a  message  from  the  President,  which  was 
not  laid  before  it  until  after  the  commencement  of 

the  present  session.  The  House  insisted  upon 
other  proceedings — calling  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 
and  submitting  different  motions.  The  Speaker, 
in  the  course  he  had  taken,  had  conformed,  not 

only  to  the  rules  of  the  House,  but  to  the  prece- 
dents established  by  all  his  predecessors;  and  until 

the  House  changed  the  rule,  he  should  continue  to 
execute  its  order.  The  Speaker  would  remark,  that 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress — on  the  3d  of 
April,  1848 — a  question  had  been  raised  somewhat 
analogous  to  that  now  submitted  by  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Stanton.]  That  case  was 
thus  stated  on  the  Journal: 

"While  the  House  was  engaged  in  a  discussion  upon resolutions  introduced  by  Mr.  Cummins,  tendering  '  our 
warmest  sympathies  to  the  people  of  France  and  Italy,' 
Mr.  C.  J.  Ingersoll  moved  that  a  message  from  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States,  that  day  received,  be  laid  before the  House. 

"  The  Speaker  hearing  no  objection,  accordingly  handed the  said  message  to  the  Clerk. 
"  The  Clerk  was  in  the  act  of  opening  it,  when  Mr.  Ab  ams objected. 

i  *<  Mr.  C.  J.  Ingersoll  raised  the  point  of  order,  that  the 
objection  came  too  late,  the  message  having  passed  from 
the  possession  of  the  Speaker. 

"The  Speaker  decided  that  the  objection  was  in  season, 
the  reading  of  the  message  not  having  been  commenced,  and 

that  the  message  could'  not  now  be  laid  before  the  House. 
"From  this  decision  Mr.  C.  J.  Ingersoll  appealed. 
"  And  the  question  being  put,  '  Shall  the  decision  of  the 

Chair  stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  House?' 

10 

"  It  was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  tellers — ayes  90, 

noes  3J." Mr.  STANTON  desired  to  inquire  of  the  Chair 
what  the  state  of  the  case  would  be  if  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States  should  appear  in  person: 
whether  the  Speaker  would  consider  that  the 
House  was  bound,  under  the  Constitution,  to  re- 

ceive his  communication  ? 

The  SPEAKER  (very  doubtfully  heard)  was 
understood  to  say,  that  in  such  an  event,  he  could 
not.  leave  his  own  seat,  or  dispense  with  the  rules 
of  the  House,  except  by  a  vote  of  the  House. 

And  the  SPEAKER  again  stated,  that  the  ques- 
tion would  be,  "Shall  the  decision  of  the  Chair 

stand  as  the  judgment  of  the  House?" 
Mr.  C.J. INGERSOLL  appealed  to  the  gen- 

tleman from  Tennessee  [Mr.  Stanton]  to  with- 
draw his  appeal.  It  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  I.)  that 

the  House  had  decided  a  very  analogous  question. 
It  was  an  exceedingly  interesting  and  important 
question,  but  he  thought  that  it  would  be  better 
that  the  House  should  not  pass  upon  it  without 
more  full  consideration  than  it  could  at  this  time 
bestow. 

Mr.  STANTjN  acquiesced  in  the  suggestion. 
So  the  appeal^as  withdrawn. 
PETITIONS  AND  MEMORIALS  AGAIN. 

The  SPEAKER  then  proceeded  with  the  call  of 
the  States  for  petitions  and  memorials. 

The  States  being  called  for  the  purpose,  petitions 
were  presented  by  Messrs.  Smith  of  Connecticut, 
Jenkins,  Hunt,  Kellogg,  Greeley,  Duer, 
Freedley,  Blanchard,  Hampton,  Eckert, 
Thompson  of  Pennsylvania,  Goggin,  Preston, 
Giddings,  Fisher,  Schenck,  Wick,  Hilliard, 
Johnson  of  Arkansas,  and  Bingham. 

Mr.  VINTON  asked  leave  to  offer  a  resolution 

to  grant  the  use  of  the  Hall  to  the  American  Col- 
onization Society  on  the  evening  of  the  16th  in- 

stant.    Objected  to. 
NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Notices  for  leave  to  introduce  bills  were  given — 
By  Mr.  TOMPKINS:  A  bill  granting  to  the 

State  of  Mississippi  the  right  of  way  and  a  dona- 
tion of  public  land,  for  the  purpose  of  locating  and 

constructing  a  railroad  from  Brandon  to  the  eastern 

boundary  of  said  State,  in  the  direction  of  Mont- 
gomery, in  the  State  of  Alabama. 

By  Mr.  BINGHAM:  A  bill  granting  a  quantity 
of  land  to  aid  in  the  construction  of  the  Detroit  and 
Romeo  and  Port  Huron  railroad,  in  the  State  of 
Michigan. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FEATHERSTON, 
Resolved,  That  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  to  cancel  certain 

il legal  entries  of  the  public  lands  at  Columbus,  Mississippi," 
lie  taken  from  the  Clerk's  files  and  referred  to  the  Commit- 

tee on  Public  Lands. 
BILLS    INTRODUCED. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice  a  bill  was  intro- 
duced as  follows; 

By  Mr.  HARRIS:  A  bill  regulating  evidence 
in  the  circuit  and  district  courts  of  the  United 
States;  which  bill  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

In  pursuance  of  previous  notice,  Mr.  BRIDGES 
obtained  leave  to  introduce  a  joint  resolution  to 
construe  the  several  acts  of  Congress  heretofore 
passed  for  the  relief  of  revolutionary  soldiers; 
which  resolution  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Pensions. 

Mr.  HILL1ARD  (by  unanimous  consent)  ob- 
tained leave,  and  introduced  a  bill  to  amend  an  act 

regulating  the  district  courts  of  the  United  States 
for  the  District  of  Alabama;  which  bill  was  read 

twice,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee  composed 
of  the  Representatives  in  Congress  from  the  said 
State  of  Alabama. 

Mr.  PHELPS,  in  pursuance  of  previous  notice, 
obtained  leave  and  introduced  a  bill  granting  to  the 
State  of  Missouri  the  right  of  way  for  making  a 
railroad  from  Lexington,  on  the  Missouri  river,  to 

Ohio  City,  at  the  mouth  of  the  Ohio  river,  in  said 
State;  which  bill  was  read  twice,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  BINGHAM  introduced  a  bill  to  apply  cer- 
tain alternate  sections  of  the  public  domain  towards 

the  completion  of  the   Clinton  and  Kalamazoo 
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canal,  in  the  State  of  Michigan;  which  was  read, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Iowa, 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  for  the  withdrawal  from 

the  files  of  the  House,  of  the  papers  in  the  case  of  Samuel 

I.  Bayard.  » 
The  said  papers  were  thereupon  delivered  to Mr.  Thompson. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  THOMPSON,  of  Iowa, 

Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
papers,  from  the  files  of  ttie  House,  in  regard  to  the  Iowa 

militia. The  said  .papers  were  thereupon  delivered  to 
Mr.  Thompson. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  from  the 
Committee  on  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the 

Senate  bill  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  pay- 

ment of  interest  upon  the  advances  made  by'tlie State  of  Alabama  for  the  use  of  the  United  States 

Government  in  the  suppression  of  the  Creek  In- 
dian hostilities  of  183rJ  and  1837,  in  Alabama," 

reported  the  same  back  to  the  House  with  an 
amendment.  Committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

Mr.  R.  also,  from  die  same  committee,  to  whom 
was  referred  the  petition  of  Samuel  Perry,  made  a 
report  thereon,  accompanied  by  a  bill  for  his  relief. 
Read  twice  and  committed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Conn., 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Claims  he  diseliarged 

from  the  consideration  of  the  memorial  of  David  A.  Ely  and 
others,  praying  for  confirmation  of  preemption  rights. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Claims  be  discharged 
from  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  Hannah  Cole  lor 
bounty  land  on  account  of  the  military  services  of  her  hus- 

band, Samuel  Cole,  deceased,  iu  the  Mexican  war. 

Which  petitions  were  severally  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Public  Lands. 

Mr.  CROWELL,  from  the  Committee  on 
Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  the  petition  of  John 
Coates,  made  an  adverse  report  thereon.  Laid  on 

the  table'. Mr.  C.  also,  from  the  same  committee, "reported a  bill  to  provide  for  the  payment  of  the  passage  of 

General  Lafayette  from  France  to*  the  United States,  in  the  year  1824,  accompanied  by  a  report 
in  writing.     Read  and  committed. 

Mr.  GOGGIN,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Post 
Office  and  Post  Roads,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
memorial  of  Wiliiam  B.  Stokes,  surviving  partner 
of  John  N.  C.  Stockton  &  Co.,  praying  that  the 
amount,  of  compensation  on  the  upper  route  be- 

tween Augusta  and  Columbus  be  paid  him  prorata 

for  seventy-three  days,  in  the  same  manner  as  the 
compensation  from  Columbus  to  Mobile  has  been 
allowed,  made  an  adverse  report  thereon,  which 
was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  JOSEPH  R.  INGERSOLL,  from  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Judiciary,  reported  a  bill  for  the 

settlement  of  the  accounts  of  Captain  M.  M. 
Clarke;  which  was  read  twice  and  committed,  and 
made  the  order  of  the  dav  for  to-morrow. 
Mr.  JOSEPH  R.  INGERSOLL,  from  the  Com- 

mittee on  the  Judiciary,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
petition  of  Frederick  Dawson,  James  Schott,  and 
Elisha  Dane  Whitney,  for  payment  for  certain 
vessels  furnished  the  Republic  of  Texas,  given  up 
to  the  United  States  on  her  annexation  thereto, 

made  a  report  thereon,  accompanied  by  a  bill  for 

their  relief.     Read  and  committed. 

Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOJL,L,  from  the  same  com- 

mittee, to  whom  was  referred  a  memorial  of  citi- 
zens of  New  York,  praying  for  the  abolition  of 

the  punishment  of  death,  made  a  report  thereon; 
which  was  laid  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL, 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciory  be  dis- 
charged from  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  Wyait 

Eppes,  asking  the  payment  of  a  bill  of  costs  allowed  by  the 

district  judge  of  the  United  States  for  the  State  oi'  Missis- sippi, and  that  the  same  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  J.  R.  INGERSOLL,  from  the  Committee 

on  the  Judiciary,  reported  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved-,  That  the  Clerk  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  directed  to 

purchase  from  the  author,  William  Hickey.  Esq.,  for  the  use 

of  this  House,  the  same  number  of  copies  of  the  authentic 

copy  of  the   Constitution,  with   an  analytical  indev,  and 

,  compilation  of  other  public  documents  and  useful  intorma,» 
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tion,  as  were  ordered  for  the  use  of  the  Senate  by  the  second 
of  their  resolutions  of  the  18lh  of  February,  1847,  to  be  by 
the  members  distributed  to  public  libraries,  colleges,  other 
literary  institutions,  and  public  offices:  Provided,  That 
copies  of  the  last  edition  of  such  work  can  be  procured  at  a 
reduction  of  twenty  per  cent,  from  the  price  authorized  to  be 
paid  for  the  said  work  by  the  first  of  the  resolutions  of  the 
Senate  of  said  18th  February,  1847. 

Mr.  JONES,  of  Tennessee,  objected  to  the  res- 
olution. 

The  SPEAKER  stated  that  it  wa3  the  report  of 
a  committee,  and  was  in  order. 

Mr.  JONES  said  this  resolution,  if  he  understood 

it  correctly,  proposed  to  authorize* the  Clerk  to 

purchase  the  same  number  of  copies  of  "  Mickey's 
Constitution,"  as  had  been  purchased  by  the  Sen- 

ate. That,  he  believed,  was  20.000,  or  perhaps 
30,000  copits.  If  he  mistook  not,  the  resolution 
which  had  heretofore  been  passed  by  this  House, 
at  the  last  session,  for  the  distribution  of  books,  in- 

cluded one  copy  of  that  "  Constitution"  for  each 
member  of  this  House.  Now,  if  the  Senate  had 
distributed  20,000,  or  perhaps  30,000  copies,  (for 

he  thought  they  had  purchased  two  or  three  edi- 
tions,) if  they  had  distributed  the  number  they  had 

ordered  to  the  colleges,  universities,  and  public 
libraries  of  the  country,  there  was  perhaps  not 

one  public  library  in  the  country  but  had  been  fur- 
nished with  this  "  Constitution."  He  objected  to 

this  way  of  contracting  for  the  book;  if  they  were 
going  to  buy  it,  they  should  do  it  in  such  way 
as  wouid  show  on  the  face  of  their  proceed- 

ings what  they  were  doing.  Why  should  they 

undertake  to  shield"  themselves  under  what  the 

Senate  had  done?  "Why  not  do  the  thing  directly, and  say,  in  so  many  words,  how  many  copies  of 

this  "Constitution"  they  would  authorize  to  be 
published  and  paid  for  out  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  this  House?  Now,  he  could  not  tell  how  many 
copies  the  Clerk  would  consider  himself  authorized 
to  purchase  under  this  resolution.  There  had  been 
Some  two  or  three  editions,  he  understood,  pub^ 
lished  and  bought  by  the  Senate;  the  last  one,  he 
thought,  was  twenty  thousand  copies;  how  many 
there  were  in  all,  he  could  not  tell.  Now,  whether 
the  Clerk  of  the  House  would  consider  himself 

authorized  to  buy  the  number  the  Senate  last  pur- 
chased, or  whether  he  wouid  consider  himself 

authorized  and  instructed  to  purchase  a  number  of 
copies  equal  to  all  that  had  heretofore  been  pur- 

chased by  the  Senate,  he  knew  not.  If  this.House 
was  disposed,  or  intended  to  buy  this  book,  not 
for  the  benefit  .of  the  people,  not  for  the  benefit  of 
the  public  libraries,  not  for  the  benefit  of  anybody 
(as  he  considered)  on  the  face  of  the  earth,  except 
of  Mr.  Rickey,  they  should  frankly  declare  to  the 
country,  upon  the  record  of  their  proceedings,  how 
many  copies  they  purchased,  and  what  was  the 
object  of  the  donation  which  they  proposed  to 
make  to  Mr.  Hickey  forgetting  up  and  publishing 
this  book. 

If  the  House  wanted  this  "Constitution,"  why 
not,  as  had  been  suggested  by  a  friend  near  him, 
Order  it  to  be  published  by  contract?  Why  not 
direct  their  public  printers  to  print,  bind,  and  deliv- 

er it  here,  at  the  rates  on  which  he  performed,  the 
Other  printing  of  the  House  under  contract? 

It  was  said  that  Mr.  Hickey" had  a  copyright. 
But  any  man  in  this  country  who  had  the  ability 
to  compile  any  work  at  ail,  could  compile  one 
equally  valuable  with  this.  A  great  deal  of  it  was 
6f  no  service  to  anybody.  As  to  the  copyright, 
if-  (en  lines  were  altered,  he  presumed  anybody 
would  have  the  right-to  publish  it. 

If  they  wantecf  this  "Constitution"  of  Mr. 
Hickey,  to  distribute  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  people, 
they  ought  to  purchase  it  on  some  other  terms 
than  those  prescribed  by  the  resolution,  from  one 
who  had  probably  already  realized  ten  times  or  a 

hundred  times  the"  value  of  his  labor  Tand  trouble in  getting  up  the  book. 
He  hoped  the  resolution  would  not  he  adopted; 

and  when  the  question  came  up  on  its  passage,  he 
would  *sk  the  yeas  and  nays,  that  the  country 
might  know  who  the  gentlemen  "were  that  were 
disposed  to  vote  for  these  extravagant  appropria- 

tions. '  r  ■   "■ 
Mr.  BRODHEAD  (remarking  that  he  thought 

this  Congress  had  purchased  books'enough)  moved to  lay  the  resolution  en  the  table. 
Mr.  JONES,-.of  Tennessee,  asked  the  yeas  and 

nays  on  this  motion;  which  we're  ordered-. Pending  the  question— 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  rose  and 

called  for  the  orders  pf  the  day;  and  moved  that 

the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  with  a  view  to 
resume  the  consideration  of  the  special  order, 
being  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  settlement  of 
claims  against  the  United  States. 

Mr.  KAUFMAN  objected  to  the  motion,  on 
the  ground  that  the  morning  hour  had  not  yet  ex- 

pired.   , The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  motion  to  go 
into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 

Union  was  always  in  order.  A  motion  to  proceed 
to  the  business  on  the  Speaker's  table  would  not 
be,  until  one  hour  after  reports  were  called  for. 
The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the 

negative. 
So  the  House  refused  to  go  into  Committee  of 

the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  motion  to  lay  the 
resolution  reported  by  Mr.  J.  R.  Ingersoll  on 
the  table — 

Mr.  F1CKL1N  asked  for  the  reading  of  the 
resolution;  which  was  read. 

Mr.  LORD  inquired  of  the  Speaker  how  many 
copies  had  been  ordered  by  the  Senate? 

The  SPEAKER.  The  Chair  has  no  knowledge. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  to 

lay  on  the  table,  and  decided  in  the'  affirmative — 
yeas  126,  nays  47 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Adams,  Barrow,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Blanch- 

ard,  Bocork,  Bovvlin,  Boyd,  Bridges,  Brodhead,  William  G. 
Brown,  Charles  Brown,  Albeit  G.  ISrown,  Burt,  Butler, 
Cauby,  Chase,  Franklin  Clark,  Beverl&L.  Clarke,  William- 

son R.  W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer^Eonger,  Dickinson, 
Dixon,  Donneil,  Duer,  Garnett  Duncan,  Eckt  rt,  Embree, 
Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Faian,  .  Featherston, 

Ficklin.  Fisher,  Fl'ounioy,  French,  Fries.  Fulton,  Gentry, 

Goggin,' Gott,  Green,  Greeley,  Gregory,  Gri'unell,  Hale,  Wil- fard  P.  Hall,  James  G.  Hampton,  Harmansoh,  Harris,  Hen- 
ley, Henry,  Hill,.  Billiard,  Elias  B.  Holmes,  George  S. 

Houston,  John  W.  Houston,  Hudson,  Inge,  irvin,  Jameson, 
Andrew  Johnson,  James  H.  Johnson,  George  W.  Jones, 
Kaufman,  Kennnn,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lahm,  La  Sere,  Ligon,' 
Lincoln,  Lord,  Lumpkin,  McClelland,  MeCrernand,  Mc- 

Dowell, McKay,  McLane,  Job  Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Mor- 
ris, Morse,  Outlaw,  Palfrey,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Petrie,  Peltit, 

Peyton,  Fhelps,  Pollock,  Preston,  .Putnam,  Richardson, 
Richey,  Rockhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A.  Rockwell,  Root, 
Rumsey,  Sawyer,  Shepperd,  Shenill,  Silvester,  Smart, 
Caleb  B.  Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart, 
Strong,  Thibodeaux,  Thomas,  James  Thompson,  Robert 
A.  Thompson,  Toombs,  Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Wal- 

lace, Wick.  Wiley,  Wilmot,  and  Woodward— 126. 
NAYS— Messrs.  Abbott,  Belcher,  Bingham,  Blackmar, 

Botts,-Boyden,  Brady,  Buckner,  Cabell,  Chapman,  Collins, 

Crowell,  Darling,  Dickey,  Dunn,  Edward's,  Farrelly,  Freed- 
ley,  Gayle,  Giddings,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  Moses  Hampton, 
Hunt,  Charles  J.  Iiigjjrsoll,  Jenkins,  Kellogg,  Sidney  Law- 

rence, Leffler,  Levin,  Mcllvaine,  Horace  Mann,  Marsh, 
Marvin,  Mullin,  Rosr,  St.  John,  Schenck,  Truman  Smith, 
Taylor,  Richard  W.  Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Tomp- 

kins, Turner,  Vinton,  Warren,  Weutvvorth,  and  White— 47. 
So  the  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  TAYLOR, 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House  to-mor- 

row be  discharged  from  the  consideration  of  joint  resolution 
for  the  relief  of  Alexander  Hunter,  and  that  the  same,  to- 

gether with  the  accompanying  papers,  be  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

Mr.  FRENCH,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, reported  a  bill  to  amend  the  act  entitled 

"  An  act  supplemental  to  the  act  for  the  admission 
of  the  States  of  Iowa  and  Florida  into  the  Union;" 
which  bill  was,  read  twice,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
grossedand  read  a  third  time;  and,  being  engrossed, 
was  accordingly  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Ordered,  That  the  Clerk  request  the  concurrence  of  the 
Senate  in  said  bill. 

Mr.  KING,  from  the  Committee  on  Revolution- 

ary Claim's,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  the 
heirs  of  Wadleigh  Noyes,  deceased;  which  was 
read  twice,  and  committed  to  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  KING,  of  Massachusetts, 
Ordered,  Tlrat  the  Committee  on  Revolutionary  Claims  be 

discharged  from  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  William 
II._Russell,  and  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DARLING,  from  the  Committee  on  Pri- 
vate Land  Claims,  reported  a  bill  granting  the 

right  of  preemption  to  Josh.ua  Holden,  accompa- 
nied by  a  report  in  writing;-  which  was  read  twice 

and  committed.         * 
Mr.  DARLING,  from  the  same  committee,  re- 

ported a  bill  to  satisfy  the  claim  of  the  legal  repre- 
sentatives of  Joseph  Reynes,  accompanied  by  a 

report  in  writing;  which  bill  was  read  twice  and 
committed. 

Mr.  TOMPKINS,  from  the  Committee  on  Pri- 
vate Land  Claims,  to  whom  was  referred  Senate 

bill  for  the  relief  of  James  G.  Carson,  reported 
the  same  back  to  the  House  without  amendment. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time  and  passed, 
and  returned -to  the  Senate. 

Mr.  WHITE,  from  the  Committee  on  Agricul- 
ture, reported  the  following  resolution,  which  was 

read  and  agreed  to,  viz: 
Resolved,  That  the  heirs  of  Jethro  Wood  have  leave  to 

withdraw  their  petition  and  papers. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  FULTON, 
Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  be  dis- 

charged from  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  John  Bar- 
rett, and  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  FULTON,  fram  the  Committee  on  Invalid 
Pensions,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief  of  John 
France,  accompanied  bya  report  in  writing;  which 
bill  was  read  twice  and  committed. 

Mr.  FULTON,  from  the  same  committee,  made 

adverse  reports,  upon  the  petitions  ofMathewMack- 
lem  and  of  John  W.  Howell;  which  reports  were 
laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.FULTON, 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Invalid  Pensions  rm 
discharged  from  the  consideration  of  the  petition  of  George 
Grey,  and  that  it  be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  STRONG,  from  the  same  committee,  mad« 
an  adverse  report  upon  the  petition  of  Peter  Riffe; 
which  was  laid  upon  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  SMITH,  of  Illinois, 
Ordered,  That  leave  be  granted  to  withdraw  from  the  files 

of  the  House  the  papers  relating  to  the  claims  of  William 
C,  Honnens,  John  P.  Boyce,  Michael  Dowling,  Patrick 

Meran,  and  William  Leriilard. 
Mr.  BRODHEAD  moved  that  the  House  re- 

solve itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  motion  was 

rejected. When  the  States  had  been  called  through  for 
petitions,  and  the  Speaker  was  calling  upon  the 

committees  for  reports — 
Mr.  FICKLIN  rose  to  inquire  whether  it  would 

be  in  order  to  move  to  proceed  to  the  considera- 

tion of  business  on  the  Speaker's  table? The  SPEAKER  said,  it  would  be  in  order  in 

twenty  minutes  from  that  time. 
Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  from  the  Committee 

on  Territories,  reported  a  bill  to  establish  the  Ter- 
ritorial Government  of  New  Mexico;  which  was 

read  twice  and  committed. 
Mr.  PILSBURY,  on  behalf  of  the  minority  of 

said  committee,  submitted  a  report  and  protest 
against  the  dismemberment  of  the  State  of  Texas. 
Mr.  CALEB  B.  SMITH,  chairman  of  the  Com- 

mittee on  Territories,  said,  that  under  the  instruc- 
tions of  that  committee,  a  bill  had  been  reported, 

which,  however,  had  not  been  accompanied  with 

any  report.  The  minority  of  the  committee  dis- 
sented from  the  majority,  so  far  as  the  boundaries 

of  the  Territory  of  New  Mexico  were  concerned. 
The  paper  now  presented  by  the  gentleman  from 
Texas,  [Mr.  Pilsbury,]  he  (Mr.  S.)  understood 
to  be  the  report  of  the  minority  of  the  committee. 
He  submitted,  that  inasmuch  as  the  majority  of 

the  committee  had  made  no  report,  it  was  a  ques- 
tion to  be  decided  by  this  House,  whether  a  mi- 

nority report  could  be  made. The  SPEAKER  said  that  there  was  no  such 

thing  known  to  the  rules  as  a  report  from  the 
minority  of  a  committee.  A  minority  of  a  com- 

mittee could,  by  leave  of  the  House,  make  a  states 
ment  of  their  views,  and  the  vote  of  a  majority  of 
the  House  was  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  do  so. 

Mr.  BURT  rose,  he  said,  to  reply  to  the  sugges- 
tion which  had  been  made  by  the  gentleman  from 

Indiana,  [Mr.  Smith  ]  He  (Mr.  B.)  begged  leave 
to  say,  that  the  report  of  a  minority  was  the  only 
form  in  which  the  minority  could  express  their 
views.  And  he  would  appeal  to  the  oldest  mem- 

bers on  this  floor  to  sustain  his  assertion,  that  in 
no  solitary  case  had  a  respectful  paper  which  had 
been  offered  by  the  minority  of  a  committee  been 
refused. 

Mr.  SMITH  said,  in  reply  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  gentleman  frnm  South  Carolina,  [Mr.  Burt,] 
that  he  did  not  wish  to  be  understood  as  ma- 

king the  slightest  objection  to  the  introduction 
of  the  report  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas, 

[Mr.  Pilsbury.]  All  that  he  (Mr.  S.)  had  in- 
tended or  desired  to  do  was,  to  state  what  the  facts 

were;  and  if  the  House  was  willing  to  receive  the 
report,  he  had  no  objection;  nor  did  he  suppose 
that  objection  was  entertained  by  any  member  of 
the  committee. 

Mr.  BURT.     I  see  nothing  in  the  merits   
The  SPEAKER  (interposing.)     No  objection 
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appears  to  be  made;  if  so,  there  is  no  question 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  BURT.     I  trust  there  will  be  no  objection. 
The  report  was  then  received,  and  ordered  to  be 

printed. . 
Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Massachusetts,  from  the 

Committee  on  Territories,  to  which  was  referred 
the  resolution  of  the  House  of  the  13th  of  Decem- 

ber, 1848,  instructing  them  "to  inquire  into  the 
*  expediency  of  so  dividing  the  Territory  of  Upper 
*  California  as  to  organize  and  extend  a  district 
*  Territorial  Government  over  that  portion  of  said 
'Territory  which  includes  the  white  settlement  in 
"the  vicinity  of  Salt  Lake,"  made  an  adverse  re- 

port thereon.     Laid  on  the  table. 
THE  PUBLIC  PRINTING. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Indiana,  asked  leave  to  report 
a  joint  resolution,  of  which  he  had  heretofore  given 
notice.  . 

The  resolution  was  read,  for  information,  by  its 
title.  It  was  a  joint  resolution  to  repeal  the  joint 
resolution  directing  the  manner  in  which  the  pub- 

lic printing  should  be  executed. 
Objection  being  made,  the  resolution  was  not 

in  trod  uced . 

Some  conversation  took  place  respecting  the 
order  of  business;  and  a  motion  by 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  that  the 
House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 

on  the  state  of  the  Union,  was  rejected. 
TARIFF  OF  1846. 

The  House  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of 
the  following  resolution  offered  by  Mr.  Greeley, 
<on  the  21st  of  December,  ult.,  viz: 

Revoked,  That  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  be,  and  he 
hereby  is,  requested  to  communicate  to  tiiis  House  (if  such 

communication  be  not,"in  his  judgment,  incompatible  with the  public  interest)  the  considerations  of  equity  or  public 
policy  which  justify  the  assessment,  by  the  tariff  of  18-io,  on 
woollen  blankets,  flannels,  baizes,  &.<;.,  and  on  hempen  ca- 

bles, cordage,  and  several  other  descriptions  of  imported 
manufactures,  of  rates  of  duty  five  to  ten  per  cent,  lower 
than  are  charged  on  the  principal  raw  material  from  which 
they  are  respectively  fabricated;  and  if  the  same  be  not 
Justified  as  aforesaid,  what  action  of  Congress  in  relation 
thereto  is  deemed  by  him  desirable? 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said,  if  he  understood  the 
resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York  aright, 
it  asked  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  why  this 
Congress  had  passed  the  tariff  of  1846.  If  the  gen- 

tleman from  New  York  would  call  upon  him,  (Mr. 
W.,)  he  would  answer  him  why  he  had  helped  to 
pass  g,  for  he  had  had  as  much  to  do  with  passing 
the  tariff  law  as  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  had 
had.  It  was  the  first  instance  he  (Mr.  W.)  had 
ever  known  of  a  member  of  this  House  bringing 
forward  a  resolution  asking  an  executive  officer  of 
the  Government  why  this  Congress  had  passed 
such  or  such  a  law. 

.He  mo"ved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table;  but 
he  subsequently  withdrew  it,  on  pledge  of  its  re 
newal,  and  at  the  request  of 

Mr.  GREELEY,  who  said  he  wished  to  set  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois  right  on  a  question  of  fact. 
The  tariff  law  now  in  question  had  not  been  enact- 

ed by  this  Congress  at  all;  it  had  been  enacted  by 
a  former  Congress,  upon  the  recommendation,  and 
mainly  upoy  the  compilation  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  and  was  mainiv  his  work. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH.  How  is  that  known  ?  I 

•was  here  when  the  law  was  passed;  I  don't  know 
any  such  thing.    » 

Mr.  GREELEY  replied,  that  it  was  known  by 
the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  before 
them.  The  Secretary  came  before  .this  House 
as  the  eulogist  of  this  tariff  in  ail  its  features,  and 
claimed  the  credit  of  it.  Now,  appearing  before 
the  country  in  that  capacity,  he  (Mr.  G.)  wished 
to  get  information  from  him  in  regard  to  a  partic- 

ular and  a  very  important  feature  of  that  tariff- 
how  it  worked,  what  considerations  of  public 
policy  justified  this  provision. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  would  suggest 
to  the  gentleman  from  New  York  that  he  make 
this  inquiry  of  their  friend,  the  former  chairman  of 
tbeCommitteeof  Waysand  Means,  [Mr.  McKay. 1 
That  gentleman  was  here  then;  he  had  reported 
the  tariff  of  1846,  and  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  had  no  right  to  say  that  the  chairman  of  a 
committee  of  this  House  had  been  dictated  to  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  as  to  what  bill  he 
should  report. 

Mr.  GREELEY  (evidently  having  misunder- 
stood Mr.  W.)  said  the  present  chairman  of  the 

Committee  of  Ways  and   Means   [Mr,  Vinton*] 

was  not  the  chairman  when  the  tariff  bill  of  1846 

was  reported. 
Mr.  WENTWORTH.  But  the  former  chair- 

man who  reported  the  bill  is  here  now,  and  the 
gentleman  can  inquire  of  him. 

Mr.  GREELEY.  But  a  call  upon  a  former 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 

would' not  be  in  order.     [A  laugh.] 
He  (Mr.  G.)  thought  the  resolution  was  per- 

fectly in  order.  If  there  was  a  good  answer,  it 
could  be  given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 
The  objection  to  this  inquiry  did  not  look  well, 
coming  from  a  friend  of  the  tariff  of  1846. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said  he  had  no  objection 

togivingthegentleman  fromNewYork  ahy inform- 
ation that  might  be  in  his  power,  nor  had  he  any 

objection  to  the  gentleman's  calling  upon  any  of 
the  bureaus  for  information;  but  he  appealed  to 
the  House  to  know  if  this  thing  was  just  and  fair. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York  had  risen  in  his 
place,  and  told  the  House  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  had  dictated  the  present  tariff.  Now, 

he  (Mr.  W.)  remembered  the  circumstances  at- 
tending the  passage of« that  jaw.  The  bill  had  been 

altered  materially  in  this  House;  and  the  gentle- 
man had  no  right  to  charge  that  the  chairman  of  the 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  had  taken  this 
bill  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury;  and  he 
came  now  and  wanted  to  know  of  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  how  it  was  that  he  had  done  so 
and  so? 

Mr.  HUNTfinquired  if  the  gentleman  from  Illi- 
nois did  not  know  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury had  prepared  the  tariff  bill  of  1846,  and  com- 

municated it  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means? 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  replied,  that  he  did  not 
know  any  such  thing.  He  knew  that  he  (Mr.  W.) 
had  had  a  hand  in  framing  it,  and  voting  for  it. 

Mr.  HUNT  said,  he  believed  it  was  a  fact  well 
known  to  gentlemen  who  were  members  of  the 
House  at  that  time  that  the  bill  was  framed  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  said,  that  bill  had  been 

altered  materially  in  this  House,  and  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means. 

But  that  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  case.  There 
had  never  such  a  thing  been  heard  of  before  in 
this  Government,  as  such  a  call  by  a  resolution 

offered  by  a  gentleman  upon  this  floor.  It  was  dis- 
respectful to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and  for 

that  reason,  among  others,  it  should  not  be  adopt- 
ed. If  the  gentleman  wanted  any  information,  and 

would  modify  his  resolution  so  as  merely  to  call 

for  information,  he  (Mr.  W.)  would  have  no  ob- 
jection; but  so  long  as  it  implied  to  the  country 

and  the  world  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
had  dictated  this  tariff  to  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  and  to  Congress,  he  would^not  vote 
far  it. 

He  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on  the  table. 
Mr.  GREELEY  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays, 

which  were  ordered. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  decided  in  the 

negative — yeas  86,  nays  87 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Bayly,  Beoiiiger,  Bingham,  Eowlin, 

Boyd,  Boy  den,  Brodhead,  VVilliam  G.  Brown,  Charles 
Brown,  Albert  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Cabell,  Chase,  Clapp, 
Franklin  Clark,  Williamson  K.  W.  Colo,  Collins,  Cum- 

mins, Darling,  Dickinson,  Dunn,  Faran,  Featherston,  Fick- 

lin,  Flournoy,  French,  Fries,  Fulton,  Gdggi'n,  Green,  Ham- mons,  Hariaaiisoii,  Hill,  Hiliiard;  Isaac  E.  Holmes,  George 
S.  Houston,  Charles  J.  ingersoil,  James  K.  Johnson,  Robert 
W.  Johnson,  George  VY.  Jones,  Ken.noii,  Lahm,  La  Sere, 
Leffler,  Ligon,  Lord,  Lumpkin,  McClelland,  McCiernaua, 
McDowell,  Job  Mann,  Horace  Mann,  Meade,  Miller,  Mor- 

ris, Murphy,  Outlaw,  Palfrey,  Peasiee, Petrie,  Pettit, Peyton, 
Phelps,  Richardson-,  Ricliey,  Rockhill,  Sawyer,  Smart, 
Robert  Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart, 
Strong,  Thomas,  John  B.  Thompson,  Robert  A. Thompson, 
William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Turner,  Wallace,  Went- 
worth,  Wick,  Wiley,  Williams,  Wilmot,  and  Wood- 

ward— 86. 
N.A5TS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Barrow,  Blackmar,  Blanchard, 

Bibcock,  Butts,  Brady,  Butler,  Canby,  Chapman,  Beverly 
L,  Clarke,  Clingman,  Cocke,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crozier, 
Dickey,  Dixon,  bomrelJ,  Garnett  Duncan,  Eckert,  Edwards, 
Embree,  Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Farrelly,  Fisher, 
Freedley,  Gayle,  Gentry,  Giriuing-,  Gott,  Greeley,  Gregory, 
Grimiell,  Hale,  Willard  P,  Hall,  Nathan  IC  Hall,  Moses 
Hampton,  Harris,  Henry,  Ehas  B.  Holmes,  John  W.  Hous- 

ton, Hubbard,  Ilunt,  Inge,  Joseph  It.  Ingersoil,  Irvin, 
Jameson,  Jenkins,  Andrew  Johnson,  Kaufman,  Kellogg, 

Thomas  Bulier  King,  Daniel  P.  King,  Lincoln',  Mcilvaine, 
McKay,  MeLane,  ;\iarsh,  Marvin,  Morehead,  Ivlullin,  New- 

ell, Peek,  Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell,  John 
A.  Rockwell,  Ro=e,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Schenck,  Shepperd, 
Sherrill,  Silvester,  Caleb  B.Smith,  Truman  Smith,  Taylor, 
Tompkins,  Toombs,  Tuck,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Warren, 
White,  and  Wilson— 87. 

So  the  motion  to  lay  on  the,  table  was  rejected. 

Mr.  GREELEY  moved  to  amend  the  resolution 

by  striking  out  the  words,  "if  such  communica- 
tion be  not,  in  his  judgment,  incompatible  with 

the  public  interest." He  remarked  that  he  understood  that  such  a 

provision  was  unusual  in  a  resolution  of  this  char- acter. 

Mr.  BOTTS  hoped  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  would  further  modify  his  resolution  so  as  to 
make  it  conform  to  the  established  practice  of  the 
House,  by  directing  the  Secretary,  &c. 

Mr.  GREELEY  expressed  his  willingness  to 
make  that  modification,  if  it  was  necessary  to  make 
the  resolution  in  the  usual  form. 

-  The  SPEAKER,  suggested  to  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Botts,]  that  it  was  not  usual 
to  direct  an  officer  to  report  a  matter  of  opinion; 
it  was  the  practice  of  the  House  to  direct  him  to 
give  any  information  as  to  facts,  but  request  him  to 
give  his  opinion. 

The  amendment  of  Mr.  Greeley  was  agreed  to. 
Mr.  FICKL1N  moved  to  amend  the  resolution, 

by  adding  thereto  the  following: 
And  that  Abbot  Lawrence  be  requested  fa  laugh]  to  in- 

form this  House  what  motives  of  public  interest  justified  the 
establishment  of  minimmns  and  specifics  in  tiie  tariff  act  of 
184 1,  by  the  joint  operation  of  winch  a  square  yard  of  cotton 
goods  that  cost  five  cents  was  taxed  as  high  as  a  square  yard 
of  the  same  kind  of  goods  that  cost  twenty  cents,  and  a  yard 
of  silk  worth  fifty  cents  was  taxed  as  high  as  a  yard  of  silk 
worth  two  dollars. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  amendment  was  not 

in  order,  as  the  resolution  itself  called  upon  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  for  information. 
Mr.  FiCKLIN  modified  the  amendment  by 

striking  out  the  words  "Abbot  Lawrence,''  and 
inserting  "  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury." 
Mr.  HENLEY  moved  to  arn-end  the  amend- 

ment, by  adding  thereto  the  following: 
And  that  he  also  be  requested  to  inquire -into  and  commu- 

nicate the  causes  lhat  produced  a  reduction  of  the  wages 
of  the  operatives  in  the  manufactories  at  Lowell. 

Mr.  COCKE  demanded  the  previous  question. 
Mr.  BOWLSN  made  a  question  of  order,  as 

follows:  That  the  resolution  called  upon  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury  virtually  for  the  motives 

that  influenced  an  act  exclusively  of  legislation, 

and  it  was  not  competent  for  this  House  to  -call 
upon  the  head  of  a  department  to  explain  or  justify 
the  motives  of  Congress  in  adopting  any  particular 

system  of  legislation. The  SPEAKER  said  that  the  point  of  order 
should  have  been  made  when  the  resolution  was 

introduced.  The  House  might  rule  out  a  resolu- 
tion of  this  character  on  the  ground  of  impropriety, 

but  it  was  not  for  the  Chair  to  rule  it  out  on  the 

ground  of  order. Mr.  GREELEY  said  there  was  nothing  in  the 
resolution  relative  to  the  motives  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  or  of  Congress  in  passing  the  act 

of  1846.     " 

Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Alabama,  inquired  of  the 
Speaker  if  it  was  too  late  to  make  the  point  that 
the  resolution,  giving  rise  to  debate,  should  lie  over one  day? 

The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  had  already  lain 
over  a  fortnight. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  The  amendment  of  the  gen- 

tleman from  Illinois,  'then,  does  not  change  the order  of  the  resolution  ? 
The  SPEAKER.  The  amendment  does  not 

carry  the  resolution  over. 
The  question  was  then  propounded  on  seconding 

the  demand  for  the  previous  question. 

Mr.  McLANE  moved  to  lay  the  resolution  on 
the  table. 

Mr.  WENTWORTH  called  for  the  yeas  and 

Bay's. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  not  ordered. 

And  "the  questibn"  being  taken,  it  was  decided  in 
the  affirmative — ayes  88,  noes  53. 

So  the  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table. 

MESSAGE  FROM  THE  PRESIDENT. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  STANTON,  the  House  pro- 
ceeded to  the  consideration  of  business  on  the 

Speaker's  table;  and — 
The  SPEAKER  laid  before  the  House  a  mes- 

sage from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  as follows: 

To  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  Stales:  i 

In  answer  to  the  resolution  of  the  18th  of  De- 

cember, 1848,  requesting  information  "under  what 
law  or  provision  of  the  Constitution,  or  by  what 

other  authority,"  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
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■with  the  "sanction  and  approval"  of  the  Presi- 
dent, established  "a  tariff  of  duties  in  the  ports 

of  the  Mexican  Republic"  "  during  the  war  with 
Mexico,"  and  "  by  what  legal,  constitutional,  or 
other  authority,"  the  "  revenue  thus  derived"  was 
appropriated  to  "  the  support  of  the  army  in  Mex- 

ico," i  refer  the  House  to  my  annual  message  df 
the  7th  of  December,  1847;  to  my  message  to  the 
Senate  of  the  10th  of  February,  1848,  responding 
to  a  call  of  that  body,  a  copy  of  which  is  herewith 
communicated;  and  to  my  message  to  the  House 

of  Representatives  of  the  24th  of  July,  1848,  re- 
sponding to  a  call  of  that  House. 

The  resolution  assumes  that  the  Secretary  of  the 

Treasury  "  established  a  tariff  of  duties  in  the  ports 
of  the  Mexican  Republic."  The  contributions 
collected  in  this  mode  were  not  established  by  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  but  by  a  military  order 
issued  by  the  President,  through  the  War  and 

Navy  Departments.  For  his  information,  the  Pres- 
ident directed  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  pre- 
pare and  report  to  him  a  scale  of  duties.  That 

report  was  made,  and  the  President's  military  order 
of  the  31st  March,  1847,  was  based  upon  it.  The 
documents  communicated  to  Congress  with  my 
annual  message  of  December,  1847,  show  the  true 
character  of  that  order. 

The  authority  under  which  military  contribu- 
tions were  exacted  and  collected  from  the  enemy, 

and  applied  to  the  support  of  our  army  during  the 
■war  with  Mexico,  was  stated  in  the  several  mes- 

sages referred  to. 
In  the  first  of  these  messages,  I  informed  Con- 

gress that  "on  the  31st  of  March  last  I  caused 
'  an  order  to  be  issued  to  our  military  and  naval 
*  commanders  to  levy  and  collect  a  military  contri- 
'  bution  upon  all  vessels  and  merchandise  which 
'  might  enter  any  of  the  ports  of  Mexico  in  our 
*  military  occupation,  and  to  apply  such  contribu- 
(  tions  towards  defraying  the  expenses  of  the  war. 

"  By  virtue  of  the  right  of  conquest  and  the  laws 
'  of  war,  the  conqueror,  consulting  his  own  safety 
'  or  convenience,  may  either  exclude  foreign  com- 
*  merce'  altogether  from  all  such  ports,  or  permit 
'  it  upon  such  terms  and  conditions  as  he  may 
'  prescribe.  Before  the  principal  ports  of  Mexico 
'  were  blockaded  by  our  navy,  the  revenue  derived 
*  from  import  duties  under  the  laws  of  Mexico  was 
'paid  into  the  Mexican  treasury.  After  these 
'  ports  had  fallen  into  our  military  possession,  the 
'  blockade  was  raised,  and  commerce  with  them 

'  permitted  upon  prescribed  terms  and  conditions. 

«  They"  were  opened   to  the  trade  of  ail  nations 
*  upon  the  payment  of  duties  more  moderate  in 
« in  their  amount  than  those  which  had  been  pre- 
*  viously  levied  by  Mexico,  and  the  revenue  which 
'  was  formerly  paid  into  the  Mexican  treasury 

'  was  directed  "to  be  collected  by  our  military  and 
*  naval  officers,  and  applied  to  the  use  of  our  army 
'  and  navy.  Care  was  taken  that  the  officers,  soi- 
'  diers,  and  sailors  of  our  army  and  navy  should 
*  be  exempted  from  the  operations  of  the  order; 
'and  as  the  merchandise  imported,  upon  which 
*  the  order  operated,  must  be  consumed  by  Mexi- 
'  can  citizens,  the  contributions  exacted  were  in 
■  effect  the  seizure  of  the  public  revenues  of  Mex- 
«  ico,  and  the  application  of  them  to  our  own  use. 
'  In  directing  this  measure,  the  object  was  to  corn- 
'  pel  the  enemy  to  contribute,  as  far  as  practicable, 
*  towards  the  expenses  of  the  war." 

It  was  also  stated  in  that  message,  that  "  meas- 
'  ures  have  recently  been  adopted,  by  which  the  in- 
'  ternalas  well  as  the  external  revenues  of  Mexico, 
'in  all  places  in  our  military  occupation,  will  be 
'  seized  and  appropriated  to  the  use  of  our  army 
*  and  navy. 

"The  policy  of  levying  upon  the  enemy  contri- 
'  buttons  in  every  form  consistently  with  the  laws 
'  of  nations,  which  it  may  be  practicable  for  our 
'  military  commanders  to  adopt,  should,  in  my 
'judgment,  be  rigidly  enforced,  and  orders  to  this 
'  effect  have  accordingly  been  given.  By  such  a 

'  policy,  at  the  same  time  that  our  own  "treasury 
'  will  be  relieved  from  a  heavy  drain,  the  Mexican 
'  people  will  be  made  to  feel  the  burdens  of  the 
'  war,  and,  consulting  their  own  interests,  may  be 
'  induced  the  more  readily  to  require  their  rulers 
'  to  accede  to  a  just  peace." 

In  the  same  message,  I  informed  Congress  that 

the  amount  of  the  "loan"  which  would  be  required 
for  the  further  prosecution  of  the  war,  might  be 
•'  reduced  by  whatever  amount  of  expenditure  can 
be  saved  by  military  contributions  collected  in 

Mexico;"  and  that  "  the  most  rigorous  measures 

for  the  augmentation  of  these  contributions  have 
been  directed,  and  a  very  considerable  sum  is  ex- 

pected from  that  source."  The  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  in  his  annual  report  of  that  year,  in 
making  his  estimate  of  the  amount  of  loan  which 

will  probably  be  required,  reduced  the  sum  in  con- 
sideration of  the  amount  which  would  probably 

be  derived  from  these  contributions,  and  Congress 
authorized  the  loan  upon  this  reduced  estimate.  In 
the  message  of  the  10th  of  February,  1848,  to  the 

Senate,  it  was  stated  that  "  no  principle  is  better 
'  established  than  that  a  nation  at  war  has  the  right  of 
'  shifting  the  burden  off  itself,  and  imposing  it  on  the 
'enemy  by  exacting  military  contributions.  The 
'  mode  of  making  such  exactions  must  be  left  to  the 
'  discretion  of  the  conqueror,  but  it  should  be  exer- 
'  cise  in  a  manner  conformable  to  the  rules  of  civil- 

'  ized  warfare.  The  right  to  levy  these  contribu- 
'  tions  is  essential  to  the  successful  prosecution  of 
'  war  in  an  enemy's  country;  and  the  practice  of 
'  nations  has  been  in  accordance  with  this  princi- 
'  pie.  It  is  as  clearly  necessary  as  the  right  to 
'  fight  battles,  and  lis  exercise  is  often  essential  to 
'  the  subsistence  of  the  army.  Entertaining  no 
'doubtthat  the  military  right  to  exclude  com- 
'  merce  altogether  from  the  port3  of  the  enemy  in 
'  our  military  occupation  included  the  minor  right 
'  of  admitting  it  under  prescribed  conditions,  it  be- 
'  came  an  important  question,  at  the  date  of  the 
'  order,  whether  there  should  be  a  discrimination 
'  between  vessels  and  cargoes  belonging  to  citizens 
'  of  the  United  States  and  vessels  and  cargoes  be- 

'  longing  to  neutral  nations." In  the  message  to  the  House  of  Representatives 

of  the  24th  of  July,  1848,  it  was  stated  that  "it  is 
'  from  the  same  source  of  authority  that  we  derive 
'  the  unquestioned  right,  after  the  war  has  been 
'  declared  by  Congress,  to  blockade  the  ports  and 
'  coasts  of  the  enemy,  to  capture  his  towns,  cities, 
'and  provinces,  and  to  levy  contributions  upon 
'  him  for  the  support  of  our  army.  Of  the  same 
'  character  with  these  is  the  right  to  subject  to  our 
'  temporary  military  government  the  conquered 
'  territories  of  our  enemy.  They  are  all  belliger- 
'  ent  rights,  and  their-exercise  is  as  essential  to  the 
'  successful'  prosecution  of  a  foreign  war  as  the 

'  right  to  fight  battles.'' 
By  the  Constitution,  the  power  "to  declare"  war 

is  vested  in  Congress;  and  by  the  same  instru- 
ment it  is  provided  that  "  the  President  shall  be 

commander-in-chief  of  the  army  and  navy  of  the 

United  States,"  and  that  "  he  shall  take  care  that 

the  laws  be  faithfully  executed." When  Congress  have  exerted  their  power  by 
declaring  war  against  a  foreign  nation,  it.  is  the 
duty  of  the  President  to  prosecute  it.  The  Con- 

stitution has  prescribed  no  particular  mode  in 
which  he  shall  perform  this  duty. 

The  manner  of  conducting  the  war  is  not  defined 

by  the  Constitution. 
The  term  ivar,  used  in  that  instrument,  has  a 

well -understood  meaning  among  nations.  That 
meaning  is  derived  from  the  laws  of  nations,  a  code 
which  is  recognized  by  all  civilized  Powers  as 
being  obligatory  in  a  state  of  war.  The  power  is 
derived  from  the  Constitution,  and  the  manner  of 

exercising  it -is  regulated  by  the  laws  of  nations, 
When  Congress  have  declared  war,  they,  in  effect, 
make  it  the  duty  of  the  President,  in  prosecuting 
it  by  land  and  sea,  to  resort  to  all  the  modes  and 
to  exercise  all  the  powers  and  rights  which  other 
nations  at  war  possess. 
He  is  invested  with  the  same  power  in  this 

respect  as  if  he  were  personally  present,  command- 
ing our  fleets  by  sea  or  our  armies  by  land.  He 

may  conduct  the  war  by  issuing  orders  for  fighting 
battles,  besieging  and  capturing  cities,  conquering 
and  holding  the  provinces  of  the  enemy,  or  by 
capturing  his  vessels  and  other  property  on  the 
high  seas.  But  these  are  not  the  only  modes  of 
prosecuting  war  which  are  recognized  by  the  laws 
of  nations,  and  to  which  he  is  authorized  to  resort. 
The  levy  of  contributions  on  the  enemy  is  a  right 

of  war,  well  established*  and  universally  acknowl- 
edged among  nations,  and  one  which  every  bel- 

ligerent possessing  the  ability  may  properly  exer- 
cise. The  most  approved  writers  on  public  law 

admit  and  vindicate  this  right  as  consonant  with 

reason,  justice,  and  humanity. 

No  principle  is  better  established  than  that  "  wc 
f  have,  a  right  to  deprive  our  enemy  of  his  pos- 
'  sessions,  of  everything  which  may  augment  his 
'  strength  and  enable  him  to  make  war.  This  every 
'  one  endeavors  to  accomplish  in  the  manner  most 

'  suitable  to  him.  Whenever  we  have  an  bpportu- 
'  nity  we  seize  on  the  enemy's  property,  and  convert 
'  it  to  our  own  use;  and  thus,  besides  diminishing 
'  the  enemy's  power,  we  augment  our  own,  and  ob- 
'  tain  at  least  a  partial  indemnification  or  equivalent 
'  either  for  what  constitutes  the  subject  of  the  war, 
'or  for  the  expenses  and  losses  incurred  in  its  prose- 
'  cution;  in  a  word,  we  do  ourselves  justice."  "  In- 
'  stead  of  the  custom  of  pillaging  the  open  coun- 
'try  and  defenceless  places,"  the  levy  of  contribu- 

tions has  been  "  substituted. "  "Whoever  carries 

'  on  a  just  war,  has  a  right  to  make  the  enemy's 
'country  contribute  to  the  support  of  his  army, 
'  and  towards  defraying  all  the  charges  of  the  war. 
'Thus  lie  obtains  a  part  of  what  is  due  to  him; 
'  and  the  enemy's  subjects,  by  consenting  to  pay 
'the  sum  demanded,  have  their  property  secured 

'  from  pillage,  and  the  country  is  preserved."  These 
principles,  it  is  believed, are  uncontroverted  by  any 
civilized  nation  in  modern  times.  The  public  law 
of  nations,  by  which  they  are  recognized,  has  been' 
held  by  our  highest  judicial  tribunal  as  a  code 

which  is  applicable  to  our  "situation"  in  a  state 
of  war,  and  binding  on  the  United  States;  while  m 
admiralty  and  maritime  cases  it  is  often  the  gov- 

erning rule.  It  is  in  a  just  war  that  a  nation  has 

the  "right  to  make  the  enemy's  country  contribute 
to  the  support  of  his  army."  Not  doubting  that 
our  late  war  with  Mexico  was  just  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States,  I  did  not  hesitate,  when  charged 

by  the  Constitution  with  its  prosecution,  to  exer- 
cise a  power  common  to  all  other  nations,  and 

Congress  was  duly  informed  of  the  mode  and  ex- 
tent to  which  that  power  had  been  and  would  be 

exercised  at  the  commencement  of  their  first  ses- 
sion thereafter. 

Upon  the  declaration  of  war  against  Mexico,  by 
Congress,  the  United  States  were  entitled  to  all  the 
rights  which  any  other  nation  at  war  would  have 
possessed.  These  rights  could  only  be  demanded 
and  enforced  by  the  President,  whose  duty  it  was, 
as  "commander-in-chief  of  the  army  and  navy  of 
the  United  States,"  to  execute  the  law  of  Congress 
which  declared  the  war.  In  the  act  declaring  war, 
Congress  provided  for  raising  men  and  money  to 
enable  the  President  "  to  prosecute  it  to  a  speedy 
and  successful  termination. ,r  Congress  prescribed 
no  mode  of  conducting  it,  but  left  the  President  to- 
prosecute  it  according  to  the  laws  of  nations  as  his- 
guide.  Indeed, it  would  have  been  impracticable 
for  Congress  to  have  provided  for  all  the  details  of a  campaign. 

The  mode  of  levying  contributions  must  neces- 
sarily be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  conqueror,, 

subject  to  be  exercised,  however,  in  conformity 
with  the  laws  of  nations,  it  may  be  exercised  by 

requiring  a  given  sum,  or  a  given  amount  of  pro- 
visions, to  be  furnished  by  the  authorities  of  a 

captured  city  or  province;  it  may  be  exercised  by 

imposing  an  internal  tax,  or  a  tax  on  the  enemy's 
commerce,  whereby  he  may  be  deprived  of  his 
revenues,  and  these  may  be  appropriated  to  the 
use  of  the  conqueror.  The  latter  mode  was 
adopted  by  the  collection  of  duties  in  the  ports  of 
Mexico,  in  our  military  occupation  during  the  late 
war  with  that  republic. 

So  well  established  is  the  military  right  to  do 
this  under  the  laws  of  nations,  that  our  military 
and  naval  officers,  commanding  our  forces  on  the 
theatre  of  war,  adopted  the  same  mode  of  levying 
contributions  from  the  enemy,  before  the  order  of 
the  President  of  the  31st  of  March,  1847,  was  is- 

sued. The  general  in  command  of  the  army  at 
Vera  Cruz,  upon  his  own  view  of  his  powers  and 
duties,  and  without  specific  instructions  to  that 
effect,  immediately  after  the  capture  of  that  city 
adopted  this  mode.  By  his  order  of  the  28th 
of  March,  1847,  heretofore  communicated  to  the 

House  of  Representatives,  he  directed  a  "  tempo- 
rary and  moderate  tariff  of  duties  to  be  estab- 

lished." 

Such  a  tariff  was  established,  and  contributions 
were  collected  and  applied  to  the  uses  of  our  army. 

At  a  still  earlier  period,  the  same  power  was  exer- 
cised by  the  naval  officers  in  command  of  our 

squadron  on  the  Pacific  coast. 
Notdoubting  theauthority  to  resort  to  this  mode, 

the  order  of  the  31st  of  March,  1847,  was  issued, 
and  was  in  effect  but  a  modification  of  the  previous 
orders  of  these  officers,  by  making  the  rates  of 
contribution  uniform,  and  directing  their  collection 

in  all  the  ports  of  the  enemy  in  our  military  occu- 
pation and  under  our  temporary  military  govern- ment. / 



1849. THE  CONGRESSIONAL  GLOBE, 
149 

The  right  to  levy  contributions  on  the  enemy  m  i 

the  form  of  import  and  export  duties  in  his  ports 

was  sanctioned  by  the  treaty  of  peace  with  Mexico. 

By  that  treaty,  both  Governments  recognized  and 
confirmed  the  exercise  of  that  right.  By  its  pro- 

visions, "the  custom-houses  at  all  ports  occupied 

by  the  forces  of  the  United  States"  were,  uppn  the 
exchange  of  ratifications,  to  be  delivered  up  to 

the  Mexican  authorities,  "  together  with  all  bonds 
•  and  evidences  of  debt  for  duties  on  importations 

*  and  exportation  not  yet  fallen  due;"  and  "all 
'  duties    on    imports    and    exports    collected    at 
*  such   custom-houses    or    elsewhere   in    Mexico 

•  by  authority  of  the  United  States,"  before  the 
ratification  of  the  treaty  by  the  Mexican  Gov- 

ernment, were  to  be  retained  by  the  United  States, 
and  only  the  net  amount  of  duties  collected  after 

this  period  was  to  be  "delivered  to  the  Mexican 
Government.".  By  its  provisions,  also,  all  mer- 

chandise "  imported  previously  to  the  restoration  of 
the  custom-houses  to  the  Mexican  authorities," 
or  "  exported  from  any  Mexican  port  whilst  in 

the  occupation  of  the  forces  of  the  United  States," 
was  protected  from  confiscation  and  from  the  pay- 

ment of  any  import  or  export  duties  to  the  Mexi- 
can Government,  even  although  the  importation 

of  such  merchandise  "  be  prohibited  by  the  Mex- 
ican tariff."  The  treaty  also  provides,  that  should 

the  custom-houses  be  surrendered  to  the  Mexican 
authorities  in  less  than  sixty  days  from  the  date 
of  its  signature,  the  rates  of  duty  on  merchandise 
imposed  by  the  United  States  were,  in  that  event, 
to  survive  the  war  until  the  end  of  this  period; 

and,  in  the  mean  time,  Mexican  custom-house 
officers  were  bound  to  levy  no  other  duties  thereon 
"  than  the  duties  established  by  the  tariff  found  in 
force  at  such  custom-houses  at  the  time  of  the  res- 

toration of  .the  same. "  The  "  tariff  found  in  force 

at  such  custom-houses,"  which  is  recognized  and 
sustained  by  this  stipulation,  was  that  established 
by  the  military  order  of  the  31st  of  March,  1847, 
as  a  mode  of  levying  and  collecting  military  con- 

tributions from  the  enemy. 
The  right  to  blockade  the  ports  and  coasts  of 

the  enemy  in  war  is  no  more  provided  for  or  pre- 
scribed by  the  Constitution  than  the  right  to  levy 

and  collect  contributions  from  him  in  the  form  of 

duties,  or  otherwise;  and  yet  it  has  not  been  ques- 
tioned that  the  President  had  the  power,  after  war 

had  been  declared  by  Congress,  to  order  our  navy 
to  blockade  the  ports  and  coasts  of  Mexico.  The 

right  in  both  cases  exists  under  the  laws  of  na- 
tions. If  the  President  cannot  order  military  con- 

tributions to  be  collected  without  an  aet  of  Con- 
gress, for  the  same  reason  he  cannot  order  a 

blockade;  nor  can  he  direct  the  enemy's  vessels  to 
be  captured  on  the  high  seas;  nor  can  he  order,our 

military  and  naval  officers  to  invade  the  enemy's 
country,  conquer,  hold,  and  subject  to  our  military 
government  his  cities  and  provinces;  nor  can  he 
give  to  our  military  and  naval  commanders  orders 
to  perform  many  other  acts  essential  to  success  in 
war. 

If,  when  the  city  of  Mexico  was  captured,  the 
commander  of  our  forces  had  found  in  the  Mexi- 

can treasury  public  money  which  the  enemy  had 
provided  to  support  his  army,  can  it  be  doubted 
that  he  possessed  the  right  to  seize  and  appropriate 
it  for  the  use  of  our  own  army? 

If  the  money  captured  from  the  enemy  could 
have  been  thus  lawfully  seized  and  appropriated, 
it  would  have  been  by  virtue  of  the  laws  of  war, 
recognized  by  all  civilized  nations;  and  by  the 
same  authority,  the  sources  of  revenue  and  of 
supply  of  the  enemy  may  be  cut  off  from  him, 
whereby  he  may  be  weakened  and  crippled  in  his 
njeans  of  continuing  or  waging  the  war.  If  the 
commanders  of  our  forces,  while  acting  under  the 

orders  of  the  President,  in  the  heart  of  the  enemy's 
country,  and  surrounded  by  a  hostile  population, 
possess  none  of  these  essential  and  indispensable 
powers  of  war,  but  must  halt  the  army  at  every 
step  of  its  progress,  and  wait  for  an  act  of  Con- 

gress to  be  passed  to  authorize  them  to  do  that 
which  every  other  nation  has  the  right  to  do  by 
virtue  of  the  laws  of  nations,  then,  indeed,  is  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  in  a  condition  of 
imbecility  and  weakness,  which  must  in  all  future 
time  render  it  impossible  to  prosecute  a  foreign 

war  in  an  enemy's  country  successfully,  or  to  vin- 
dicate the  national  rights  and  the  national  honor 

by  war. 
The  contributions  levied  were  collected  in  the 

enemy's  country,  and  were  ordered  to  be  "  ap- 

plied" in  the  enemy's  country  "  towards  defraying 
the  expenses  of  the  war,"  and  the  appropriations 
made  by  Congress  for  that  purpose  were  thus  re- 

lieved,and  considerable  balances  remained  undrawn 
from  the  treasury.  The  amount  of  contributions 

remain  in*g  unexpended  at  the  close  of  the  war,  as  far 
as  the  accounts  of  collecting  and  disbursing  officers 
have  been  settled,  have  been  paid  into  the  treasury, 
in  pursuance  of  an  order  for  that  purpose,  except 

the  sum  "  applied  towards  the  payment  of  the  first 
instalment  due  under  the  treaty  with  Mexico,"  as 
stated  in  my  last  annual  message,  for  which  an 
appropriation  had  been  made  by  Congress.  The 
accounts  of  some  of  these  officers,  as  stated  in  the 
report  of  the  Secretary  of  War  accompanying  that 
message,  will  require  legislation  before  they  can 
be  finally  settled. 

In  the  late  war  with  Mexico,  it  is  confidently 
believed  that  the  levy  of  contributions,  and  the 
seizure  of  the  sources  of  public  revenue,  upon 
which  the  enemy  relied  to  enable  him  to  continue 
the  war,  essentially  contributed  to  hasten  peace. 
By  those  means  the  Government  and  people  of 
Mexico  were  made  to  feel  the  pressure  of  the  war, 
and  to  realize  that  if  it  was  protracted,  its  burdens 
and  inconveniences  must  be  borne  by  themselves. 

Notwithstanding  the  great  success  of  our  arms, 
it  may  well  be  doubted  whether  an  honorable  peace 
would  yet  have  been  obtained,  but  for  the  very 
contributions  which  were  exacted. 

JAMES  K.  POLK. 
Washington,  January  2,  1849. 

During  the  reading  of  the  message — 
Mr.  STANTON  interposed,  and  moved  to  eus- 

pend;the  further  reading. 

[Cries  of  "No,  no."] The  SPEAKER  stated  that  the  motion  was  not 

in  order,  except  by  general  consent. 

Objection  being  made — 
The  reading  was  resumed  and  concluded. 

Mr.  TOOMBS  moved  that  the  message  be  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee.  It  involved,  he  said,  very 

important  questions,  extraordinary  assumptions — 
assumptions,  in  his  judgment,  dangerous  to  this 
form  of  government.  It  was  a  document  that 
ought  to  be  answered;  he  had  no  objection  to  its 
going  to  the  country,  but  a  report  should  go  out 
with  it.  He  therefore  moved  to  refer  the  message 
to  a  select  committee,  and  he  did  not  propose  to 
print  it  until  the  report  was  made. 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  said  he  heartily  con- 
curred in  the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  Georgia. 

The  message  was  a  very  able  argument;  but  part 
of  it,  he  confessed,  he  could  not  subscribe  to;  and 

he  had  taken  the  liberty,  some  time  since,  of  inti- 

mating that  to  the  President,  and  to' a  member  of 
his  cabinet.  It  was  as  interesting  a  question  as 

had  ever  arisen;  there  was  no  question  mo-e  de- 
serving of  a  select  committee.  He  heartily  ton- 

curred  in  the  propriety  of  giving  it  to  a  select 
committee. 

[A  voice  :  "  And  printing."] 
Yes,  (said  Mr.  I.,)  and  printing.  He  had  not 

made  the  motion,  because' he  did  not  know  what 
gentleman  had  introduced  the  resolution  to  which 
the  message  was  a  reply. 

[A  voice :  "  There  is  no  motion  to  print  the 

message."] Mr.  INGERSOLL.  Weil,  I  make  the  motion, 
then. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  regarded  this  as  a  very 

important  message,  asserting  principles  that  were 
totally  unwarranted  in  the  Constitution  or  in  the 
previous  history  of  the  Governnment.  He  did 
not  think  it  should  go  out  to  the  public  without 
some  remark  here  that  should  go  along  with  it. 
As  he  understood  the  message,  from  hearing  it 

read  at  the  Clerk's  table,  it  proceeded  upon  two 
assumptions:  upon  the  assumption  that  in  a  state 
of  war  the  military  commander  had  a  right  to 
levy  military  contributions,  (which,  he  presumed, 

no  one  disputed;)  and,  in  the  next  place-,  that  the 

conqueror  of  a  portion  of  the  enemy's  country  had 
the  right  to  prescribe  such  laws  and  regulations 
there  as  he  pleased.  «. 

Now,  as  to  the  first  of  these  propositions — that 
we  had  the  right  in  an  enemy's  country  to  levy 
military  contributions — no  one  had  ever  disputed 

it;  but  the  question  was,  What  is  a  military  contri- 
bution? If  he  understood  it  aright,  a  military 

contribution  was  a  Substitute,  under  the  amelior- 
ation which  the  laws  of  war  had  undergone  in 

modern  times,  for  the  Tight  of  plunder.     The  laws 

of  war  originally  gave  to  the  nation  at  war  the  right 
of  plundering  their  enemy;  these  military  contri- 

butions were  a  substitute  for  that  right,  by  which, 

by  making  exactions  in  money  upon  the  people  of 
the  enemy,  or  exactions  in  some  other  form,  the 
enemy  was  enabled  to  purchase  an  exemption  from 
plunder.  Upon  those,  then,  and  those  only  upon 
whom,  under  the  ancient  usages  of  war,  you  had 

the  right  of  plunder,  had  you  the  rigiit  to  levy  mil- 
itary contributions  according  to  the  modern  usages 

of  war — the  right  to  levy  military  contributions 
being  a  substitute  for  the  right  of  plunder. 
Whom,  then,  had  a  nation  at  war  the  right  to 

plunder?  Its  enemies;  not  its  own  people,  or  neu- 
trals. The  right  of  plunder  was  restricted  to  the 

enemy  alone.  But  here,  under  the  plea  of  exer- 

cising the  right  of  levying  military  contributions,' or  of  plunder,  the  President  claimed  that  we  had 
the  rigiit  to  levy  duties — upon  whom?  Upon  our 
enemy?  No;  upon  American  commerce;  upon  the 
commerce  of  neutrals.  He  asked,  had  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  United  States,  any  right  to  plunder  or 
to  levy  contributions  upon  American  citizens,  or 
upon  American  property?  It  is  too  plain  to  admit 
of  argument  for  a  moment,  that  neither  the  Ex- 

ecutive nor  any  other  authority  in  this  country, 

had  the  right  to  plunder,  or  to  levy  military  con- 
tributions upon  American  citizens,  or  upon  Ameri- can property. 

Mr.  STANTON  interposed,  and  asked  if  the 
gentleman  from  Ohio  would  permit  him  to  ask  a 

question? 

Mr.  VINTON.     Certainly. 
Mr.  STANTON.  I  would  like  to  know  whether? 

the  Government  of  the  United  States,  upon  taking 
possession  of  the  port  of  Vera  Cruz  or  any  other 
Mexican  port,  had  not  the.  right,  under  the  laws  of 
war,  to  collect  duties  as  they  were  levied  by  the 
laws  of  Mexico  at  that  port? 

Mr.  VINTON.  That  is  the  very  thing  I  am 
talking  about.  By  and  by  I  will  speak  about  the 
right  of  the  Government — the  sovereign,  the  con- 

queror. 

Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  (Mr.  V.  further  yield- 
ing at  his  request)  remarked,  that  he  did  not  mean 

to  say  anything  on  this  subject  at  present,  more 
than  to  intimate  that  he  did  not  subscribe  at  all  to 

the  argument  of  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Ohio.  But  he  begged  leave  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  gentleman  to  that  clause  of  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  upon  which  his  (Mr.  I.'s)  doubt 
had  always  rested,  and  which  had  been  passed 
upon  in  the  former  war  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
the  United  States — that  was  to  say,  to  the  eighth 
section,  first  article,  which  empowered  Congress 

"  to  declare  war,  grant  letters  of  marque  and  re- 
prisal, and  make  rules  concerning  captures  on  land 

and  water." 

Now,  he  (Mr.  I.)  had  no  doubt  at  all  of  the 
right  to  seize,  but  the  question  arose  as  to  the  right 
to  disburse  afterwards. 

Mr.  VINTON  (continuing)  said  he  had  nodoubt 
at  all  about  what  Congress  might  do;  he  was 
speaking  of  what  the  Executive  had  a  right  to  do. 
He  said  that  the  Executive,  as  the  officer  intrusted 
by  the  Constitution  with  the  command  of  the  army 
of  the  United  States,  (for  it  was  upon  that  basis 
that  the  President  had  placed  ail  his  argument,) 
had  the  right  to  levy  military  contributions  upon 
the  property  of  the  enemy;  and  he  repeated,  that 
being  the  assumption,  the  question  arose,  upon 
whom  may  these  military  contributions  be  levied  ? 
He  thought  gentlemen  might  in  vain  search  the 
laws  of  nations  to  find  any  authority  for  a  military 
commander  to  ievy  military  contributions  upon  any 

but  upon  the  enemy;  from  him  and  from  him  aione 
might  he  enforce  them.  That  was  the  mode  by 
which  he  might  distress  the  enemy.  But  it  was  no 
part  of  the  law  of  nations,  or  of  the  practice  of 
nations,  in  carrying  on  war,  that  yon  might  distress 

your  own  people,  that  you  might  seize  the  prop- 
erty of  your  own  people,  and  call  that  a  military 

contribution. 
That  was  precisely  what  had  been  done  in  this 

case — done,  it  was  true  under  the  forms  of  a  law 
enacted  by  the  President  of  the  United  Stales.  When 
American  ships  had  gone  into  the  port  of  Vera 
Cruz  with  merchandise,  or  when  the  ships  of 
neutrals  had  gone  there,  they  had  been  made  to 

pay  contributions — they  had  been  made  to  pay 

that  which  you  could  exa*et  only  of  the  enemy. 
The  Executive  had  seized  upon  a  part  of  the  prop- 

erty of  our  own  people,  and  upon  property  of 

neutrals,  upon  the  ground   that  it  was  a  military 
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contribution,  and  in  so  doing  he  had  treated  them 
as  enemies.  It  appeared  to  him,  that  if  there  ever 

had  been  a 'departure  from  the  law  of  nations,  if 
there'ever  had  been  a  usurpation  plain  as  the  noon- day sun,  that  this  was  such  a  case. 

But  if  it  were  even  granted  that  these  contribu- 
tions were  justified  by  the  law  of  nations,  the  great 

question  still  arose,   Who  may  levy  these  contri- 
butions?   The  President  of  the  United  States  said 

the  conqueror  might  levy  them;  that  he  had  full 
power  and  authority  in  the  country  that  he  had 
occupied  by  hostile  arms.   That  might  be  granted. 
Grant  that  it  was  so;  ai?d  yet  the  question  which 
then  arose  here  under  our  Government  was  not 
that  which  arose  in  monarchical   Governments, 
where  ali   the  powers  of  the  Government  were 
vested  in  the  same  hand3.     The  sovereignty  in 
this  country  was  divided;  and  if  the  right  to  levy 
contributions  were  conceded,  or  rather  if  the  right 
to  make  these  commercial  regulations  were  con- 

ceded, still  the  inquiry  arose  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  thing  to  be  done.     The  Executive  of  the  Uni- 

ted States,  as  commander-in-chief  of  the  army  of 
the  United  States,  would  have  the  undoubted  right 

in  the  enemy's  country  to  do  those  things  which 
pertained  to  the  duties  of  commander-in-chief;  but 
when  became  to  make  a  code  of  laws  that  should 

regulate  commercial  intercourse  not  only  between 
our  own  citizens,  but  between  neutrals  arid  foreign 
nations,  that,  as  a  matter  of  course,  was  an  act  of 
usurpation,  and  totally  unauthorized   under  our 
form  of  government.     It  was  essentially  a  legisla- 

tive power.     A  duty  levied  upon  commerce  was  a 
tax  upon   commerce;  and    the  power  of  levying 
taxes  was  vested  by  the  Constitution  in  the  Con- 

gress of  the  United  States,  and  not  in  the  Execu- 
tive department  of  the  Government. 

And,  besides,  it  was  perfectly  apparent — no  one 
could  mistake  it — that  if  the  Presidentof  the  United 
States,  as  the  military  commander  of  the  country, 
whenever  the  American  army  put  its  foot  upon 

foreign  territory,  could,  do  anything  and  every- 
thing he  pleased,  (he  alone  having  the  power  to 

negotiate  a  treaty  of  peace;  the  country  having  no 
power  to  make  a  treaty  of  peace,  except  at  his 
will,)  it  followed,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  that 
he  was  a  despot;  that  just  as  long  as  he  could  find 
the  means  by  plunder  or  by  levying  contributions 
either  upon  the  property  of  the  enemy,  or  upon 
the  property  of  our  citizens,  or  of  neutrals,  he 
might  carry  on  the  war  in  despite  of  the  will  of 
the  people,  in  despite  of  the  will  of  this  House  and 
the  other  House  of  Congress,  in  despite  of  any  lim- 

itation upon  the  supplies  that  might  be  granted  by 
Congress  for  carrying  on  the  war,  which  supplies 
under  the  Constitution  could  only  be  granted  for 
two  years;  this  provision  being  evidently  intended 
as  a  restriction  upon  the  Executive  of  the  country. 

Of  what  avail  was  the  restriction  upon  the  Ex- 
ecutive of  the  United  jStates,  or  this  restriction 

upon  this  House,  in  granting  supplies  to  carry  on 
a  war,  if  the  President  of  the  United  States,  when- 

ever he  got  possession  of  an  enemy's  country  or  of 
a  portion  af  an  enemy's  country,  could  levy  such 
taxes,  under  the  form  of  military  contributions,  as 
he  pleased,  and  disburse  them  as  he  pleased,  with- 

out the  consent  of  Congress  ?  for  it  followed,  as  a 
natural  and  necessary  consequence,  that  if  he  could 
not  levy  them  without  the  consent  of  Congress,  he 
could  not  disburse  them  except  by  the  authority  of 
Congress.  But  the  President  of  the  United  States 
had  undertaken  to  do  both:  he  had  raised  these 

money.'!  without  the  authority  of  the  law  of  nations 
or  of  the  legislative  department  of  the  country;  and 
he  had  disbursed  them,  also,  without  the  authority 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  If  he  had 
the  right  to  levy  these  duties  without  the  consent 

of  the" Congress  of  the  United  States,  he  (Mr.  V.) did  not  know  why  lie  might  not  disburse  the  mo- 
neys without  the  consent  of  Congress.  But  there 

was  no  power  to  levy  duties  in  this  country  vested 
anywhere  under  the  Constitution  except  in  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States. 
From  the   moment  he  (Mr.  V.)  had  first  seen 

that  order  issued,  he  had  been  satisfied  that  it  was 
an  unconstitutional  order,  and  he  had  believed   
for  the  good  of  this  country,  and  for  the  preserva- 

tion of  its  liberties,  to  prevent  these  violent  infrac- 
tions upon  the  Constitution,  by  the  assumption  on 

the  part  of  the  Executive  of  such  dangerous  pow- 
ers, (as  they  had  been  termed  by  the  gentleman 

from  Georgia,)  [Mr.  Toombs,] — he  would  say  he 
had  hoped  that  the  validity  of  these  orders  would 
ultinmtely  be  determined  by  that  tribunal  which 

the  Constitution  of  the  country  had  provided  to 
decide  upon  the  constitutionality  of  measures.  He 
had  no  doubt,  that  if -any  of  those  persons  upon 
whom  these  levies  had  been  made — that  if  any 
citizen  of  the  United  States  whose  commerce  had 

been  subjected  to  taxes,  or  if  any  neutral  who 
had  been  subjected  to  pay  these  exactions — sh<¥u!d 
bring-a  suit  against  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  had  ordered  these  moneys  to  be  col- 

lected, or  against  any  of  his  officers  who  had  been 

the'  immediate  agents  in,  their  collection,  that  it 
would  be  maintainable  for  the  recovery  of  all  that 
had  thus  been  paid. 

Mr.  STANTON  said  he  presumed,  that  gentle- 
men would  not  deny  tbatv  the  President  of  the 

United  States,  as  commander-in-chief  of  the  army 
and  navy,  upon  taking  possession  of  any  Mexican 
port,  would  be  bound,  as  the  representative  of  the 
Government,  and  the  head  of  the  army,  to  collect, 

by  his  agents  appointed  by  the  commander  of  the 
army,  the  revenues  of  such  Mexican  port.  He 
took  any  particular  item  of  commerce  upon  which 
revenue  is  collected — as  a  barrel  of  flour — upon 
which  he  supposed  the  Government  of  Mexico  to 
have  levied  a  duty  of  five  dollars.  By  the  laws 
of  war,  the  commander-in-chief  of  our  army  might, 
by  blockade,  if  he  thought  proper,  exclude  every 
barrel  of  flour  that  might  be  shipped  for  that  port, 
or,  in  his  discretion,  he  might  permit  flourto  come 
in;  but  if  he  did  so,  it  would  become  his  duty,  as 
the  agent  of  his  Government,  to  collect  the  revenue 

upon  it.-  But  as  it  is  the  duty  of  the  President  to 
seize  upon  the  revenue  of  the. conquered  port,  he 
might,  in  the  discharge  of  this  duty,  determine  that 
he  would  not  exact  a  duty  so  heavy  as  that  im- 

posed by  the  Mexican  laws.  He  might. say  he 
would  only  assess  two  dollars  and  fifty  cents  on 
every  barrel  of  flour.  This,  in  effect,  is  what  the 
President  did. 

Mr.  C.  J.  1NGERSOLL  (interposing,  and  Mr. 
Stanton  giving  way)  desired  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  as  he  proceeded  with  his  argument,  to 
say  what  the  President  should  do  with  the  money 
when  he  had  got  it. 

Mr.  STANTON.  That  is  a  question  foreign 

to  my  present  inquiry.  But  I  would  like  to  know 
whether  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  con- 

cedes the  correctness  of  my  argument  as  far  as  I 

have  gone  * 
Mr.  1NGERSOLL  said  he  conceded  the  argu- 

ment thus  far:  by  the  laws  of  war,  the  President 
of  the  United  States  was  empowered  to  distress 

the  enemy  by  all  manner  of  means.  He  was  di- 
rected, by  the  act  of  Congress  declaring  the  exist- 

ence of  the  war  with  Mexico,  to  prosecute  the 
war  to  an  honorable  conclusion.  They  knew  very 

well  what  was  to  be  done — what  tiie  term  "  war" 
implied  :  he  was  to  distress  the  enemy,  by  making 
these  captures,  and  killing  the  enemy  too,  if  it  was 
necessary,  by  means  of  his  military  and  naval 

agents. 
But  when  property  was  taken,  could  it  be  dis- 

tributed without  a  law  of  Congress  declaring  what 
should  be  done  with  it?  What  was  the  whole  de- 

sign of  tiie  law  of  prizes,  of  captures,  in  this  and 
in  all  countries?  Why,  here  it  was  upon  the  face 
of  the  Constitution,  that  there  must  be  an  act  of 

Congress  declaring  what  should  be  done  with  it. 
Otherwise,  if  at  the  commencement  of  the  war  the 
commandershould  take  prizes  and  property  enough, 
he  might  carry  on  the  war  ad  libitum,  eternally. 

Mr.  STANTON  resumed.  He  did  not  admit 

the  latter  part  of  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 

from  Pennsylvania.'  He  thought  the  gentleman 
misapplied  the  word  "  capture"  in  speaking  of  the 
subject  in  question.  The  seizure  of  the  revenues 
of  Mexico  or  of  any  Mexican  port,  by  the  army 

of  the  United  States,  could  not  be  called  a  "capture 
by  land  or  sea,"  in  the  sense  in  which  that  term 
is  used  in  the  Constitution.  -  At  the  same  time  he 
entertained  no  doubt  of  the  power  of  Congress  to 
make  rules  for  the  regulation  of  our  conquests  of 
every  kind  so  as  to  derive  every  legitimate  ad  vantage 
from  them.  But,  if  it  be  the  right  of  the  com- 

mander-in-chief to  seize  the  revenues  of  the  ports 

he  has  conquered  forthe  benefitof  his  Government, 

no  one  can  complain  of  the  President  in  this  mat- 

ter, unless  the  complaint  be,  that  he  has  not  col- 
lected so  much  as  the  Mexican  laws  allowed.  If 

he  had  authority  to  exact  the  heavy  duties  imposed 
by  that  Government,  he  could  certainly  exact  a 
part  of  them,  and  no  man  could  object  and  say  he 
had  proceeded  contrary  to  the  laws  and  usages  of 
war.    The  President  had  been  very  strongly  sup- 

ported in  this  proceeding,  at  all  events.  He  had 
received  the  support  which  arises  from  the  acqui- 

escence and  silence  of  both  parties  in  this  House, 
from  the  beginning  Jo  the  close  of  the  war.  [Cries 

of  "No,  no."]  Itwas  true,  he  admitted,  thatareso- 
lution  of  inquiry  upon  the  subject  had  been  offered 
early  in  the  last  session;  but  it  was  never  pushed 

to  any  "definite  action.  At  no  time  during  the  pro- 
gress of  these  events  had"  any  gentleman  from  the 

other  side  ©f  the  House  thought  proper  to  come 
forward  and  propose,  by  act  of  Congress,  to  regu- 

late the  exercise  of  this  power  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  VINTON  interposed,  and  said  that  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee  having  stated  that  this 
thing  had  been  acquiesced  in  without  objection, 
rendered  it  proper  for  him  to  say,  that  very  early 
in  the  last  session  of  Congress  this  subject  had 
been  referred  to  a  committee  of  this  House,  under 

a' resolution  offered  by  himself,  (being  one  of  the 
resolutions  for  the  distribution  of  the  President's 
message,)  with  express  directions  to  inquire  and 
report  into  the  authority  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  levy  these  taxes  and  disburse 
these  moneys.  And  he  would  further  say,  that 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress,  the  War  De- 

partment had  sent  in  an  elaborate  communication 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  asking  for 
the  adoption  of  some  law  or  regulation  by  which 
the  officers  who  had  received  these  moneys  might 
be  able  to  settle  their  accounts  with  the  Govern- 

ment. The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  re- 
fused to  act  on  the  subject;  they  refused  to  extend 

any  relief  to  the  Executive,  from  the-conviction  of 
the  majority  of  the  committee  that  it  was  an  Exec- 

utive usurpation,  winch  ought  not,  and  should  not, 
be  countenanced. 

Mr.  STANTON,  (resuming.)  The  gentleman 
fromOhio,  by  his  own  admissions,  had  now  placed 
himself  precisely  in  the  position  which  he  (Mr.  S.) 
had  assigned  to  that  party,  namely:  that  seeing 
the  usurpations,  as  they  are  called,  of  the  Presi- 

dent, no  member  of  the  opposite  party,  though  in 

a  majority  here,  ever  brought  forward  any  meas- 
ure for  preventing  them,  and  saving  the  Constitu- 
tion from  violation.  But  the  gentleman  had  ad- 

mitted, also,  that  lie  was  urged  by  a  letter  from  the 
War  Department,  to  make  these  regulations;  and 
still  he  acknowledged  here,  in  the  face  of  the  rep- 

resentatives of  the  people,  that  he  refused  to  per- 
form the  duty  which  belonged  to  him. 

As  to  the  legality  of  the  act  of  the  President  in 
collecting  the  revenues,  he  (Mr.  S.)  felt  that  his 
position  here  was  utterly  unassailable.  No  man 
upon  the  other  side,  he  supposed,  would  deny 
that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  commander  of  our  army 
to  seize  upon  the  revenue  of  Mexico,  and  collect 
it  at  his  discretion,  either  under  the  laws  of  Mex- 

ico, or  at  a  reduced  per  centage,as  was  done.  The 
only  complaint  upon  this  score  was,  that  the  Presi- 

dent did  not  take  as  much  revenue  as  he  was  au- 
thorized to  take. 

Mr.  COLLAMER  said,  he  denied  distinctly 
that  Ihe  President  had  any  right  to  levy  duties  in 
the  Mexican  ports.  This  Government  might  have 
had  that  power;  the  President  had  not. 

Mr.  STANTON.  Very  well;  he  supposed  the 
Government,  then,  had  a  right  to  seize  upon  the 
revenues  of  the  Mexican  Government.  But  now, 
the  commander-in-chief  of  our  army  and  navy 
takes  possession  of  certain  Mexican  ports,  and 
commerce  comes  in:  what  should  be  done  with 

the  revenue?  Was  it  not  the  duty  of  the  Uni- 
ted States  officer  there  to  collect  such  revenue? 

or  should  he  wait  for  Congress  to  pass  a  Jaw 
on  the  subject?  Would  the  gentleman  from  Ver- 

mont deny  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  officer  to 
commence  this  collection  of  revenue,  without  the 

express  authority  of  Congress? 
Mr.  SCHENCK  interrupted  and  said,  taking 

the .  gentleman  on  his  own  ground,  assuming 
(which  he  did  not  admit)  that  the  President  had 
the  power,  he  asked  the  gentleman  if  it  was  not  the 
fact,  that  the  President,  instead  of  seizing  the  reve- 

nues of  Mexico,  as  he  [Mr.  Stanton]  claimed, 
had  really  abolished  the  revenue  laws  of  Mexico, 

and  taken  it  upon  himself  to  establish  a  tariff  sys- 
tem of  his  own  in  their  stead? 

Mr.  STANTON  (resuming)  said,  he  knew 
very  well,  that  it  was  incumbent  upon  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  to  deny  to  the 
President  this  power  in  order  to  maintain  their 

consistency.  They  most  deny  to  the  command- 
ing officers  stationed  at  the  conquered  ports  the 
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power  to  seize  the  enemy 's  revenues  there,  in  order 
to  maintain  their  position  before  the  country.  But 

if  we  consulted  the  laws  of  nations  which  have  ob- 

tained in  all  time  past,  we  should  find  it  to  be  the 

duty  of  every  commander  in  a  conquered  poit  to 

do  precisely  this  thing;  and  that  the  officer,  for 

neglecting  this  duty,  subjected  himself  to  the  rep- 
rimand of  his  Government,  or  perhaps  the  loss  of 

his  commission.  The  officer  in  such  a  position 

has  the  undoubted  right  to  exclude  neutral  vessels 

from  entering  the  ports  of  the  enemy.  He  may 

exclude  or  admit,  upon  his  discretion;  but  no  sen- 

sible man,  having  such  a'~charge,  would  admit 
commerce  except  upon  the  payment  of  duties  as 

exacted  by  the  enemy,  or  at  rates  more  reasonable 

and  productive.  And,  besides,  this  course  of  not 
collecting  the  revenue  would  be  a  relief  to  the 
Mexicans  themselves.  It  would  be  giving  them  a 
bonus,  it  might  be  said,  according  to  the  amount 
collected:  it  would  be  a  throwing  into  their  hands 

many  thousands  of  dollars,  and  relieving  their  or- 
dinary burdens,  instead  of  oppressing  them  with 

the  iron  hand  of  war. 

As  this  position  could  not  be  denied,  he  came 
now  to  the  question  of  the  gentleman  from  Ohio, 
[Mr.  Schenck,]  whether  the  President  did  not 

abrogate  the  revenue  laws  of  the  Mexican  Govern- 
ment, and  set  up  a  system  of  his  own?  Certainly 

the  President  had  done  this;  and  it  was  precisely 

what  he(  Mr.  S.)  had  affirmed  that  he  was  autho- 
rized to  do;  and,  as  he  had  shown,  when  the  Pres- 
ident might  have  taken  five  dollars  on  every  barrel 

of  flour,  he  had  actually  taken  only  two  dollars 
and  fifty  cents.  But  the  other  gentleman  from 
Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  says  the  President  has  not 
levied  these  exactions  upon  the  people  of  Mexico, 
nor  upon  the  commerce  of  neutral  nations,  but 
upon  our  own  citizens. 

Mr.  SCHENCK  said,  if  he  understood  the  gen- 
tleman aright,  he  now  took  the  ground,  that  the 

revenue  laws  of  Mexico  imposing  duties  of  a  cer- 
tain amount  upon  specified  articles,  the  President, 

in  the  exercise  of  the  power  which  he  claimed  for 
liimself,  might  annul  the  tariff  laws  of  Mexico, 
and  substitute  a  tariff  law  established  by  himself, 
provided  the  duties  did  not  exceed  those  which 
had  heretofore  been  imposed  by  Mexico;  as,  for 
instance,  if  Mexico  had  levied  a  duty  of  five  dol- 

lars per  barrel  upon  flour,  he  might  not  go  up  to 
a  duty  of  six  dollars,  but  he  might  impose  a  duty 
of  two  dollars  and  a  half;  or,  in  other  words,  that 
the  President  was  confined  to  levying  duties  less 
than  those  which  had  been  levied  by  Mexico,  but 
could  not  impose  greater  duties.  Was  that  the 

gentleman's  explanation? 
Mr.  STANTON,  in  reply,  said  that  the  officer 

or  agent  of  any  civilized  Government  was  respon- 
sible for  the  prudence,  moderation,  and  humanity 

with  which  he  exercised  the  power  intrusted  to 

him  for  making  these  military  exactions,  for  seiz- 
ing upon  the  revenue  and  other  property  of  a 

nation  with  which  his  Government  is  at  war.  He 

might  exact  more  or  less  than  Mexican  laws 
allowed.  But  in  the  present  case  less  had  been 

exacted.  His  (Mr.  S.'s)  argument  was,  that  our 
own  commander  might  seize  the  public  revenues, 
and  in  his  discretion  he  might,  at  all  events,  dimin- 

ish the  taxes. 

Mr.  SCHENCK  said,  perhaps  the  gentleman 
did  not  understand  his  question.  Did  he  under- 

stand the  gentleman  that,  claiming  this  power  for 
the  President  as  commannder-iivchief,  he  held  that 
the  President  might  levy  impost  duties  upon  arti- 

cles imported  into  Mexico,  but  that  those  duties 
must  be  limited  within  the  sum  of  the  duties  im- 

posed by  the  Mexican  Government?  Was  that 

the  gentleman's  proposition? 
Mr.  STANTON  replied,  No,  sir;  that  was  not 

his  proposition.  He  had  affirmed  the  power  of 
the  President  to  exercise,  to  any  extent,  his  power 
of  exacting  military  contributions,  as  commander- 
in-chief,  in  time  of  war,  subject  only  to  the  respon- 

sibilities of  reason  and  humanity:  but  he  spoke 
now  with  respect  to  the  seizure  upon  the  revenues 
of  the  Mexican  Government,  which,  by  the  ad- 

mission of  everybody,  it  was  his  duty  to  make. 
He  exercised  his  discretion  entirely  as  to  the  ques- 

tion whether  he  should  collect  the  revenue  at  the 
rates  imposed  by  the  Mexican  laws,  or  at  more 
reasonable  rates.  In  exacting  military  contribu- 

tions of  any  kind,  whether  in  conformity  to  any 
system  or  otherwise,  the  President  and  his  agents 
were  undoubtedly  responsible  for  the  moderation 
and  propriety  with  which  they  exercise  the  power. 

The  mere  fact  of  uniformity  or  system  being  adopted 
did  not  alter  the  nature  of  the  power.  It  Was,  in 

truth,  an  alleviation  to  some  extent  of  the  disad- 
vantages of  war  to  the  innocent  inhabitants  of  the 

enemy's  territory,  as  well  as  to  the  neutral  nations. 
No  doubt  the  object  of  the  President,  in  reducing 
the  duties  in  the  Mexican  ports,  was  to  increase 
the  actual  amount  of  revenue.  This  effect  was 

produced  with  benefit  to  both  this  country  and  to 
neutral  Powers. 

But  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  had 
stated  that  the  President  levied  these  exactions 

upon  American  commerce,  and  upon  the  commerce 
of  neutral  nations,  while  no  exactions  were  made 
from  the  Mexicans  themselves.  It  was  not  neces- 

sary to  enter  into  the  question  whether  the  con- 
sumer pays  the  duty  upon  imports.  It  was  suffi- 

cient to  say,  Mexico  exacted  duties  by  her  existing 
laws.  When  her  ports  fell  into  our  hands,  we 
might  exclude  all  commerce  by  blockading  the 
port,  or  we  might  admit  it  upon  payment  of  the 
Mexican  taxes,  or  any  restrictions  more  reasona- 

ble. No  one  could  claim  from  us  that  we  should 

make  the  ports  free.  We  had  the  clear  right  to 
exact  the  full  amount  of  Mexican  taxes,  and  nei- 

ther citizens  of  the  United  States  nor  of  neutral 

Powers  could  complaim  when  we  relaxed  the 
stringent  terms  of  the  laws  of  the  enemy. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  he  understood  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  to  claim  that  these  revenues 

were  Mexican  revenues,  or  would  have  been  Mex- 
ican revenues,  and  therefore  that  our  military  com- 

manders had  the  right  to  seize  them.  With  the 

gentleman's  permission,  he  would  ask  him  this 
question:  alter  the  capture  of  Vera  Cruz,  for  in- 

stance, would  the  revenues  levied  upon  commerce 
there,  while  we  were  in  possession  of  the  place, 
go  into  the  Mexican  treasury?  or  were  they  not 
ours  while  we  held  possession? 

Mr.  STANTON  replied,  Well,  -if  they  were 
ours,  it  was  certainly  the  duty  of  the  President  to 
receive  and  take  care  of  them.  The  gentleman 
had  admitted,  that  by  the  capture  of  the  port  the 
revenues  became  the  property  of  our  Government. 
If  so,  it  was  the  duty  of  our  military  commander 
to  take  care  of  it;  he  ought  not  to  let  it  slip  through 
his  hands.  He  would  have  been  negligent  and 
culpable  had  he  done  so. 

Mr.  VINTON.  Because  it  was  ours,  it  be- 
longed to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  say 

whether  a  tax  should  be  imposed  upon  our  own 
people  and  upon  neutrals,  and  how  the  reVenue 
should  be  disposed  of  afterwards. 

Mr.  STANTON.  This  commerce  was  also 

allowed  to  come  into  all  the  Mexican  ports  in  our 
possession.  But  so  far  as  the  articles  in  which 
this  commerce  was  carried  on  went  towards  fur- 

nishing the  army  or  individual  soldiers  of  the 
United  States,  the  direction  of  the  President  was, 
that  they  should  be  subject  to  no  duty.  Thus  far, 
then,  the  regulations  adopted  by  the  President 
transferred  to  our  Government  the  duties  which 

would  have  been  paid  to  the  Mexican  Government. 
He  appropriated  to  our  use  that  which,  by  the 
chance  of  war,  had  become  ours. 

But  it  seemed  that  another  principle  was  to  be 

applied  to  the  acts  of  the  President.  From  all  that 
was  to  be  elicited  by  the  question  just  propounded, 
it  seemed  that  gentlemen  were  disposed  to  claim 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was  the 
owner  of  these  revenues,  that  this  Governmenthad 

a  right  to  seize  upon  the  revenue  of  the  Mexican 
Government.  Well,  if  these  revenues,  then,  were 

actually  property  of  the  United  States — property 
which,  by  the  chances  of  war,  had  come  into  the 
possession  of  the  United  States,  why  should  not 
the  President  proceed  to  take  possession  of  it  and 

apply  it  to  the  use  of  the  United  States.  He  ad- 
mitted that  the  question  of  the  right  to  take  pos- 
session of  these  revenues  was  a  very  different  one 

from  the  question  as  to  the  authority  for  its  dis- 
bursement. But  as  to  the  seizing  and  taking  pos- 

session of  property  which  had  become  ours,  it  was 

clearly  within  the  scope  of  the  President's  duty  to take  possession  of  this  public  property  and  apply  it 

to  the  benefit  of  the  United  States.  Especially  was- 
it  his  duty  so  to  do,  so  long  as  Congress  would 
not  make  any  regulation  in  reference  to  it.  The 

gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  had  avowed 
here  to-day,  that,  although  the  Secretary  of  War 
had  called  on  him  in  his  capacity  as  chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  to  propose 
some  law  upon  this  subject,  no  effort  was  made  to 
arrest  the  action  of  the  President. 

Mr.  VINTON  said  the  gentleman  was  mistaken 
when  he  had  said  that  they  had  been  called  upon 
to  make  regulations  to  control  the  exercise  of  this 

power,  or  right — whatever  it  might  be  called.  The 
Secretary  of  War  had  called  upon  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  report  some  regulation  by 
which  these  officers  might  settle  their  accounts  at 
the  Treasury  Department;  in  other  words,  he  had 
called  upon  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  in 
that  mode,  to  sanction  what  had  been  done.  This 
was  after  these  levies  had  been  made.  It  was  about 

the  time,  or,  if  he  recollected  right,  a  short  time 
after  the  conclusion  of  the  war  with  Mexico. 

Mr.  STANTON  said  he  remembered,  that,  some 
time  early  in  the  last  session,  something  was  said 
on  the  subject  by  gentiemen  on  the  other  side  of 

the  House,"  who  undertook  to  question  the  pro- 
priety of  the  measures  of  the  President:  but  he 

reiterated  the  assertion,  that  no  serious  effort  was 
made  to  arrest  the  President  in  his  alleged  illegal 
course,  or  to  regulate  his  admitted  powers  in  the 

premises. 
Mr.  MEADE  [interposed  and  said,  with  the 

leave  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  he  would 

state,  that  that  portion  of  the  President's  annual 
message  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on 
the  Judiciary  contained  his  argument  in  relation 
to  the  right  of  our  Government  to  impose  these 
duties  upon  the  importations  into  Mexico.  That 
question  was  brought  up  Tjefore  the  Judiciary 
Committee,  which  was  constituted  of  a  majority 

of  gentlemen  who  were  of  the  other  side  of  the 

question,  and  it  was  referred  to  one  of  them — he 
thought  to  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
[Mr.  Ashmun,]  or  to  the  gentleman  from  New 
York,  [Mr.  Hall] — to  make  a  report  on  the  subject 
to  the" committee.  That  had  never  been  done. 
He  had  been  very  punctual  in  his  attendance  upon 
that  committee,  and  he  had  never  heard  that  there 
was  any  attempt  made  to  bring  up  the  question 
again  in  any  tangible  form. 
Mr.  STANTON,  (resuming.)  That  was  precisely 

what  hehad  before  asserted.  And  now,  what  was 

the  position  in  which  gentlemen  on  the  other  side 
had  placed  themselves?  During  the  whole  of  the 

eight  months  of  the  last  session",  they  say  that  the 
President  has  been  exercising  a  power  which  they 
believed  to  be  an  unconstitutional. encroachment 

upon  the  legislative  authority — a  grave  charge  of 
usurpation,  rendering  him  liable  to  impeachment. 
And  yet,  having  it  altogether  in  their  own  hands, 
they  do  not  signalize  their  sincerity  by  tfVe  slightest 
attempt  bylaw  to  arrest  his  proceedings!  Sir, 
(said  Mr.  S.)  if  the  course  of  the  President  was 
an  usurpation,  these  gentiemen  are  responsible  for 
its  permission  and  continuance,  because,  seeing  it 
all.  the  time,  they  did  not  attempt  to  arrest.  They 
have  at  least  left  it  to  the  country  to  infer,  that  it 
is  nothing  but  the  voice  of  faction  now,  when  they 

charge  this  course  upDn  the  President  as  an  un- 
warrantable usurpation  of  power. 

But  one  single  remark  more  in  reply  to  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio,  and  he  would  have  done  with  these 

desultory  observations.  The  gentleman  had  said, 
that  the  President,  as  commander-in-chief  of  the 
army  and  navy,  couid  not  rightfully  seize  upon 
the  revenues  of  Mexico,  but  the  Government  could 

have  seized  upon  them.  The  argument  was,  that 
the  President  has  not  the  power  to  take  possession 

of  property  which  the  chan«es  of  war  have  cast 
upon  our  hands,  but  he  must  wait  for  Congress  to 

pass  a  law  in  relation  to  it.  He  must  wait — how 
long?  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways 

and~Means  had  declared  that  he  could  do  nothing; 
and  during  the  eight  months  of  the  long  session 

past,  he  did  not  even  attempt  to  bring  forward  any 
measure  to  enable  the  officers  of  the  army  to  take 

possession  of  this  property.  I  speak  of  the  rev- enues of  Mexico  as  property,  for  the  gentleman 

[Mr.  Vinton]  has  said,  that  by  the  capture  of  the 

ports  of  the  enemy,  they  became  ours — our  prop- 

erty. 

Mr.  VINTON  wished  to  be  allowed  to  set  the 

gentleman  right.  The  very  first  week  of  the  last 
session,  he  had  offered  a  resolution,  which  had 

gone  to  the  Judiciary  Committee,  directing  that 
committee  to  inquire  by  what  right  or  authority 
the  President  of  the  United  States  had  levied  these 

moneys,  and  disbursed  them  without  authority  of 
law. 

Mr.  STANTON.  An  inquiry,  simply— a  mere 

resolution  of  inquiry  into  the  legality  of  the  meas- 

ure, which  was  prosecuted  to  no  issue  by  the  com- 

mittee of  thai"  House  to  which   it  was  referred; 
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and  of  which  committee  a  majority  belonged  to 

the  gentleman's  party,  the  political  enemies  of  ihe 
President,  and  of  those  who  defend  him.  He  re- 

puted the  assertion  which  he  had  before  made — 
standing,  as  it  did,  still  unrefuted — that  these  gen- 

tlemen saw  what  they  considered  as  an  usurpation 

going  on,  hour  after  hour  and  day  after  day,  du- 
ring these  eight  months  of  the  war,  yet  they 

never  raised  their  hand  to  prevent  these  illegal 
proceedings.  And  now  it  was  only  when  the 
occasion  had  gone  by,  when  there  remained  no 
necessity  for  action,  that  it  was  proposed  to  do 
something.  But  what  now  was  proposed  to  be 
done?  He  left  it  for  gentlemen  to  say  what  they 
would  do,  now  when  they  were  powerless  to  do 
any  good. 

Mr.  BOTTS  said,  from  the  first  moment  of  the 
issuing  of  this  order  levying  taxes  in  the  Mexican 
ports,  he  had  regarded  it  as  one  of  the  most  arbi- 

trary and  unwarrantable  usurpations  of  power  and 
violations  of  duty  that  had  occurred  since  the 
foundation  of  this  Government  Entertaining  that 
opinion,  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his.duty — (and  he  said 
this  in  reply  to  the  repeated  remark  of  the  gentle- 

man from  Tennessee,  [Mr.  Stanton,]  who  had 

called  upon  his  (Mr.  B.'s)  side  of  the  House  to 
know  why  no  effort  had  been  made  during  the 
whole  of  the  last  session  to  bring  this  subject  be- 

fore the  country) — he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  at 
the  earliest  period  of  the  session  in  which  the  op- 

portunity had  presented  itself — it  was  either  in  the 
month  of  January  or  February — to  present  to  this 
House  the  identical  resolution,  verbatim  et  liter- 

atim, that  had  been  adopted  some  three  weeks- 
since,  upon  which  the  answer  of  the  President  of 

the  United  States  was  predicated;  and  upon  a  mo- 
tion made  by  him  at  that  time  for  a  suspension  of 

the  rules,  in  order  to  obtain  the  passage  of  the  res- 
olution, he  believed  almost  every  member  on  the 

other  side  of  the  House,  including  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  had  voted  against  a  suspension  of 
the  rtiles.  And  there  had  stood  the  resolution 
from  that  time  to  the  termination  of  the  session 

upon  their  calendar,  where  it  could  never  be 
reached;  and  it  had  died  with  the  session  itself. 

But  so  firmly  had  he  been  impressed  with  the  im- 
portance of  this  question,  that  he  had  again  felt  it 

to  be  his  duty,  at  the  commencement  of  this  ses- 
sion, at  the  first  opportunity,  to  repeat  that  prop- 

osition— to  offer  the  resolution  again;  and  then, 
after  some  of  the  political  questions  of  the  day 

had  been  settled,  had  this  resolution  been  permit- 
ted to  pass,  by  gentlemen  who  had  previously  op- 

posed it.  It  might  have  been  suspected,  that  for 
political  ends  this  resolution  had  been  introduced 
at  the  previous  session,  when  it  was  rejected  by 
the  other  side  of  the  House;  but  no  such  imputa- 
tions  could  be  made  upon  him  at  this  time,  as  far 
as  the  Presidential  election  was  concerned. 

Mr.  STANTON  suggested  to  the  gentleman, 
that  the  passage  of  that  resolution  was  not  neces- 
sriry  to  the  passage  of  a  law  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  BOTTS  replied,  if  it  was  not  necessary  for 
the  passage  of  a  law,  it  was  not  necessary  for  gen- 

tlemen on  the  other  side  to  have  opposed  it.  It 
asked  for  information;  information  was  what  he 

wanted  now.  He  had  wished  to  act  fairly,  impar- 
tially, justly  towards  the  Executive  of  the  United 

States.  He  had  been  anxious  to  make  a  call  upon 
him,  to  know  on  what  authority  he  had  based  his 
action,  in  order  to  give  him  a  full  and  fair  oppor- 

tunity before  the  country  of  sustaining  himself,  if 
he  could. 

This  document  he  regarded  as  one  of  the  most 
important  documents  which  had  ever  been  pre- 

sented to  Congress,  certainly  while  he  had  had  the 
honor  of  a  seat  on  this  floor.  It  was  one  in  the 

discussion  upon  which,  when  the  proper  time 
should  arrive,  he  should  be  anxious  to  take  part. 
But  he  was  not  now  prepared,  and  he  presumed 
no  gentleman  was  prepared,  to  enter  into  a  full 
argument  upon  the  question;  and  he  thought  it 
should  be  reserved  to  a  future  day.  He  thanked 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  for  the 
remarks  which  he  had  made  on  the  spur  of  the  occa- 

sion, and  still  more,  he  was  obliged  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  [Mr.  C.  J.  Ingeksoll]  for  the 
few  remarks  that  had  fallen  from  him,  inasmuch 
as  they  served  to  show  that  there  was  still  a  dispo- 

sition on  the  part  ofthat  side  of  the  House  to  hold 
to  a  proper  and  rigid  accountability  the  executive 
officers  of  the  Government. 

It  was  his  purpose,  when  this  message  had  been 
received,  inasmuch  as  he  had  moved  the  resolution 

to  which  it  was  a  response,  to  have  moved  its 
reference  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  but 
he  was  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  proposition  of 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  to  send  it  to  a  select 
committee;  and  he  hoped  that,  before  the  House 
engaged  in  a  general  discussion,  they  might,  have 
a  full,  deliberate  investigation,  and  an  elaborate 

report. In  accordance  with  the  suggestion  of  gentlemen 

about  him,  he  would'  move  the  previous  question. 
The  previous  question  was  seconded,  and  the 

main  question  was  ordered. 
Mr.  STANTON  inquired  if  it  was  a  part  of  the 

motion  to  print  the  message? 
Mr.  TOOMBS  said  he  had  not  made  a  motion 

to  print,  in  connection  with  the  motion  to  refer. 
Mr.  C.  J.  INGERSOLL  said  he  had  made  the 

motion  to  print. 

The  SPEAKER  said  the  motion  to  print  of  the 
gentleman   from  Pennsylvania  had  been  received 
previous  to  the  demand  for  the  previous  question. 3 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  called  for  a 
division  of  the  question,  then. 

The  question  was  accordingly  taken  on  the  first 
branch,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  without  a 
division. 

So  the  message  of  the  President  was  referred  to 
a  select  committee. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  second  branch  of 
the  question,  viz:  the  proposition  to  print,  was 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative — yeas  103, 
nays  59.  *. 

So  the  message  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 
Mr.  VINTON  moved  a  reconsideration  of  the 

vote  just  taken,  and  moved  to  lay  that  motion  on 
the  table;  which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  McLANE  said  he  rose  to  move  an  adjourn- 
ment; but  before  doing  so,  he  wished  to  give  the 

gentleman  from  Virginia  [Mr.  Botts]  an  oppor- 
tunity to  correct  an  error  in  his  statement  in  regard 

to  the  votes  of  gentlemen  on  his  (Mr.  McL.'s) side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  BOTTS  said  he  would  do  so  with  great  pleas- 
ure. He  had  said  a  few  moments  since  that  when 

he  had  at  the  last  session  of  Congress  presented 
the  resolution  to  which  the  message  now  received 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  was  an 

answer,  it  had  been  voted  against  by  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  pretty  generally,  and, 
he  believed,  among  them  by  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee,  [Mr.  Stanton.]  Upon  reference  to 
the  Journal,  however,  he  did  not  find  that  he  had 
made  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  to  consider  the 
resolution.  Upon  application  to  the  Clerk,  he  had 
been  informed,  that  though  the  fact  was  that  every 
such  motion  should  be  recorded,  when  the  House 
refused  to  suspend  the  rules,  the  motions  to  do  so 
were  sometimes  not  entered  on  the  Journal.  Wheth- 

er it  had  occurred  in  this  case,  he  was  not  able  to 
say.  It  was  possible  he  might  have  confounded 
this  resolution  in  his  recollection  with  some  other 

for  which  the  House  had  refused  to  suspend  the 
rules.  It  might  be  that  the  House  had  refused 
to  suspend  the  rules;  or  it  might  be  that4it  was  laid 

over  under  the  rules,  as  the  Journal 'stated. 
Mr.  McLANE  wished  the  gentleman  to  read 

what  the  Journal  did  state. 

Mr.  BOTTS  read  accordingly.  [The  Journal 

stated  that  Mr.  Botts  offered  the  following  reso- 
lution, which  lay  over  under  the  rule,  &c] 

He  repeated,  he  was  willing  to  allow  that  he 

might  have  confounded  this  resolution  with  some" other  resolution  on  which  the  House  had  refused 

to  suspend  the  rules,  and  it  might  not  have  been 
considered,  because  the  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  had  made  their  customary  objection,  or  the 
House  might  have  refused  to  suspend  the  rules, 
and  the  motion  not  have  been  entered  upon  the 
Journal. 

Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Alabama,  wished  to  ask 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  whether  it  was  at  all 
to  be  presumed,  in  this  case,  that  the  Clerk  had 
omitted  what  it  was  his  sworn  duty  to  do,  viz;  to 
keep  a  true  record  of  the  proceedings  of  the 

House,  but  that  he  had  recorded  a  positive  false- 
hood, by  saying  that  it  lay  over  under  the  rules, 

if  it  was  the  fact,  as  the  gentleman  said  it  might 
be,  that  a  motion  to  suspend  the  rules  had  been 
made  and  lost  ? 

Mr.  BOTTS  said  the  gentleman  placed  a  very 
forced  construction  upon  what  he  had  said.  He 
had  not  intended  to  implicate  the  Clerk  at  all;  but 
had  referred  to  what  he  had  been  informed  by  the 
Clerk  was  sometimes  the  practice  in  making  up 

the  Journals.  He  had  certainly  placed  it  on  fair 
ground.  He  admitted  he  might  have  confounded 
the  resolution  with  some  other  which  he  had 
offered,  and  for  the  consideration  of  which  the 
House  had  refused  to  suspend  the  rules. 

The  SPEAKER  here  interposed,  and  reminded 
gentlemen  that  there  was  no  question  before  the 
House. 

On  motion,  the  House  adjourned! 

PETITIONS. 
The  following  petitions  were  presented  under  the  rule, 

and  referred : 

By  Mr.  PHELPS  :  The  petition  of  George  W.  Kidd,  pray- 
ing compensation  for  property  destroyed  by  order  of  the 

commander  of  a  detachment  of  our  troops  in  New  Mexico. 
By  Mr.  FRANKLIN  CLARK  :  The  petition  of  J.  Spofford 

and  497  others,  citizens  of  East  Thomaston,  for  a  new  col- 
lection district  at  East  Thomaston,  in  the  State  of  Maine. 

Also,  of  Thomas  Martin  arid  82  others,  citizens  of  St.  George; 
of  Alden  Robinson  and  72  others,  citizens  of  CushingTof 
Eleazer  Crabtree  and  121  others,  citizens  of  North  Haven 
and  Vinalhaven;  of  William  Thomas  and  77  others,  citi- 

zens of  North  Haven  ;  of  Lewis  Ames  and  48  others,  citi- 
zens of  Matinicus  Plantation:  all  for  the  same  object. 

Also,  of  Mannasseh  H.  Smith  and  64  others,  citizens  of 
Warren,  in  the  State  of  Maine,  for  a  reduction  of  postage. 

By  Mr.  WENTWORTH:  The  petition  of  fifty-nine  citi- 
zens of  Horse  Creek,  Iroquois  county,  Illinois,  praying  that 

the  public  lands  shall  not  be  sold  forever,  but  shall  be  given 
to  such  landless  citizens  as  will  occupy  them. 

By  Mr.  KELLOGG:  The  petition  of  inhabitants  of  Crown 
Point,  New  York,  praying  lor  a  revision  of  the  tariff,  and 
for  a  restitution  of  specific,  instead  of  ad  valorem  duties  on 
foreign  imports. 

By  Mr.  MANN,  of  Pennsylvania:  The  petition  of  Joseph 
S.  Bernett,  Henry  Smith,  J.  G.  Woodward,  and  366  others,  A 
citizens  of  Jefferson,  Indiana,  Armstrong,  and  Clearfield 
counties,  Pennsylvania,  praying  for  a  mail  route  from  Lu- 
thersburg,  Clearfield  county,  via  Punxsutawney,  Schinicks- 
burg,  and  Rural  Village,  to  Kittaning,  in  Armstrong  county. 
Also,  of  Samuel  Cooler,  a  captain  in  the  Pennsylvania  vol- 

unteers, in  the  army  of  the  United  States,  in  the  late  war 
with  England,  praying  for  a  pension. 

By  Mr.  PEYTON :  The  petition  of  W.  S.  McDowell  and 
others,  for  a  post  route  from  Russellville,  via  Rochester,  to 
Hartford. 
By  Mr.  MURPHY :  The  petition  of  N.  B.  Morse,  C.  C. 

Smith,  and  55  other  citizens  of  Brooklyn,  New  York,  pray- 
ing a  reduction  of  postage  and  the  abolition  of  the  franking 

privilege.  Also,  of  J.  P.  Brawn,  Samuel  B.  Judson,  and  58 
other  citizens  of  Brooklyn  and  New  York,  also  praying  a 
reduction  of  postage  and  the  abolition  of  the  franking  priv- 

ilege.   

i  IN  SENATE. 
Thursday,  January  4,  1849. 

The  VICE  PRESIDENT  presented  to  the  Sen- 
ate a  communication  from  the  War  Department, 

containing  a  statement  of  the  Second  Comptroller, 

showing  the  balances  of  appropriations  for  the  ser- 
vices of  the  War  Department,  as  follows: 

Amount  applicable  to  the  service  of  the  fiscal 
year  1847->48   $43,931,642  06 

From  which  sum  deduct  amount  of  refunding 
and  transfer  requisitions        3,301,770  62 

Will  show  the  amount  actually  applicable  to 
the  above  period      40,629,871  44 

From  which  deduct  amount  drawn  by  requi- 
sitions from  the  treasury. . .  $32,576,681  43 

From  which  last  sum  deduct 
amount  drawn  by  refunding 
and  transfer  requisitions  . . .      3,301,770  62   29,274,910  81 

Will  leave  the  aggregate,  on  the  30th  June, 
1848,       11,354,960  63 

ALBION  K.  PARRIS,  Comptroller. 
Treasury  Department, 

Second  Comptroller's  OJJice,  December  29, 1848. 
MEMORIALS  AND  PETITIONS. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of  the 
publishers  of  papers  in  the  city  of  New  York, 
asking  that  they  may  be  allowed  to  exchange 
their  publications  free  of  postage;  which  was  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 

Post  Roads. 
Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  a  memorial  from 

the  captains  of  steamboats  and  other  citizens,  ask- 
ing for  the  removal  of  the  dangerous  rocks  in  Hurl 

Gate  channel  and  New  York  harbor,  setting  forth 

that  "  Pot  Rock,"  which  obstructs  nearly  the  mid- 
dle of  the  channel,  is  the  cause  of  about  half  the 

disasters  that  occur,  and  that  this  rock'is  but  eight 
feet  below  the  water,  and  has  a  top  not  larger  than 
a  barrel  head,  extending  downward  in  a  slant,  and 
of  a  pyramidal  shape,  and  can  be  removed  by 
blasting,  as  there  is  from  sixty  to  seventy-two  feet 
on  one  side  of  it.  Mr.  Southard,  a  pilot  at  the 
Gate,  has  offered  to  blast  this  rock  thirty  feet  be- 

low water  for  $6,000.  The  memorial  was  referred 
to  the  Committee  on  Commerce. 

Mr.  DIX  presented  the  petition  of  njnety-'bur 
citizens  of  New  York,  praying  for  a  reduction  of 
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the  rates  of  postage;  which  was  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and  Post  Roads. 

Mr.  CAMERON  presented  seven  petitions  of 

citizens  of  Berks  county ;  seven  petitions  of  citizens 

of  Schuylkill  county;  a  petition  from  citizens  of 

Lebanon  county;  a  petition  from  citizens  of  Dau- 

phin county;  a  petition  from  citizens  of  Elizabeth 

township;  and  a  petition  from  citizens  of  Philadel- 
phia county,  in  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  asking 

an  increase  of  the  duties  on  foreign  manufactures, 

and  complaining  that  the  manufacturing  and  mi- 

ning interests  of  said  State  are  suffering  great  de- 
pression, and  threatened  with  entire  prostration; 

which  were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

Mr.  BORLAND  presented  resolutions  adopted 

by  the  Legislature  of  Arkansas  in  favor  of  the 
establishment  of  a  mail  route  from  Antoin  post 
office,  Arkansas,  to  Clarksville,  in  Texas;  a  mail 
route  from  Arkadelphia  to  the  county  seat  of 

Montgomery  county,  Arkansas;  a  mail  route  from 

Boonville  to  Ozark;  and  a  mail  route  from  Clarks- 
ville to  St.  Paul's  office,  in  said  State;  which  were 

referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Post  Office  and 
Post  Roads. 

Mr.  DICKINSON  presented  the  petition  of 
Catharine  Elves,  widow  of  a  naval  surgeon,  asking 

for  a  pension;  which  was  referred  to  the  Commit- tee on  Pensions. 

NOTICES  OF  BILLS. 

Mr.  DIX  gave  notice  that  he  would  to-morrow, 
or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  tOjintroduce 
a  bill  authorizing  an  appropriation  for  removing 
rocks,  &c,  in  the  harbor  of  New  York. 

Mr.  ATCHISON  gave  notice  that  he  would  to- 
morrow, or  on  some  subsequent  day,  ask  leave  to 

introduce  a  bill  granting  to  the  State  of  Missouri  a 
right  of  way  and  a  donation  of  public  lands,  for 
the  purpose  of  constructing  a  railway. 

REPORTS  OF  COMMITTEES. 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs,  reported  a  bill  for  the  relief 

of  Adjutant  General  Roger  Jones;  which  was  read 
a  first  time,  and  the  report  was  ordered  to  be 

printed. 
[The  bill  allows  to  General  Jones  the  pay  and 

emoluments  of  his  commissionasAdjutantGeneral 
from  the  time  of  the  reduction  of  the  army  in  1821 
to  March  7,  1827,  when  he  was  restored  to  his 

rank  in  the  staff  of  the  army;  provided  that  the 
pay  and  emoluments  of  captain  of  artillery  during 
the  same  period  be  deducted  therefrom.] 

Mr.  DAVIS,  of  Mississippi,  from  the  Commit- 
tee on  Military  Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the 

joint  resolution  to  amend  an  act  entitled  "  An  act 
to  raise,  for  a  limited  time,  an  additional  military 

force,  and  for  other  purposes,"  approved  11th  Feb- 
ruary, 1847, Reported  that,  in  the  opinion  of  the 

committee,  it  was  inexpedient  to  enlarge  the  limit 
of  the  provisions  in  the  act  above  recited;  and 
asked  to  be  discharged  from  the  further  consider- 

ation of  the  same;  winch  was  ordered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  DOWNS,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Ju- 
diciary, reported  House  biil  prov-iding  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  false  swearing  in  certain  cases,  witiiout 

amendment. 

PENSION  TO  A  WOUNDED  SOLDIER. 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana,'from  the  Com- mittee on  Pensions,  to  whom  was  referred  the  pe- 
tition of  James  M.  Scantland,  reported  a  bill  for 

his  relief;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time 
by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  TURNEY.  This  is^  a  very  extraordinary 

case,  and  one  which,  in  my* opinion,  requires  the immediate  attention  of  Congress.  It  will  be  seen, 

on  reference  to  the  papers  accompanying  the  re- 
port, that  Scantland  was  severely  and  dangerously 

wounded,  a  musket  ball  entering  his  right  eye,  and 
coming  out  below  the  left  ear.  It  appears  by  the 
report  that  his  wounds,  and  the  care  an.d  anxiety 
which  he  has  since  undergone  on  account  of  his 
utter  inability  to  support  himself  and  his  family, 
have  induced  a  pulmonary  disease,  and  that  he 
cannot  possibly  live  but  a  very  short  time.  It  is 
further  shown  by  the  statement  of  the  Surgeon 
General  that  he  is  unable  to  labor,  and  that  it  is 
altogether  probable  he  will  in  a  very  short  time 
lose  the  sight  of  his  other  eye,  and  especially  if  he 
is  obliged  to  continue  to  labor  for  the  support  of 
his  family.  In  fact  he  cannot  labor,  tie  is  en- 

tirely dependent  for  support  upon  the  appropria- 
tion proposed  to  be  made  by  the  bill,  and  cannot 

sustain  himself  without  it.  It  is  now  in  the  power 

of  Congress,  by  speedy  action,  not  only  to  reward 

past  injuries  and  sufferings,  but  to  prevent  the  ad- 
ditional and  irreparable  loss  of  the  man's  remaining 

eye,  which  would  entirely  deprive  him  of  the  fac- 
ulty of  vision. 

This  is  a.  case  which  calls  strongly  for  the  sym- 
pathy of  Congress.  1  have,  therefore,  to  ask  that 

the  Senate  will  take  up  this  bill  and  act  upon  it  at 
once.  It  can  consume  but  a  few  minutes,  and  un- 

der the  circumstances  I  think  that  the  sum  named 

in  the  bill  is  very  moderate,  while  by  its  passage 
this  worthy  and  gallant,  though  unfortunate  man, 
will  be  enabled  to  pass  the  few  remaining  days  he 
has  to  sojourn  on  earth  in  comparative  ease. 

Mf.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  This  is  a  very 

extraordinary  case,  and  strongly  calls  for  our  sym- 
pathy, as  the  Senator  from  Tennessee  has  said. 

The  petitioner  served  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
Mexican  war,  and  uniformly  displayed  great  gal- 

lantry. He  led  the  forlorn  hope  at  one  of  the  most 
desperate  battles  in  Mexico,  and  was  shot  through 

the  head,  as  has  already  been  stated.  In  conse- 
quence of  that  wound  he  has  lost  the  sight  of  one 

eye.  It  was  a  dreadful  wound,  and  the  bones  are 
working  out  of  it  now.  He  has  not  only  lost  the 
use  of  one  eye,  but  the  probability  is  that  he  will 
lose  the  other,  which  is  now  much  impaired. 

At  the  last  session  of  Congress  he  was  allowed 
thirty  dollars  per  month;  but  not  being  able  to 

support  his  family  upon  that  sum,  he  was  com- 
pelled to  resort  to  manual  labor.  He  obtained  a 

clerkship  in  one  of  the  departments.  But  his 
friends  remonstrated  against  his  applying  himself 
to  any  labor  whatever;  and  the  Surgeon  General 
declared,  and  has  certified,  that  if  he  continued 
in  that  employment,  or  in  any  employment,  he 
would  inevitably  lose  the  use  of  his  other  eye.  He 

is  consequently  cut  off  from  all  hope  of  contrib- 
uting to  the  support  of  his  family  by  the  labor  of 

his  own  hands. 

The  pension  allowed  the  petitioner  at  the  last 
session  is  altogether  insufficient  for  the  support  of 
his  family;  and  as  he  cannot,  except  at  a  fearful 
risk,  aid  in  their  support,  it  seems  to  me  that  it 
would  be  no  more  than  an  act  of  justice  to  him  to 
allow  him  an  increase.  This  is  one  of  the  strong- 

est cases  that  can  possibly  be  presented.  The 
petitioner  was  shot  down,  and  for  some  time  was 
supposed  to  be  dead,  and  the  preservation  of  his 
life  was  almost  miraculous.  His  sufferings  have 

been  severe,  and  they  are  still  severe.  I  will  men- 
tion, by  way  of  precedent,  that  some  years  ago  a 

petition  was  presented  from  a  Captain  Harrison, 
who  had  served  in  the  northern  war  of  1812-'13, 
and  who  lost  his  leg.  He  was  allowed  a  pension, 

but  it  being  rather  small,  as  he  supposed,  he  ap- 
plied for  additional  pay,  (similar  to  the  application 

now  before  the  Senate.  Mr.  Bates,  who  was  then 
chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Pensions,  in  whom 

the  Senate  have  always  had  the  greatest  confi- 
dence, never  having  reversed  one  of  his  favorable 

reports,  made  a  report  on  the  case,  and  allowed 
this  captain  fifty  dollars  per  month.  This  man,  I 
■am  told,  is  a  very  hearty  man.  He  lost  only  his 
leg.  He  can  walk  about;  and  his  loss  does  not 

materially  injure  him  in  the  performance  of  busi- 
ness. He  is  able  to  write  and  to  do  many  other 

things  by  which  to  earn  a  maintenance,  but  he 
was  allowed  fifty  dollars  per  month.  Now,  it 
seems  to  me  that  this  is  a  much  stronger  case,  and 

one  much  more  deserving  of  sympathy  and  allevi- 
ation than  the  one  to' which  1  have  referred.  I 

will  state,  for  the  information  of  the  Senate,  that 

the  committee  were  of  the  unanimous  opinion  that' 
the  petitioner  should  be  allowed  fifty  dollars  per 

month,  and  1  hope,  with  my  friend  from  Tennes- 
see, [Mr.  Turney,]  that  the  Senate  will  take  up 

this  bill  and  pass  it  at  once. 
Mr.  RUSK.  Mr.  President,  I  am  satisfied  that 

if  Senators  were  all  acquainted  with  the  facts  of 
this  case  there  would  not  be  a  dissenting  voice  on 

the  passage  of  this  bill.  This  individual  is  a  worthy 
man.  He'  was  wounded  in  the  head,  and  his 
wound  has,  perhaps,  to  some  extent  affected  his 
intellect.  He  has  a  large  family,  if  I  am  rightly 

informed,  dependent  upon  his  exertions  for  sup- 
port, and  such  has  been  his  anxiety  to  provide  for 

the  support  of  that  family  that  he  has  resorted  to 
a  laborious  occupation.  I  have  no  doubt  that  the 

anxiety  and  exertion  which  this  individual  has  un- 
dergone have  very  seriously  injured  him,  and  have 

contributed  stiil  more  to  lessen  his  ability  to  pro- 
vide for  the  necessities  of  his  family. 

I  understand  that  without  the  increase  of  pen- 
sion contemplated  in  this  bill  he  cannot  possibly 

support  his  family.  His  anxiety,  together  with 
the  exertions  which  it  would  be  necessary  for  him 
to  put  forth  to  maintain  his  family,  I  am  satisfied 
would  in  a  very  short  time  terminate  his  existence. 
What  little  acquaintance  I  have  with  him  justifies 
me  in  pronouncing  him  a  very  correct,  upright, 
and  honorable  man.  This  is  a  very  serious  case, 
and  I  think  there  will  be  no  danger  in  establishing 
a  precedent  of  this  sort.  Few  men  are  ever  wound- 

ed as  this  individual  has  been;  and  if  there  should 
be  others  thus  wounded,  I  think  no  better  appro- 

priation of  money  could  be  made  than  in  extending 
to  all  such  individuals  a  support  for  themselves 
and  families. 

Mr.  N1LES.  I  should  like  to  know  upon  what 
sound  or  established  principle  fifty  dollars  per  month 
isallowed  to  this  claimant. 

Mr.  JOHNSON.  I  mentioned  the  fact  before, 

that  Congress  three  years  ago  passed  an  act  allow- 
ing the  same  stipend  to  Captain  Harrison  because 

of  the  loss  of  a  leg.  This  is  a  much  stronger  case. 
This  man  has  lost  an  eye,  and  the  other  one  is  so 
much  affected  that  he  can  scarcely  use  it.  He  has 
also  nearly  lost  his  hearing.  In  addition  to  these 
physical  injuries,  he  is  afflicted  with  a  pulmonary 
complaint, which  his  physician  certifies  was  brought 
on  by  exposure  and  the  vicissitudes  of  the  service 
during  the  war.  There  being  a  precedent  in  the 
case  of  Captain  Harrison,  we  can  safely  pass  this 

bill.  I  would  say,  in  reference  to  the  amount  pro- 
posed to  be  allowed  him,  that  some  of  the  mem- 

bers of  the  committee  were  of  the  opinion  that  it 
should  be  increased. 

Mr.  TURNEY.  I  trust  the  Senate  will  pass 
this  bill.  His  peculiar  condition,  from  the  wounds 
which  he  has  received,  totally  disabling  him  from 
laboring  for  a  subsistence,  gives  great  force  and 

pertinency  to  the  application  for  assistance. 
Mr.  NILES.  I  object  to  the  passage  of  this 

bill  on  principle.  It  cannot  be  assumed  that  Gov- 
ernment is  responsible  for  the  subsistence  of  all 

the  families  who  have  lost  fathers,  sons,  or  brothers 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States.  I  ask,  would 
not  the  principle  here  proposed  to  be  set  up  apply 

with  equal  force  to  the  widows  and  relatives  of 
those  individuals  whose  lives  were  sacrificed  du- 

ring the  war?  I  opposed  the  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Captain  Harrison,  and  as  this  case  rests  upon  the 
same  principle,  I  equally  object  to  it.  In  cases  of 
this  character,  as  with  families  who  have  been  en- 

tirely deprived  of  their  natural  supporters,  we  can 
do  nothing  more  than  afford  a  reasonable  compen- 

sation for  their  privations.  We  cannot  make  full 
and  complete  indemnity.  I  move  that  the  amount 
be  fixed  at  forty  dollars  per  month,  in  place  of  fifty. 
This,  I  think,  will  be  a  sufficient  allowance. 

Mr.  BELL  inquired  if  there  was  any  precedent 

for  a  case  so  peculiar  as  this? 
Mr.  JOHNSON  stated  that  he  was  not  aware  of 

any. 

Mr 

BELL. 

deserving  of  the  action  of  the  Senate 

I  cannot  conceive  of  a  case  more 

The  circum- stances and  physical  condition  of  this  individual 
have  been  already  forcibly  presented;  and  I  trust 

Senators  will  be  influenced  by  their  peculiar  char- 
acter to  affirmative  action  in  the  case.  I  was  about 

to  propose  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  but  as  I  am  , 
informed  k  might  perhaps  endanger  its  passage,  I 
will  not  present  it.     I  trust  the  bill  will  pass. 
The  question  was  taken  on  the  motion  of  Mr. 

Niles,  and  it  was  decided  in  the  negative. 
The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate,  and 

no  further  amendment  having  been  offered,  it  was 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading,  and 

was  subsequently,  by  unanimous  consent,  read 
a  third  time,  and  passed. 

RESOLUTIONS. 
Mr.  DAYTON  presented  the  following  resolu- 

tion; which  was  considered  and  agreed  to: 
Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Printing  be  instructed 

to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  purchasing,  for  the  use  of  the 
Senate,  copies  of  a  map  of  the  United  States,  the  British 
Provinces,  Mexico,  &c,  showing  the  routes  of  the  United 
States  mail  stearnpackets,  Sec,  to  California,  lately  published 
by  J.  H.  Colton,  of  New  York. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ATHERTON,  the  act  requi- 
ring all  moneys  receivable  from  customs  and  from 

all  other  sources  to  be  paid  immediately  into  the 
treasury,  without  abatement  or  deduction,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  recommitted,  for  the  purpose 
of  amendment,  to  the  Committee  on  Finance. 

PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

The  Senate  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  mo- 

tion made  by  Mr.  Bell,  on  the  3d  instant,  to  re- 
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consider  the  vote  on   engrossing  the  biU  for  the 
relief  of  John  P.  Baldwin. 

Mr.  KING.  I  would  not  say  a  word  upon  the 
subject  of  this  bill,  after  the. lengthy  discussion 
which  has  been  had  upon  it,  were  it  noi  that  the 

few  remarks  1  made  upon  the  occasion  of  its  con- 
sideration were  so  reported  that  1  seem  not  only 

to  have  misstated  the  facts  in  the  case,  but  to  have 

been  guilty  of  the  grossest  inconsistency  and  ig- 
norance in  my  statements.  What  I  did  slate  upon 

that  occasion  was,  that  I  did  not  intend  to  enter 

into  any  discussion  whatever,  in  regard  to  the 

obligation  on  the  part  of  Government  to  make 

good  to  its  citizens  all  losses  sustained  by  them  in 
consequence  of  the  destruction  of  their  property 
by  an  officer  of  the  United  States,  provided  it  were 

apparent  that  the  destruction  took  place  from  an 

honest  conviction  on  the  part  of  the  officer  occa- 
sioning it  that  it  was  necessary  to  the  interests  of 

the  service,  and  of  course  to  the  Government. 
I  stated  further  that  the  first  action  of  the  Gov- 

ernment with  regard  to  claims  of  this  character 
was  after  it  had  been  submitted  tojudicial  decision; 
and  that  it)  the  war  with  Great  Britain  many  cases 
arose  in  which  officers  were  first  subjected  to  a 
suit  from  the  individual  aggrieved,  based  upon  the 

charge  that  a  trespass  had  been  committed  on  his 

property,  and  that  then,  if  judgment  was  obtained 
against  the  officer,  the  Government  took  it  into 
consideration  whether  the  officer  had  acted  in  good 
faith,  and  for  the  interests  of  the  United  States,  in 

causing  the  property  to  be  destroyed,  to  prevent  its 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  and  should 
therefore  indemnify  the  sufferer.  Since  that  time, 
in  several  cases,  the  Government  have  gone  further, 

and  made  the  indemnity  prior  to  any  judicial  de- 
cision or  casting  of  judgment. 

1  then  stated  also  that  I  would  not  upon  that 
occasion  enter  into  any  examination  as  to  the 

propriety  of  the  action  of  the  officer  in  causing  the 
destruction  to  be  made. 
/  What  caused  me  to  vote  against  the  bill  was  this: 

This  properly,  purchased  by  Mr.  Baldwin,  had 

been  lying  upon  the  coast  of  Florida  for  several 
months;  for  it  was  in  evidence  that  the  vessel  was 
wrecked  in  1835,  and  that  it  was  not  until  some 

time  in  1836  that  it  was  destroyed.  I  would  here 

say  that  1  did  not  state,  as  1  am  reported  in  one  of 

the  papers,  that  the  vessel  was  carried  into  Key 
West,  but  that  she  lay  upon  the  coast  in  her 
wrecked  condition  for  several  months,  and  was 

then  dtstroyed.  1  then  stated  that  the  ballast, 

rising,  and  spars  were  valueless;  for  can  any  one 
beheve  that  those  articles  would  remain  there  for 

without  being  rendered  completely  useless  ?  The 

-testimon  y ,  I  also  remarked ,  in  relation  to  the  amount 

of  property  on  board,  was  contradictory.  1  would 
here  stale  that  the  names  of  these  seamen  prove 

that  they  were  not  Spaniards;  they  have  English  or 
American  names.  One  of  the  men  swears  he  heard 

it  said  that  there  were  six  tons  of  lead  on  board, 

and  another  swears  that  he  knew  it  to  be  the  fact. 

Whether  these  six  tons  of  lead  could  have  been 

saved  or  not,  is  for  Senators  to  determine.  These 

were  my  objections  to  the  bill,  which  induced  me 

j.o  vote  against  its  passage,  as  they  will  influence 

me  to  vote  against  its  reconsideration. 
Mr.  YULEE.  The  principle  involved  in  this 

bill  has  been  already  so  fully  discussed  that  1  pre- 

sume the  mind  of  every  Senator  is  made  up  in  re- 
gard to  it.  The  objection  of  the  honoiable  Senator 

from  Alabama,  as  1  understand  it,  is  made  simply 
to  the  amount  of  compensation  provided  by  the 

bill.  It  is  not  denied,  1  believe,  that  if  the  princi- 

ple asserted  by  the  committee  by  whom  the  bill 

was  reported,  and  maintained  in  argument  by  gen- 
tlemen in  this  Chamber  when  the  question  was 

formerly  before  the  Senate,  be  correct,  that  the  case 
comes  within  the  principle;  and  the  only  question 

now  is,  as  I  understand  it,  whether  the*  compensa- 
tion allowed  by  the  bill  exceeds  a  just  and  proper 

compensation.  If  this  be  the  ground  of  the  hon- 
orable Senator's  objection,  I  would  suggest  to  him, 

as  the  proper  course  on  his  part,  to  propose  such 
amendments  as  will  enable  the  proper  officers  of 
the  Government  to  ascertain  and  fix,  by  some  just 

and  proper  means,  the  true  value  of  the  loss  sus- 
tained by  the  claimant. 

Mr.  KING.  Why  does  not  the  Senator  propose 
such  amendments  himself? 

Mr.  YULEE.  My  colleague  has  more  particu- 
larly the  charge  of  the  bill;  1  have  not  the  charge 

of  it;  and  I  will  suggest  to  the  honorable  Senator 

several  months,  necessarily  exposed  as  they  were,  $■  this  way,  1  shall  be  under  the  necessity  of  request- 

from  Alabama,  that  the  opposition  made  to  the  re- 
consideration precludes  the  friends  of  the  bill  from 

the  power  of  offering  an  amendment.  It  is  not 
now  in  order.  If  the  Senator  will  withdraw  his 

opposition,  and  permit  the  vote  on  reconsideration 
to  be  taken,  then  it  will  be  in  the  power  of  those 

who  advocate  the  bill  to  propose  such  amend- 
ments, or  in  the  power  of  the  Senator  from  Ala- 
bama, who  now  objects  to  the  reconsideration,  to 

propose  such  amendments  as  may  be  necessary 
and  proper.  And  I  submit  to  the  gentleman  from 
Alabama  that  the  opposition  he  is  making  to  the 
reconsideration  of  the  bill  is  scarcely  a  fair  one,  if 
his  objection  be  simply  to  the  amount  proposed  to 
be  allowed;  because  it  places  it  out  of  the  power 
of  those  who  have  the  management  of  the  bill,  or 
those  who  are  friendly  to  its  passage,  to  propose 
any  necessary  amendment.  It  is  only  after  the 
question  of  reconsideration  has  been  decided  that 
an  amendment  can  be  offered.  I  hope,  therefore, 

that  the  honorable  Senator  will  withdraw  his  op- 
position, and  vote  for  the  reconsideration. 

Mr.  WALKER.  I  do  not  rise  to  discuss  the 
merits  of  the  motion  for  reconsideration,  butmerely 

for  the  purpose  of  making  a  few  observations  in  re- 
gard to  the  report  of  the  discussion  which  we  had  the 

other  day  upon  this  subject.  The  honorable  Sen- 
ator from  Alabama  having  made  allusion  to  that  re- 

port, I  desire  also  to  state,  that  upon  looking  at  the 
Intelligencer,  I  find  myself  made  to  say  precisely  the 
reverse  of  what  I  did  say,  and  I  understand  that  it 

was  by  mere  accident  that  the  Senator  from'Florida 
was  not  made  to  say,  in  the  report  of  his  remarks 

in  another  paper,  that  I  liad  acted  very  ungentle- 
manly.  I  understand  that  the  Senator  from-  Flor- 

ida, having  the  good  fortune  to  see  the  report  that 
was  made  of  his  remarks  before  its  publication, 
aiid  finding  such  language  attributed  to  him,  had 
the  generosity  and  kindness  to  amend  the  report, 
and  to  insert  what  he  really  did  say.  In  regard  to 
the  report  of  my  own  remarks,  1  was  made  to  say 
exactly  the  reverse  of  what  1  really  said;  and  I 
shall  certainly  take  the  earliest  opportunity  when 
the  subject  comes  up,  to  give  my  vote  for  reversing 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  under  which  the  reports 

of  our  proceedings  are  made. 
Mr.  KING.  I  will  go  with  you  in  reversing 

that  resolution. 
Mr.  WALKER.  I  was  made  to  say  that  where 

the  property  of  an  individual  was  made  use  of  in- 
directly by  the  Government,  the  individual  was 

not  entitled  to  compensation.  What  I  said  was, 
that  in  such  case  the  claimant  would  be  entitled  to 

compensation.    For  one,  if  I  am  to  be  reported  in 

ing  that  my  humble  efforts  may  be  suffered  to  pass 
without  being  reported  at  all. 

Mr.  WESrCOTT.  It  is  not  my  desire  to  press 

this  bill  to  its  final  passage;  and  1  assure  the  hon- 
orable Senator  from  Alabama  that  if  he  votes  for 

the  reconsideration,  and  the  motion  prevails,  the 

bill  may  lie  over,  so  that  he  shall  have  ample  op- 
portunity to  satisfy  himself  in  regard  to  it.  *I  pre- 

sume, therefore,  there  will  be  no  objection  to  the 
reconsideration. 

The  question  for  the  reconsideration  of  the  vote1 
upon  the  bill  being  put,  it  was,  upon  a  division, 
decided  in  the  affirmative:  Ayes  18,  noes  17. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  The  remarks  of  the  Sen- 
ator from  Wisconsin  [Mr.  Walker]  make  it 

proper  that  I  should  say  a  few  words  in  explana- 
tion of  a  matter  he  alluded  to.-  After  the  debate  on 

this  bill  when  last  before  the  Senate,  I  obtained 

the  notes  of  the  reporter  for  the  Union  for  my  re- 
vision, as,  when  I  have  leisure,  is  usually  my 

practice,  and  as  1  have  found,  unless  I  am  willing 
to  be  erroneously  reported,  is  the  only  safe  prac- 

tice with  any  reporter.  N  I  was  mortified  and  sur- 
prised at  finding  by  these  notes  that  1  was  reported 

as  having  used  the  word  "  ungentlemanly"  with 
reference  to  the  allusions  of  the  Senator  from  Wis- 

consin to  the  navy  officers.  I  corrected  il  at  once; 

but,  apprehensive  lest  1  might  have  been  misheard 
by  others,  1  called  on  the  Senator  immediately, 
and  staled  that  the  report  was  as  1  have  observed, 
and  that  I  had  corrected  it;  that  it  was  a  mistake, 
as  I  could -not  have  used  such  language;  in  which 

the  Senator  agreed  with  me.  While  on  the  floor, 

I  take  occasion  to  say  I  do  not  agree  with  the  Sen- 
ators who  condemn  the  reporters.  The  reporters 

employed  by  both  the  Intelligencer  awl  Union  are, 

j  I  think,  infinitely  superior  to  tiny  the  Senate  has 
had  since  1  have  held  a  seat  here.  They  are  im- 

partial and  obliging,  and  disposed  to  afford1  every 

Facility  to  enable  Senators  to  be  represented  prop- 
erly in  the  reports;  and  if  all  the  Senators  would 

revise  their  remarks  as  several  do,  whenever  the 

subject  is  at  all  important,  there  would  be  no 
trouble  or  dissatisfaction.  I  am  surprised  that  the 
reports  are  so  nearly  accurate  as  they  are,  when 

the  difficulty  of  hearing  from  the  seats  of  the  re- 
porters is  so  great,  and  if  they  are  given  better 

seats,  Ldoubt  not  it  would  obviate  all  complaint. 
The  further  consideration  of  the  bill  was  then 

postponed  until  to-morrow. 
PAY  FOR  VOLUNTARY  CLERICAL  SERVICES. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  by  Mr.  Dickinson,  on  the  18th  of 
June  fast,  to  reconsider  the  vote  on  passing  to  a 
third  reading  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  John  Devlin; 
and  the  motion  having  been  agreed  to — 

Mr.  KING.  I  believe  there  is  not  a  Senator 
who  knows  what  is  the  nature  of  this  claim;  and 
it  is  evident,  therefore,  that  if  the  vote  be  taken 
now,  we  cannot  vote  understandingly.  I  think, 
under  the  circumstances,  it  will  be  as  well  to 

recommit  the  bill,  in  order  that  we  may  be  put  in  • 
possession  of  the  requisite  information. 

Mr.  DICKINSON.  When  this  matter  was  be- 
fore the  Senate  a  few  months  ago,  it  was  fully 

examined.  I  do  not  pretend  to  understand  all  the 
details.  I  made  this  motion  in  order  to  put  it  in 
the  power  of  the  friends  of  the  bill  to  make  such 
explanation  as  may  be  necessary.  I  do  not  take 
it  upon  myself  to  explain,  nor  do  I  understand 
minutely  the  facts  upon  which  the  claim  is  based. 

Mr.  WESTCOTT.  As  I  reported  this  bill  from 
the  Committee  of  Claims,  I  wili  state  briefly  the 
nature  of  the  claim,  and  1  apprehend  that  Senators 
will  at  once  remember  the  case,  for  it  was  fully 
discussed  at  the  time.  When  it  was  first  presented 
I  was  decidedly  opposed  to  it,  and  reported  against 

it.  It  was  subsequently  recommitted,  and  the  com- 
mittee being  satisfied  with  the  evidence  that  was 

produced  before  them,  reported  in  favor  of  the  bill. 
The  case  is  simply  this:  The  Fifth  Auditor  of  the 

Treasury  employed  Mr.  Devlin  in  one  of  the  of- 
fices attached  to  his  bureau  during  the  temporary 

absence  of  one  of  the  regular  clerks.  The  busi- 
ness of  the  department  increasing  very  much,  he 

continued  to  be  employed  some  thirteen  months 
or  more  after  the  return  of  the  gentleman  whose 
place  he  had  filled,  in  anticipation  of  Congress 
making  an  appropriation  for  an  additional  clerk  in 
that  department,  and  during  that  time  he  was  em- 

ployed in  the  discharge  of  very  important  duties. 
Congress  did  not  make  the  appropriation,  and  the 
consequence  was,  that  this  man  could  not.  get  his 
allowance  from  the  Auditor,  because  there  was  no 
law  which  authorized  the  payment  of  ttn  additional 

clerk.  I  was  opposed  to  the  claim  until  the  Aud- 
itor wrote  a  letter  setting  forth  the  facts  of  the  case, 

and  I  then  became  satisfied,  although  there  was 
some  difference  of  opinion  among  Senators  in  re- 

gard to  it,  that  he  ought  to  be  remunerated  for  his 
labor. 

Mr.  KING.  I  have  now  some  recollection  of 

the  case,  since  the  explanation  of  the  Senator  from 
Florida.  There  is  but  one  point  in  the  case  which 
is  now  presented  to  the  Senate  that  is  in  the  slight- 

est degree  hostile  to  the  allowance  of  the  claim, 
and  that  point  is,  that  he  was  employed  to  do  the 
labor  which  properly  belonged  to  others,  while 
there  was  no  specific  appropriation  made  by  Con- 

gress authorizing  the  payment  of  an  additional 
clerk;  but  the  evidences  complete  and  perfect  that 
he  not  only  labored  in  the  office  during,  the  time 
set  forth,  but  that  he  discharged  duties  there  of  the 
most  important  character,  such  as  perhaps  few 
men  in  the  office  could  have  performed,  and  by 
which  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was 

saved  probably  some  thirty  or  forty  thousand  dol- 
lars in  the  settlement  of  claims  which  had  been 

previously  allowed,  but  which  were  found,  upon 
his  investigation,  to  be  erroneous.  I  repeat,  there 
is  but  one  solitary  objection,  and  that  is,  that  he 
was  not  employed  under  the  specific  authority  of 
an  act  of  Congress  authorizing  the  appointment  of 
an  additional  clerk.  But,  passing  that  by,  and 

considering  the  claim  upon  its  merits  as  a  claim 
for  compensation  for  services  rendered,  I  think  the 
individual  is  fairly  entitled  to  the  compensation 
which  he  asks,  for  it  is  certain  that  he  honestly  and 

faithfully  performed  the  duties  of  his  position — du- 
ties which  could  scarcely  have  been  performed  by 

any  other  individual. 
Mr.  NILES.     I  recollect  his  case  very  well.    I 
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recollect  that  1  opposed  it  when  it  was  up  before, 

and  I  shall  oppose  it  now.  The  claim  is  not  a 
correct  one.  This  man  was  not  employed  by  the 

Auditor.  There  was  nothing  like  such  employ- 
ment. He  was,  in  the  first  instance,  employed  by 

a  clerk,  to  take  his  pjace  during  his  absence.  When 

that  employment  ceased  he  continued  in  the  office 

without  any  employment  by  the  Auditor;  he  re- 
mained there  as  a  volunteer,  so  as  to  be  ready  to 

step  into  any  vacancy  that  might  occur.  1  voted 

against  this  claim  in  the  first  place,  because  I  be- 
lieved it  was  not  exactly  correct  for  a  man  to  vol- 
unteer his  services  and  then  ask  to  be  paid,  and 

because  this  sort  of  proceeding  is  becoming  too 

common,  and  ought  to  be  discountenanced:  1  mean 

that  of  men  waiting  in  expectation  of  a  vacancy, 

ready  to  step  into  the  first  that  occurs,  to  the  ex- 
clusion of  others  who  are  better  entitled  to  the 

appointment.  This  is  becoming  so  common  that 

no  member  of  Congress,  unless  he  is  far  more  suc- 
cessful than_  I  have  been,  can  get  an  opportunity 

to  introduce  a  citizen  of  his  own  State  for  any 

appointment.  You  may  hear  this  morning  of  a 
vacancy  which  occurred  yesterday  evening,  and 

upon  going  to  the  department  you  find  it  has  been 

already  filled  by  a  candidate  who  has  beenahanger- 
on  at  the  office  awaiting  such  vacancy. 

Mr.  KING.  In  regard  to  the  facts  upon  which 

this  claim  is  based  here  is  the  affidavit  of  the  claim- 

ant, and  here  is  the  letter  of  the,  Auditor  himself. 
If  the  Senator  will  not  believe  the  one  or  the  other, 

then  he  is  correct  and  I  am  wrong;  but  if  those 
documents  are  to  be  believed,  then  I  am  right  and 

the  Senator  is  wrong.  Here  is  also  a  report  made 

by  Mr.  Johnson,  of  Maryland,  upon  the  subject. 

[Mr.  K.  read  from  the  report,  from  the  deposition 

made  by  the  claimant,  and  from  the  letter  of  the 
Auditor.] 

Mr.  JN1LES.  It  does  not  appear,  after  .all,  that 
this  individual  continued  to  be  employed  by  au- 

thority of  the  Auditor.  He  was  there  only  as  a 
volunteer,  in  order  that  he  might  drop  into  the  first 
vacancy,  and  having  accomplished  that  object,  he 
now  comes  and  asks  compensation.  Therquestion 
is,  Shall  we  countenance  this  practice  of  foreclosing 
and  cutting  off  the  community  from  competition  for 
office?  And,  besides,  here  was  a  violation  of  law. 
It  was  an  act  of  usurpation  which  no  officer  has 
any  authority  to  exercise.  I  want  to  know  why 
this  man,  thus  volunteering  his  services,  should  be 
compensated.  The  reason  assigned  is  no  reason 
at  all.  I  should  like  to  know  what  is  the  treasury 

proper,  it  if  be  not  the  bureaus  of  that  department, 
the  expenditures  of  which  are  provided  for  by  spe- 

cific appropriations. 
Mr.  CAMERON.  I  remember  this  case  very 

Well,  and  lam  satisfied  that  the  claim  is  a  just  one. 

It  has  been  customary,  1  find,  to  employ  men  tem- 
porarily, with  the  view  of  giving  them  eventually 

permanent  employment.  This  man  served  the 
Government  for  thirteen  months,  as  appears  by  the 
evidence  of  the  officer  who  employed  him.  The 

Government  having  received  his  services,  the  ques- 

tion now  is,  shall  he'be  compensated?  AM  1  am 
surprised  that  the  Senator  from  Connecticut,  of  all 
other  men,  should  object  to  giving  him  compensa- 

tion for  his  labor.  It  is  usual  with  us,  and  the 
Senator  from  Connecticut  offers  no  opposition  in 

such  cases,  to  give  large  compensation  to  our  for- 
eign.ministers  and  others  for  small  services;  but 

here  is  an  application  for  compensation  for  daily 

labor,  duly  rendered,  of  which  the  Government 
has  availed  itself;  and  I  am  not  a  little  surprised 

that  there  should  be  any  objection  to  the  allow- 
ance of  so  fair  a  claim;  and  much  more  am  I  sur- 

prised to  find  that  objection  coming  from  the  Sen- ator from  Connecticut. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  1  have,  sir,  a  little  scrip, 
not  belonging  to  myself,  however,  to  draw  some 
dividend  upon,  and  I  went  up  this  morning  to  the 
department  to  ascertain  whether  I  could  get  the 
little  pittance  that  was  coming,  and  was  referred 

by  the  officers  of  the'  treasury  to  an  establishment 
over  the  way,  the  banking-house  of  Corcoran  & 
Riggs.  I  went  over  and  found  some  pretty  large 
operations  going  on  there,  in  the  way  of  settling 
claims  and  transacting  other  business  for  the  Gov- 

ernment. Are  we  going  to  pay  all  these  people 
hereafter,  when  they  come  forward  and  say,  we 
have  been  working  for  the  Government;  we  have 
rendered  importaht  services;  we  have  attended  to 
the  settlement  of  claims,  and  have  paid  for  you 
millions  of  dollars,  now  we  ask  to  be  compensated 
for  our  labor  ?    Sir,  I  ask  what  will  all  this  lead  to  ? 

Are  officers  of  the  Government,  who  are  charged 
by  law  with  particular  functions,  whose  duty  it  is 

to  perform  certain  services 'fur  the  public,  and  who are  paid  for  those  services,  to  assume  to  themselves 
the  right  to  employ  whom  they  please,  to  engage 
the  services  of  whom  they  please,  and  thus  to  lay 
the  foundation  for  those  employees  coming  to  Con- 

gress and  asking  compensation  for  services  ren- 
dered, without  law  and  without  authority?  Sir, 

there  ought -to  be  a  stop  to  this  thing. 
Another  thing:  we  are  in  the  habit  here,  after 

discussing  a  claim  day  after  day,  and  deciding 
against  it,  of  having  a  motion  made  to  reconsider; 
the  motion  lies  over  for  weeks  and  months,  and 

then  it  comes  up  and  is  discussed  again  until  every- 
body is  tired,  and  nobody  attends  to  the  subject; 

the  question  is  then  taken,  and  the  bill  is  passed. 
This  ought  not  to  be.  .  i 
The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  is  right  in 

saying  thai  this  man  was  originally  employed  by 
another  clerk,  who  was  either  inefficient  or  out 
of  the  way,  and,  having  been  so  employed  by  one 
who  was  himself  deficient  in  the  performance  of 
his  duly,  he  was  continued  in  the  department,  as 
the  papers  accompanying  the  claim  show,  without 
any  promise  of  reward,  and  when  a  vacancy  oc- 

curred, or  provision  was  made  for  another  clerk, 
he  stepped  into  the  enjoyment  of  an  office.  Now, 
if  this  thing  is  to  be  tolerated,  if  such  a  practice 
as  this  is  to  prevail,  I  do  not  see  why  we  should 
not  pay  another  man  for  performing  his  appro- 

priate duties,  nor  why  we  should  not  pay  Corcoran 
&  Riggs  for  their  services  when  employed  to  dis- 

charge the  duties  properly  belonging  to  the  officers 
of  Government. 

Mr.  HOUSTON.  I  cannot  see  any  analogy 
between  the  petition  of  a  poor  clerk  to  Congress 
for  compensation  for  services  rendered  and  the 
claim  of  the  principal  officers  of  the  Government. 
I  have  made  no  particular  inquiry  into  the  subject, 

but  I  understand  that  this  case  rests  upon  its  indi- 
vidual merits;  that  it  is  not  connected  either  with 

precedents  or  anything  else.  As  it  is  presented  to 
me,  I  understand  it  to  be  an  application  for  remu- 

neration for  services  faithfully  rendered  to  the  Gov- 
ernment by  an  individual;  for  the  documents  pre- 

sented to  us  show  that  he  faithfully  performed  the 
duties  assigned  him,  from  the  time  the  clerk  re- 

turned whose  substitute  he  was  until  he  was  him- 
self regularly  appointed  a  clerk  in  the  office,  for  a 

period  of  thirteen  months.  Now,  the  question 
arises  whether  the  services  have  been  performed? 

I  say  they  have;  and  whether  they  were  volun- 
tary or  regular,  I  care  not,  so  long  as  the  Govern- 
ment was  ihe  beneficiary  and  received  the  service. 

Would  it  be  honest  in  us  in  such  a  case  to  refuse 

to  pay  him?  Would  it  not  be  a  dishonest  and 
selfish  transaction  to  withhold  from  him  remunera- 

tion for  his  actual  services?  1  think  this  Govern- 
ment is  not  so  stricken  in  misfortune  as  to  be 

driven  to  the  necessity  of  extorting  from  a  private 
individual  his  labor,  his  daily  toil,  and  not  give 
him  a  just  and  fair  remuneration  for  it.  I  would 
be  sorry  to  sit  in  any  hall  of  legislation  in  this 
country,  and  say,  that  because  a  citizen  was  not 
regularly  inducted  into  office,  although  he  had 
rendered  services  of  which  the  Government  was 

the  beneficiary,  he  could  not  be  remunerated,  be- 
cause he  had  not  passed  through  all  the  formalities 

of  appointment.  This  individual  has  rendered 
thirteen  months'  service;  and  shall  the  Senate  of 
the  United  States  hesitate  to  accord  to  him  a  just 
remuneration?  1  cannot  realize  that  a  serious  ob- 

jection can  exist,  or  can  be  made  to  it. 
1  do  not  wish  to  discuss  private  claims;  I  do  not 

wish  to  enter  into  the  duties  of  committees;  but 
when  they  have  investigated  a  case,  year  after 
year,  and  when  they  have  manifested  that  the 
service  has  been  performed,  and  faithfully  per- 

formed, no  matter  whether  he  was  appointed  or 
not,  1  am  willing  to  be  governed  by  their  finding, 

and  to  accord";  by  my  vote,  a  just  remuneration. 
We  have  abundant  proof  that  the  applicant  in  this 

case  faithfully  performed  the  duties  that  were  as- 
signed him;  and  shall  we  hesitate  to  do  him  justice? 

If  he  remained  there  until  he.  was  regularly  ap- 
pointed, in  the  expectation  that  an  additional  clerk 

would  be  required,  it  does  not  alter  the  case.  Will 

you  subtract  from  him  the  value  of  thirteen  months' labor?  The  Government  has  not  been  defrauded; 

on  the  contrary,  we  have  received  benefit  from  his 
labor;  and  will  you  refuse  the  pitiful  sum  of  one 
thousand  dollars,  because  he  was  not  regularly 
appointed?    Can  you  be  just  without  according 

him  remuneration?     Can  you  withhold  remunera- 
tion without  positive  injustice? 

Mr.  JOHNSON,  of  Louisiana.  I  remember 
this  case,  and  I  remember  that  when  it  was  before 
the  Senate  formerly  I  was  clearly  of  opinion  that 
it  was  a  just  claim,  and  that  it  ought  to  be  paid. 

I  think  so  now.  It  appears  that  this  clerk  per- 
formed the  duties  of  the  office;  and  although  he, 

at  first,  performed  them  only  as  a  substitute  in 
the  absence  of  the  other  clerk,  yet  he  continued 

there  and  performed  the  duties  of  the  office  for  thir- 
teen months  afterwards;  and  not  only  performed 

them  faithfully,  but  it  appears  he  saved  the  Gov- 
ernment about  forty  thousand  dollars  by  reexamin- 

ing accounts  which  had  been  allowed.  I  well 
remember  (lie  case.  It  appeared  to  me,  when  pre- 

sented, to  be  a  veryjust  one — a  case  which  appealed 
strongly  to  the  sense  of  justice  of  the  Senate.  And, 
if  I  am  not  mistaken,  it  appeared  from  the  papers 
which  were  submitted,  that  Judge  Woodbury,  who 
was  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  though  he 
did  not  personally  employ  him,  recommended  him 
for  the  employment,  and  that  the  business  of  the 
office  required  the  aid  of  an  additional  clerk.  I  am 
not  positive  about  this,  but  such  is  my  impression. 
He  was  recommended,  if  I  am  not  mistaken,  by 
the  then  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to  remain  in 

the  department,  upon  an  assurance  that  his  ser- 
vices would  be  remunerated;  and  that  it  wa3  not 

his  voluntary  and  unauthorized  act,  as  has  been 
represented,  and  that  the  Government  would  make. 

an  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  compensating 
him  for  his  labor.  I  hope  that  the  bill  will  be 
reconsidered;  and  that,  if  the  Senator  from  Con- 

necticut still  entertains  doubts,  he  will  give  the 
subject  an  examination;  for  I  am  persuaded,  if  he 
does  so,  he  will  be  satisfied  that  the  bill  ought  to 

pass. 

Mr.  BUTLER.  I  desire  to  say  a  very  few 
words  in  regard  to  this  matter.  The  claim  was 
before  the  committee  when  I  was  a  member  of  the 

Committee  of  Claims.  This  gentleman  certainly 
performed  services,  but  they  were  services  that 
ought  to  have  been  performed  by  other  clerks.  If 
the  other  clerks  had  performed  their  duties  ac- 

cording to  the  terms  of  their  appointments,  there 

would' have  been  no  necessity  for  this  man  going 
there  at  all.  He  was  never  employed  by  any 

competent  authority,  and  he  received  no  positive 
assurance  that  he  should  be  paid  for  what  he  was 
doing.  He  has  obtained  a  very  snug  little  office 
by  means  of  his  diligence,  however;  but,  as  for 

direct  compensation  for  the  thirteen  months'  ser- vice which  he  voluntarily  performed,  he  had  no 
reason  to  expect  any  such  thing. 

The  question  being  taken  upon  the  reconsider- 
ation of  the  bill,  it  was,  upon  a  division,  decided 

in  the  affirmative:  ayes  18,  noes  15. 

The  question  then  being  upon  the  engrossment 

of  the  bill- 
Mr.  WESTCOTT  said  he  preferred  that  the 

bill  should  be  laid  over,  in  order  that  the  objections 
entertained  by  the  Senator  from  Connecticut  might 
be  removed,  which  he  believed  would  be  the  case 
upon  a  further  examination  of  the  testimony.  He 
had  no  objection,  however,  if  it  were  the  desire  of 
the  Senate,  that  the  vote  should  at  once  be  taken. 

Mr.  NILES  asked  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on 

the  engrossment  of  the  bill,  and  they  were  or- dered. 

The  question  was  then  put,  and  decided  as  fol- lows: 

YEAS— Messrs.  Baldwin,  Benton,  Beriien,  Cameron, 
Clarke,  Dodge  of  Wisconsin,  Dodge  of  Iowa,  Fitzgerald, 
Foote,  Hannt-san,  Houston,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Jones, 
Kin»,  Miison,  Miller,  Pearce,  Phelps,  Busk,  Ujihain, Walker, 
and  Westcott — 22. 

NAYS— Messrs.  Allen,  Atchison,  Atherton,  Bell,  Bor- 
land, Bradhury,  Breese,  Briaht.  Butler,  Clayton,  Coruin, 

Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,  Dw,  Downs,  Fetch,  Hun- 
ter, Metcalfe,  Niles,  Spruance,  Turney,  Underwood,  and 

Yulee— 23. So  the  bill  was  rejected. 

ANOTHER  CASE  OF  DESTRUCTION  OF  PROP- 
ERTY BY  MILITARY  ORDERS. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  RUSK,  the  Senate,  as  in 

Committee  of  the  Whole,  proceeded  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Senate  bill  for  the  relief  of  Bryan 

Callaghan;  which  was  read. 
Mr.  RUSK  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  striking 

out  the  words  "  so  as  to  prevent  the  said  merchan- 

dise from  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy." 
Mr.  TURNEY  desired  to  hear  the  honorable 

Senator's  reasons  for  the  motion  which  he  had 

made.     He  wished  to  know  whether  it  waeoie- 
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signed  to  make  the  terms'  of  the  bill  general,  so 
that  other  property  might  be  comprehended  to 
swell  the  amount. 

Mr.  RUSK.  The  amendment  is  offered  for  no 

such  purpose.  The  facts  of  the  case  are  these: 
Colonel  Harney,  upon  his  expedition,  from  San 

Antonio  to  the  Rio  Grande,  found  himself  desti- 
tute of  the  means  necessary  for  the  prosecution  of 

his  enterprise.  In  this  emergency  the  individual 

who  is  the  applicant  in  this  case  furnished  him 

with  supplies  to  the  value  of  twenty  thousand  dol- 
lars; or  rather,  he  furnished  to  the  quartermaster, 

for  the  use  of  the  colonel's  command,  that  amount 
of  supplies.  When  Colonel  Harney  withdrew 
from  his  position  there,  he  ordered  the  goods  that 
remained  in  the  charge  of  the  quartermaster  to  be 

destroyed,  to  prevent  them  from  falling  into  the 

enemy's  hands.  There  is  no  necessity  for  having 
those  words  in  the  bill,  because  the  goods  were 
furnished  for  the  use  of  the  United  States,  and  it 
makes  no  sort  of  difference  what  disposition  was 
made  of  them. 

Mr.  BORLAND.  I  have  some  knowledge  with 
regard  to  the  time  and  circumstances  under  which 
these  goods  were  destroyed,  having  been  at  San 
Antonio  a  few  days  before  Colonel  Harney  re- 

turned from  the  Rio  Grande.  The  expedition  was 
an  unauthorized  one.  It  was  one  for  which  Col- 

"onel  Harney  was  ordered  back  to  San  Antonio 
and  placed  under  arrest.  The  whole  act  of  going 
to  the  Rio  Grande  and  crossing  it  was  disavowed 

by  the  commanding  general.  As  I  understood  at 
the  time,  and  believe,  the  goods  were  not  destroyed 
at  the  time  of  the  return  of  Colonel  Harney,  but 
some  time  afterwards.  Two  or  three  of  the  Texan 

companies  remained  after  his  withdrawal  with  his 
immediate  command.  Such  were  the  facts,  sub- 

stantially, as  stated  to  me  by  several  persons  who 
were  there;  in  fact,  by  Callaghan  himself.  What 
was  the  amount  of  the  goods  destroyed  I  have  no 
means  of  knowing,  further  than  as  stated  in  the 
bill.  But  I  rose  simply  to  inquire  whether  the 
goods  were  destroyed  under  the  positive  order  of 
Colonel  Harney,  with  a  knowledge  of  all  the  cir- 
cumstances? 

Mr.  RUSK.  They  were  destroyed  by  the  cap- 
tain having  charge  of  the  troops  that  remained.  I 

ask  for  the  reading  of  the  paper  marked  No.  2, 
the  statement  of  the  quartermaster,  and  also  the 
statement  of  the  account  of  the  quantity  of  goods 
delivered  to  the  quartermaster. 

[The  papers  were  read  by  the  Secretary.] 
Mr.  BORLAND.  These  certificates  are  all  very 

good;  as  far  as  they  go;  but,  after  all,  they  amount 
to  nothing  more  than  an  expression  of  opinion  on 
the  part  of  Colonel  Harney  and  Colonel  Rogers 
that  these  goods  were  destroyed.  They  were  not 
present  at  the  destruction  of  the  goods,  and  cannot 
speak  of  their  own  knowledge.  They  were  upon 
the  road  on  their  return  at  the  time;  and  there  is 

no  direct  evidence  as  to  the  order  for  their  destruc- 
tion, and  no  evidence  that  any  necessity  existed 

for  such  destruction.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  whole 

matter  is  presented  by  this  paper,  whatever  it  may 
be  called.  This  Callaghan  was  a  trader,  having 
extensive  business  transactions  beyond  the  Rio 
Grande,  in  the  mining  country,  especially  in  the 
mines  of  Santa  Rosa, and  he  was  doubtless  anxious 

to  go  in  that  direction  to  carry  on  his  trading  oper- 
ations, and  thought  it  would  be  an  excellent  oppor- 

tunity for  carrying  out  goods.  This  is  the  im- 
pression that  I  received,  not  only  from  persons  at 

San  Antonio,  but  from  Callaghan  himself,  and  that 
impression  has  not  been  removed  by  anything 
which  these  papers  contain.  There  is  no  direct 
evidence,  but  merely  an  expression  of  opinion. 
Where  is  the  evidence  to  show  that  the  destruction 

of  the  goods  was  necessary  for  the  public  service? 
Colonel  Harney  left  the  goods  there,  for  what  pur- 

pose never  has  been  known.  And,  as  I  remarked 
at  the  beginning,  the  expedition  itself  was  consid- 

ered to  be  unwarrantable;  and  he  was  suspended 
from  his  command.  Now,  it  seems  to  me  that, 
even  if  the  evidence  were  furnished  that  these 
goods  had  been  destroyed  by  the  officer  then  in 
command,  under  circumstances  which  he  might 
suppose  properly  justified  their  destruction,  there 
is  no  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
endorse  and  pay  for  every  unauthorized  act  of  an 
officer  who  might  without  orders  take  upon  him- 

self to  destroy  property.  Not  only  was  the  expe- 
dition unauthorized  and  unwarranted,  believed  to 

be  wrong,  and  the  officer  commanding  it  punished, 
but  evidence  was  never  furnished  by  the  officer 

setting  forth  any.necessity  for  the  destruction  of 

the  goods. 
Mr.  RUSK.  Will  the  Secretary  be  good  enough 

to  read  again  the  certificate  that  is  upon  the  back 
of  the  account? 

It  was  again  read. 
There  is  a  positive  statement  that  by  command 

of  Captain  Eddy  the  merchandise  was  destroyed 
on  the  banks  of  the  Rio  Grande.  But  it  is  alto- 

gether immaterial,  as  far  as  this  case  is 'concerned, 
what  became  of  it,  so  long  as  it  was  furnished 
for  the  use  of  the  troops.  Colonel  Harney  makes 
arrangements  with  this  individual  to  furnish  the 
means  of  support  to  the  troops.  13  Mr.  Callaghan 
liable  for  any  of  the  charges  brought  by  the  Sen- 

ator from  Arkansas  against  Colonel  Harney?  Cer- 
tainly not.  Colonel  Harney  alone  is  responsible. 

Callaghan  'finds  an  officer  there  who  is  destitute  of 
the  necessary  supplies,  and  agrees  to  furnish  them: 
that  is  all. 

Now,  the  idea  advanced  by  the  Senator  from 
Arkansas  in  relation  to  making  a  trading  expedi- 

tion to  the  mines  is  entirely  out  of  the  record. 
Nothing  of  the  kind  appears  upon  the  papers.  On 
the  contrary,  I  know  that  Mr.  Bryan  Callaghan 
rendered  important  services  to  the  army.  I  know 
him  to  be  as  patriotic  a  man  as  there  is  to  be  found 
anywhere.  He  furnished  the  goods  in  question 
at  the  request  of  Colonel  Harney,  and  they  were 
taken  in  charge  by  the  quartermaster;  a  large  por- 

tion of  them  were  disposed  of  for  the  use  of  the 
troops;  the  balance  of  them,  while  under  the  charge 
of  an  officer,  and  not  in  the  possession  of  Callaghan 
at  all,  Were  destroyed  by  order  of  an  officer  of  the 
army.  It  makes  no  difference  for  what  purpose  they 

were  destroyed,  it  was  from  no  faukof  Callaghan's; 
he  had  furnished  his  goods  to  the  troops,  and  they 
had  received  value  for  a  large  portion  of  them;  and 
the  officer  having  charge  of  the  residue  destroyed 
them.  Whatever  sins  Colonel  Harney  may  have 
committed,  they  are  not  chargeable  at  all  to  Mr. 
Bryan  Callaghan ;  nor  is  there  any  question  whether 
there  was  or  not  a  necessity  for  destroying  the 

goods,  so  far  as  he  is  concerned.  But  the  gentle- 
man states  that  there  is  not  sufficient  testimony  ttr 

show  that  they  were  destroyed.  Were  he  sitting 
on  a  jury  examining  the  evidence  in  this  case, 
would  this  sort  of  testimony  satisfy  him  that  they 
had  not  been  destroyed?  An  officer  of  the  Govern- 

ment has  certified  upon  his  honor  that  they  were 
destroyed,  and  he  also  certifies  to  the  correctness 
of  the  account. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  It  is  possible  that  I  am  so  un- 
fortunate as  not  clearly  to  comprehend  this  case. 

I  understand  that  a  portion  of  these  goods  were 
sold  and  transferred  to  an  officer  of  the  Govern- 

ment for  the  supply  of  the  troops;  the  residue,  if  I 
understand  correctly,  was  destroyed.  I  desire  to 
inquire  whether  that  portion  of  the  goods  actually 
sold,  and  which  went  into  the  hands  of  the  officer, 
is  to  be  compensated  for  by  this  bill  ? 

Mr.  RUSK.'  This  bill  proposes  compensation 
for  those  that  were  destroyed,  and  a  portion  of 
those  that  were  sold. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  Under  these  circumstances  it 

seems  to  me  that  the  amendment  proposed  is  a 
very  proper  one.  If  the  exigencies  of  the  service 
required  that  these  goods  should  be  destroyed, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  we  ought  to  compen- 

sate the  owner  for  the  loss  of  his  property.  The 
whole  matter  turns,  in  myjudgment,  upon  another 
question,  and  that  is,  whether  these  goods  are  to 
be  considered  as  having  been  originally  transferred 
to  the  Government? 

Mr.  RUSK.  The  certificates  show  that  such 
was  the  case. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  If  that  be  so,  the  destruction 
of  the  property  does  not  alter  the  case.  If  they 
were  sold  to  the  Government,  the  Government 
was  certainly  at  liberty  to  dispose  of  their  own 
goods  in  their  own  way;  but  if  the  goods  continued 
to  be  the  property  of  Mr.  Callaghan,  and  they 
were  destroyed  to  prevent  them  from  falling  into 
the  hands  of  the  enemy,  it  raises  the  question 
which  has  been  so  much  discussed  here.  If  it  can 

be  clearly  made  out  that  the  goods  had  been  trans- 
ferred, and  were  the  property  of  the  Government, 

then  we  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  fact  of  their 
destruction;  but  if  we  are  to  take  the  converse  of 
this  proposition  as  the  true  state  of  the  case,  and 
consider  them  the  property  of  the  Government 
only  so  far  as  they  were  disposed  of,  then  the 
question  which  we  have  discussed  so  often  arises. 
1  have  only  to  say  that  I  believe  heretofore  the 

practice  of  the  Senate  has  been  to  treat  property 
destroyed  to  prevent  it  from  falling  into  the  hands 
of  the  enemy  as  property  lost  by  the  casualties  of 

war. Mr.  RUSK.  The  testimony  shows  that  the 

goods  were  placed  under  the  care  of  the  quarter- 
master at  San  Antonio;  that  they  were  carried 

with  the  army  for  the  benefit  of  the  troops,  at  the 
instance  of  Colonel  Harney,  who  was  destitute 
without  them  of  the  means  of  carrying  on  his 
operations,  and  that  they  were  placed  in  the  quar- 

termaster's department. 
Mr.  BORLAND.  I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to 

disavow  any  intention  of  making  a  charge  against 
Colonel  Harney,  or  any  one  else.  When  I  prefer 
charges,  I  shall  certainly  adopt  a  very  different 
form  from  this.  I  merely  stated  a  fact  which  was 
within  my  own  knowledge,  and  which  the  official 
reports  of  the  officers  employed  in  the  service  in 
that  part  of  the  country  exhibited.  I  maintain 
that  they  show  the  circumstances  under  which 

this  expedition  went  to  the  Rio'  Grande,  and  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  goods  were  carried 
there.  I  merely  state  the  facts  for  what  they  are 
worth.  The  certificates,  as  far  as  they  go,  show 

that  Mr.  Callaghan  was  to  furnish  certain  articles 
of  supplies  for  the  army,  and  for  that  he  was  to 
receive  drafts  from  the  Government.  To  this  ex- 
tentthe  transaction  appears  to  be  a  proper  one;  but, 
admit  it  to  be  a  proper  expedition,  the  Government 
would  be  bound  by  the  contract  and  the  evidence 
would  be  found  in  the  proper  department. 

Butthis  bill  is  to  compensate  Callaghan  for  goods 
beyond  the  amount  furnished  for  the  use  of  the 
army — for  goods  carried  out  \for  the  purpose  of 
private  speculation.  That  sort  of  speculation  is 
entered  into  oftentimes  by  some  of  the  most  re- 

spectable men  in  the  country  without  any  imputa- 
tion upon  their  character;  but  it  is  a  well  known 

fact  that  the  claim  here  is  not  only  for  goods  fur- 
nished to  the  army,  but  for  goods  carried  out  for 

■private  speculation.  Now,  shall  the  Government 
be  made  responsible  to  Mr.  Callaghan  for  the  suc- 

cess or  failure  of  his  private  speculations  in  Mex- 
ico ?  I,  for  one,  say  not.  And  I  say  the  evidence 

is  not  sufficient  to  show  that  these  goods  were  de- 
stroyed by  proper  military  authority.  The  evidence 

of  the  officer  whd  ordered  the  destruction  of  the 

goods  is  not  here,  and  my  opinion  is,  that  Colonel 
Harney  was  not  on  the  banks  of  the  Rio  Grande 

at  the  time,  but  upon  the  road  on  his'  return  to San  Antonio.  None  of  the  regular  troops  remained 
on  the  Rio  Grande. 

Again:  the  necessity  forjthe  destruction  of  these 
goods,  I  think,  is  not  shown;  and  from  this  fact, 
if  from  no  other,  that  when  Colonel  Harney  re- 

ceived the  order  to  return  from  the  Rio  Grande,  he 
returned  with  all  the  regular  troops  under  his 
command,  and  that  there  was  sufficient  time  to 
have  brought  all  the  supplies  of  the  regular  army 

along  with  him,  it  is  to  my  mind  abundantly  evi- 
dent that  my  position  is  correct.  He  left  these 

Texan  companies  there,  and,  believing  there  was 
no  danger  of  an  attack,  Callaghan  remained  there 
with  his  goods,  and  when  the  enemy  came  down 
and  fired  upon  them  the  goods  were  then  destroyed. 
The  destruction  of  the  goods  I  consider  a  matter  of 
certainty;  but  the  question  is,  whether  they  were 
destroyed  under  such  circumstances  as  to  impose  an 

obligation  upon  the  Government  to  make  compen- 
sation for  them.  If  they  were  goods  which  the 

Government  had  purchased,  there  would  be  no 
doubt  about  the  liability  of  the  Government;  but 
this  fact  is  not  established. 

As  I  said  at  the  beginning,  the  expedition  was  not 
a  lawful  one,  but  in  regard  to  these  surplus  goods, 

amounting  to  about  twelve  hundred  dollars'  worth, 
whether  the  expedition  were  lawful  or  not,  there 
can  be  no  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  pay  for  them,  and  most  certainly  when  we  have 
no  evidence  of  any  necessity  for  their  destruction. 

Mr.  WALKER.  Mr.  President,  the  other  day  ' a  bill  was  presented  for  our  consideration  contain- 
ing the  very  principle  involved  in  this  case.  I 

then  asserted  a  rule  which  I  thought  ought  to  gov- 
ern the  Senate  in  instances  of  this  kind.  I  then 

stated  that  if  it  was  clearly  proved  that  the  prop- 
erty must  certainly  have  fallen  into  the  hand3  of 

the  enemy  if  it  had  not  been  destroyed,  and  that 
it  was  destroyed  to  prevent  it  so  falling  into  their 
hands,  it  ought  to  be  paid  for;  it  being  the  taking 

of  private  property  for  public  use.  And,  under 
the  principles  of  the.Constitutionx  private  property 
could  not  be  so  taken  without  making  compensation. 
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Upon  that  occasion  the  distinguished  Senator 
from  Massachusetts,  [Mr.  Webster,]  who,  I  re- 

gret, is  not  now  in  his  seat,  was  very  careful  in 

pronouncing  his  own  views  in  regard  to  the  rule — 
so  careful  that  he  announced  them  from  a  written 

paper.  That  distinguished  Senator  took  direct 
issue  with  me  upon  that  principle.  I  confess  that 
1  felt  so  overwhelmed  by  the  opinion  of  that  great 
Senator  that  I  neither  felt  the  disposition  to  reply 
to  him,  nor  could  1  at  the  time  take  issue  again 
with  him.  I  am  gratified,  however,  to  be  able  to 
say  that  my  memory  of  international  law  bearing 
upon  this  subject,  though  not  having  been  adverted 
to  for  some  nine  years,  was  correct,  and  that  I  have 
now  the  authority  to  satisfy  that  Senator  that  my 
position  was  correct.  Great  and  distinguished  as 
he  is,  and  humble  as  I  am — and  disposed  as  I 
always  have  been  to  bow  with  great  deference  to 

his  knowledge  of  law — my  position  was  correct, 
and  his  was  wrong. 

Under  the  head  of  whether  the  State  is  bound  to 

indemnify  the  subjects  for  damages  sustained  in 
war,  I  find  the  following: 

"  The  damages  under  consideration  are  to  be  distinguished 
into  two  kinds — those  done  by  the  State  itself  or  the  sov- 

ereign, and  those  done  by  the  enemy.  Of  the  hrst  kind,  some 
are  done  deliberately  and  by  way  of  precaution,  as  when  a 
field,  a  house,  or  garden,  belonging  loa  private  person,  is 
taken  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  on  the  spota  town,  rampart, 
or  any  other  piece  of  fortification  ;  or  when  his  standing  corn 
or  his  More-houses  are  destroyed,  to  prevent  their  being  of 
use  to  the  enemy.  Such  damages  are  to  be  made  good  to 
the  individual,  who  should  bear  only  his  quota  of  the  loss." 

That  is  the  plain  authority.  I  asserted  the  rule 
the  other  day  from  memory.  I  rise  now  to  assert 

the  principle  again,  and  quote  the  authority  (Vat- 
tel's  Law  of  Nations)  from  which  the  assertion 
was  then  made,  I  regret  very  much  that  a  motion 
has  been  made — which  has  succeeded  in  this  case 

— by  the  Senator  from  Texas  [Mr.  Rusk]  to  strike 
out  from  this  bill  the  declaration  that  this  property 
was  destroyed  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands 
of  the  enemy.  I  can  take  the  motion  in  no  other 
sense  than  that  it  is  intended  impliedly  to  assert 
that  the  property  was  not  so  destroyed. 

Mr.  RUSK.  By  no  means.  The  claim  does 
not  depend  upon  it.  Several  Senators,  as  it  is 
known  to  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin,  object  to 
that  principle  in  the  bill.  The  liability  of  the  Gov- 

ernment occurred  by  Mr.  Callaghan  placing  the 
goods  under  the  control  of  the  quartermaster  at 
San  Antonio. 

Mr.  WALKER.  The  bill  then  rests  on  the 
contract. 

Mr.  RUSK.  Yes,  sir.  This  principle  was  in- 
serted in  the  bill  without  necessity,  and  therefore, 

to  avoid  the  discussion  of  a  principle  which  was 
not  at  all  necessary  to  the  object  of  the  bill,  I 
moved  to  strike  out  those  words. 

Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  President,  the  ques- 
tion of  the  liability  of  the  Government  for  this  loss 

depends  so  materially  upon  the  circumstances  un- 
der which  the  goods  came  into  the  possession,  or 

were  placed  under  the  control  of  Colonel  Harney, 

or  the  quartermaster's  department,  that  it  appears 
to  me  that  the  Senate  cannot  be  prepared  to  act 

upon  it,  simply  on  the  report  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims.  I  do  not  think  that  the  facts 

under  which  the  goods  came  into  the  possession, 

or  under  the  control  of  the  quartermaster's  depart- 
ment, or  under  which  the  goods  were  ultimately 

destroyed,  are,  either  of  them,  stated  with  suffi- 
cient explicitness  in  the  report  to  enable  us  to  act 

intelligently  on  the  bill.  1  therefore  move  that  it 
be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  Claims. 

Mr.  WESTC'OTT.  Mr.  President,  I  must  con- fess that  I  have  been  very  much  dissatisfied  with 
the  course  that  has  been  taken  upon  private  bills 
during  this  session  of  Congress.  I  have  always 
suppbsed  that  the  debate  upon  private  bills  was  to 

be  confined  to  the  discussion  of  general  principles', and  I  believe  this  has  been  the  case  at  previous 
sessions.  We  have  standing  committees  upon- 
claims  as  well  as  upon  other  things,  who  investi- 

gate the  facts  connected  with  the  matters  brought 
under  their  notice,  take  the  testimony  relating  to 
the  subject  in  hand,  state  the  results,  and  decide 
upon  the  merits  of  the  claim.  Their  decision  upon 
the  facts,  if  it  is  worth  anything,  ought  to  be  regard- 

ed as  final.  If  they  err  in  principle,  it  is  proper 
that  their  error  should  be  corrected.  If  a  member 
of  the  committee  dissents  from  the  decision  of  a 

quorum  of  the  committee,  it  is  proper  and  right 
that  he  should  state  to  the  Senate  the  grounds  of  this 
dissent.  But  if  in  every  paltry  case,  from  fifty  dollars 

in  amount  up  to  thousands  of  dollars,  we  are  to 
discuss  the  claims  item  by  item,  as  if  they  were  in 
some  petty  court  before  a  justice  of  the  peace,  the 
time  of  the  country  will  be  consumed  in  the  dis- 

cussions, and  it  will  cost  more  than  all  the  claims 

^amount  to. 
The  general  principles  of  this  case  have  been 

decided,  and  all  are  satisfied  with  respect  to  them. 
With  respect  to  the  facts,  they  have  been  twice  re- 

ported upon  by  the  standing  Committee  of  Claims. 
They  have  been  made  the  subject  of  examination, 
and  reported  upon  at  a  former  session  of  the  Sen- 

ate. The  Senator  from  Texas,  [Mr.  Rusk,]  a  mem- 
ber of  the  Committee  of  Claims,  has  made  a  report 

upon  this  .case,  which  the  honorable  Senator  from 
Connecticut  [Mr.  Baldwin]  does  not  think  suffi- 

ciently clear  and  precise  to  warrant  the  Senate  in 
basing  its  action  upon  it.  The  report  states  the 
results  of  the  investigations  which  were  made  at 
the  last  session  of  the  Senate.  This  case  was 

reported  upon  two  years  ago,  but  the  report  was 
referred  back  to  the  Committee  of  Claims  at  the 
last  session;  but  the  committee  were  satisfied  with 
the  previous  report,  and  they  adopted  it  and  made 
no  additional  report.  Thus  two  committees  have 
investigated  this  claim  and  have  made  the  same 

report,  and  this  is  strong  evidence  that  their  decis- ions have  been  correct. 

The  only  medium  through  which  the  Senate  can 
receive  testimony  on  private  claims  is  their  com- 

mittees, and  if  their  decisions  upon  matters  of  fact 
are  not  to  be  regarded,  the  committees  are  useless. 
When  we  go  beyond  their  reports  the  committees 
become  a  nullity.  With  respect  to  general  prin- 

ciples, it  is  proper  that  we  should  exercise  much 
care  and  discrimination.  If  there  is  anything  bear- 

ing upon  the  case  which  is  unknown  to  the  com- 
mittee, it  is  proper  to  submit  to  it,  and  in  that  light 

the  motion  of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Connec- 
ticut to  recommit  this  bill  to  the  Committee  of 

Claims  would  be  proper.  But  this  bill  has  been 
twice  reported  upon,  and  both  committees  reported 
in  its  favor.  I  apprehend  that  all  the  facts  con- 

nected with  it  have  been  investigated,  and,  there- 
fore, I  shall  not  vote  in  favor  of  its  recommitment. 

Mr.  BALDWIN,  i  ask  for  the  reading  of  the 

report. [The  report  was  read.] 
Mr.  BALDWIN.  Mr.  President,  from  the  read- 

ing of  the  report  1  think  it  must  be  very  apparent 
to  Senators,  that  all  the  facts  which  it  is  necessary 
that  the  Senate  should  know,  in  order  to  act  intel- 

ligently on  this  bill,  have  not  been  stated  by  the 
committee. 

If  these  goods  became  the  property  of  the  United 
States  at  San  Antonio,  as  the  honorable  Senator 
from  Texas  now  supposes,  then  it  would  make  no 
difference  whether  the  goods  were  destroyed  from 
the  apprehension  of  their  falling  into  the  hands  of 
the  enemy  or  from  any  other  cause  whatever.  In 
either  case,  the  United  States  would  be  bound  to 

pay  the  owner  of  the  goods,  who  had  sold  them 
to  the  Government,  the  price  which  was  stipulated 
to  be  paid  for  them  at  San  Antonio,  or  the  value 
of  the  goods,  if  no  particular  price  was  stipulated, 
at  the  time  they  were  received  from  the  seller  at 
San  Antonio.  But  if  Mr.  Callaghan  simply  ac- 

companied the  detachments  with  his  own  goods, 
to  make  sale  of  them  under  the  protection  of  the 

army,  and  to  make  a  deposite  of  the"  proceeds  of 
the  sale  with  the  quartermaster's  department,  with 
permission  to  draw  on  the  Government  for  the 
avails,  and  if,  while  the  goods  still  remained  the 
property  of  Mr.  Callaghan,  they  were  destroyed 
from  an  apprehension  that  they  might  fall  into  the 
possession  of  the  enemy,  then,  certainly,  very 
different  considerations  present  themselves  in  re- 

gard to  the  responsibility  of  the  Government. 
In  the  first  place,  is  the  Government  responsible 

at  all  for  the  destruction  of  these  goods?  In  the 

second  place,  if  at  all  responsible  for  goods  de- 
stroyed under  these  circumstances,  for  what  amount 

is  the  Government  responsible?  It  is  because  the 
report  is  not  explicit  in  regard  to  these  points,  that 
I  ask  that  the  matter  may  be  recommitted  to  the 
Committee  of  Claims,  to  report  the  facts  with  more 

particularity. 
Mr.  RUSK.  Mr.  President,  I  see  no  necessity 

for  a  recommittal  of  this  report.  All  the  facts  of 
the  case  are  stated,  not  only  in  the  report,  but  in 
the  certificates  and  the  evidence  accompanying  it 
The  report  is  as  full  and  explicit  as  reports  usually 
are,  The  only  difficulties  are  the  inferences  which 
gentlemen  choose  to  draw  from  a  statement  of  the 

facts,  and  that  the  Senate  can  do  as  well  as  a  com- mittee. 

Mr.  President,  we  are  getting  into  very  nice  dis- 
tinctions, very  metaphysical  distinctions,  as  to  tlie 

precise  time  at  which  the  ownership  of  these  goods 
passed  from  the  individual  to  the  United  States. 
The  evidence  shows  that  these  goods  were  placed 

at  San  Antonio,  under  the  control  of  Colonel  Har- 

ney and  the  quartermaster's  department,  to  sup- 
port the  troops.  This  transfer  was  made  one 

hundred  and  fifty  miles  from  the  Rio  Grande,  where 
the  goods  where  destroyed. 

Now,  sir,  whether  the  expedition  was  autho- 
rized or  unauthorized  does  not  amount  to  anything 

as  far  as  regards  the  justice  o»f  Callaghan 's  claims. 
Suppose  that  this  individual  had  placed  a  certain 
amount  of  money  in  the  hands  of  a  quartermaster, 
to  enable  him  to  purchase  supplies  for  the  troops, 
and  it  had  been  expended  or  lost:  would  not  his 
claim  have  been  perfectly  manifest?  But,  sir,  the 
money  would  not  have  answered  as  well  as  the 
goods  in  this  case.  I  am  well  acquainted  with 
Mr.  Callaghan.  He  has  been  engaged  in  mercan- 

tile transactions  at  San  Antonio  for  a  long  time. 
He  is  well  acquainted  with  the  customs  and  wants 
of  the  Mexicans,  and  speaks  the  Spanish  language 

with  fluency;  and  he  could  purchase  the  necessa- 
ries required  by  the  troops  much  more  readily,  and 

at  much  greater  advantage  in  exchange  for  his 
goods,  than  they  could  have  been  obtained  by  the 
quartermaster,  for  the  money. 

Suppose,  again,  that  he  had  placed  a  quantity 
of  corn  in  the  possession  of  the  Uniteed  States 
officers  for  the  purpose  of  supplying  the  troops: 
the  officers  would  then  have  had  the  control  of  it, 
to  all  intents  and  purposes.  Suppose  they  had 
thought  that  it  might  fall  into  the  hands  of  the 
enemy,  and,  to  prevent  this,  had  ordered  the  corn 
to  be  destroyed:  then,  according  to  the  doctrines 
of  the  honorable  Senator  from  Arkansas,  [Mr. 

Borland,]  we  ought  to  go  into  a  long  investiga- tion to  ascertain  whether  the  officer  who  ordered 

the  destruction  was  acting  under  a  proper  com- 
mand from  his  superior,  or  whether  there  was 

actually  any  danger  of  the  goods  falling  into  the 
hands  of  the  enemy.  Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that 
these  facts  are  plain.  In  1846,  Callaghan  furnished 

these  goods,  in  good  faith,  to  Colonel  Harney — 
and  consequently  to  the  Government — for  the  pur- 

pose of  supplying  his  troops.  The  question  before 
the  Senate  is,  whether  they  will  pay  for  the  sup-> 
plies  so  furnished  ? 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  Baldwin  to  recommit;  and  it  was  lost. 

Mr.  PHELPS  desired  to  hear  the  bill  read,  with 
the  amendment. 

The  bill  and  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr. 
Rusk  were  read  accordingly. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  Mr.  President,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  bill,  as  proposed  to  be. amended  by  the 
honorable  Senator  from  Texas,  will  be  incongru- 

ous. It  provides,  in  the  first  place,  for  payment 

for  the  property  of  the  claimant  which  was  de- 
stroyed by  order  of  an  officer  of  the  United  States, 

and  goes  on  to  add,  "  which  was  used  by  the  Uni- 
ted States."     It  seems  to  me  very  incongruous. 

Mr.  BERRIEN.  Mr.  President,  I  would  sug- 
gest to  the  friends  of  this  bill  the  propriety  of 

modifying  it  so  as  to  relieve  it  from  the  incongru- 
ity mentioned  by  the  Senator  from  Vermont,  and 

to  which  it  is  of  course  liable  as  it  now  stands. 

The  bill  provides  for  the  payment  of  goods  which 
were  destroyed  by  the  order  of  an  officer  of  the 
United  States,  and  which  were  used  by  the  United 
States.  If  the  gentleman  having  charge  of  the  bill 
will  look  over  it,  he  will  see  the  necessity  of  striking 
out  that  portion  of  it. 

Mr.  BRADBURY.  Mr.  President,  this  bill  was 

reported  by  the  Committee  of  Claims,  after  a  care- ful consideration  of  the  facts,  and  I  believe  that  it 
was  drawn  with  sufficient  precision  and  care  to 

express  the  views  of  the  committee,  and  I  appre- 
hend that  the  honorable  Senator  [Mr.  Rusk]  who 

has  the  bill  in  charge  will  not,  on  reflection,  insist 
on  the  motion  to  amend,  but  take  the  bill  as  it  is. 
It  is  very  obvious,  that  if  we  commence  amending 

the  bill,  the  safer  and  better  plan  would  be  to  re- 
commit it  to  the  Committee  of  Claims.  But  I  hope 

the  bill  will  be  left  to  stand  as  it  is. 

Mr.  RUSK.     I  withdraw  my  amendment. 
Mr.  BERRIEN.  Mr.  President,  I  am  very 

sorry  that  the  friends  of  the  bill  are  determined  to 

press  it  to  a  vote  as  it  now  stands.  As  I  under- 

stand this  matter,  these  goods  were  taken  posses- 
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sion  of  by  Colonel  Harney,  and  delivered  over  to 

the  quartermaster's  department,  and  portions  of 
them  were  used,  and  some  of  them  sold,  and  the 

proceeds  applied  to  the  use  and  sustenance  of  the 
army.  What  was  done  with  the  residue  of  these 
goods  remaining  specifically  on  hand  is  not  shown. 

The  party  is  entitled  to  payment  from  the  Gov- 
ernment for  the  amount  of  goods  which  Were  taken 

into  the  possession  of  the  officers  of  the  army  and 
used  as  the  Government  at  the  time  thought  prop- 

er. A  portion  of  the  goods  were  used,  and  the  rest 
were  destroyed.  My  idea  would  be,  therefore,  that 
all  that  part  of  the  bill  relating  to  the  destruction 
of  the  property  should  be  stricken  out,  and  that 
the  accounting  officer  of  the  Government  should 

be  required  to  pay  for  the  goods  which  were  de- 
livered over  to  the  quartermaster's  department  and 

used  by  the  Government. 
For  such  a  bill  1  could  vote,  but  I  cannot  vote 

for  a  bill  which  involves  the  incongruity  of  pay- 

ing for  goods  which  were  both  "destroyed"  and 
"used"  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  NiLES.    Destroyed  or  used  would  answer. 
Several  Senators.     Yes,  destroyed  or  used, 

would  express  the  facts  correctly. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  suppose  that  my  friend 

over  the  way,  who  moved  to  amend  the  bill, 
thought  that  the  amendment  proposed  would  meet 
my  peculiar  views.  I  made  the  motion  to  lay  the 
bill  on  the  table  for  the  purpose  of  having  the 
amendment  made.  1  think  that  a  portion  of  these 
goods  ought  to  be  paid  for,  and  that  a  part  ought 
not  to  be  paid  for.  Being  a  member  of  the  com- 

mittee, 1  wish  to  state  my  recollection  of  the  facts, 
and  then  the  Senate  may  dispose  of  the  bill. 

My' recollection  is,  that  the  owner  of  these  goods, 
Mr.  Callaghan,  made  a  contract  with  Col.  Harney 
to  go  with  him  and  take  his  goods  along  to  supply 

the  army,  by  exchanging  them  for  whatever  arti- 
cles of  subsistence  it  might  be  necessary  to  obtain 

from  the  inhabitants  of  the  country,  or  to  furnish 
the  army  with  goods  upon  the  march,  just  as  the 
goods  themselves  or  the  property  which  might  be 
obtained  by  their  sale  were  needed.  The  claimant, 
under  the  arrangement  made  with  Colonel  Harney, 
marched  with  his  command  from  San  Antonio  to 
the  Rio  Grande,  and  while  upon  the  march  these 
goods  were  used  just  as  Colonel  Harney  needed 
them.  Aftei  they  reached  the  Rid  Grande  they 
were  also  used  just  as  Colonel  Harney  needed 
them,  and  a  goodly  portion  of  the  property  of  this 
man  actually  supplied  the  officers  and  soidiers  with 
subsistence,  and  ministered  to  their  necessities. 
Now,  so  far  as  that  was  done,  I  think  the  Govern- 

ment of  the  United  States  have  received  tiie  prop- 
erty of  this  individual,  through  its  proper  officer, 

and  appropriated  it  to  the  use  of  its  army,  and 
herefore  ought  to  pay  for  it,  and  with  the  amend- 

ment the  accounting  officers  would  pay  for  the 

property  thus  taken. 
But,  according  to  my  recollection  of  the  facts, 

there  was  a  considerable  portion  of  this  property  left 
undisposed  of  in  the  manner  in  which  lhavestated. 
When  Colonel  Harney  was  ordered  to  abandon 

that  campaign  and  return >  these  goods  were  de- 
stroyed or  left  behind,  perhaps  turned  over,  as  the 

gentleman  to  the  right  says,  to  the  quartermaster's 
department,  but  upon  that  point  my  recollection 
does  not  serve  me.  My  impression  was,  however, 
upon  the  examination  before  the  committee;  that  j 

these  goods  had  never  been  turned  over  to  the  ' 
United  States  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  them 

its  property.  If  1  am  mistaken  upon  this  point — 
and  it  would  seem  that  I  am  from  the  statement  of 
the  honorable  Senator  from  Texas — i  think  the 
claimant  should  be  paid  for  his  entire  stock  of 

goods. 
Mr.  RUSK.  I  stated  this,  that,  under  an  ar- 

rangement with  Colonel  Harney,  these  goods  were 
placed  at  the  disposition  and  under  the  control  of 
the  quartermaster,  and  that  in  consequence  of  that 
arrangement  Callaghan  took  them  from  San  An- 

tonio to  the  Rio  Grande,  a  distance  of  one  hundred 
and  fifty  miles. 

Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  There  is  no  doubt  at  all 
about  that. 

Mr.  RUSK.  Then  the  officer  destroyed  them. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  There  is  no  doubt  at  all, 

sir,  but  that  by  this  arrangement  Mr.  Callaghan 
united  with  the  army,  and  marched  with  it  to  the 
Rio  Grande,  and  that  a  large  portion  of  his  goods 

were  converted  to  the  use  of  Colonel  Humey's 
regiment;  and  so  far,  I  think,  there  is  a  claim  for 
compensation. 

But  here  is  the  turning  point  in  my  mind.  I  am 
not  satisfied,  from  the  testimony,  that  this  man  ever 
parted  with  the  control  of  the  goods  so  as  to  place 

them  under  the' command  of  Colonel  Harney  and 
the  quartermaster's  department.  If  he  did,  I 
think  it  is  a  clear  case,  and  the  claimant  ought  to< 
be  compensated:  but  I  doubt  whether  the  report  is 
exactly  according  to  the  facts  in  that  respect.  My 
impression  is,  that  they  were  never  beyond  the 
control  of  Callaghan  himself,  and  I  thought  that  as 
he  retained  the  control  of  the  goods  upon  the  Rio 

Grande  after  Harney  left  there,  and  having  re- 
mained behind  to  dispose  of  them  for  his  own  use, 

he  took  upon  himself  the  risk  of  their  destruction, 
and  therefore  that  he  ought  not  to  be  paid  for  the 

goods  thus  left. These  are  the  conclusions  at  which  I  arrived  in 

the  committee,  and  that  is  the  reason  why  I  wished 
that  part  of  the  bill  which  proposes  to  pay  for  the 
goods  left  behind  on  the  banks  of  the  Rio  Grande 
stricken  out.  There  is  clearly  a  case  made  out 
against  the  Government  for  a  considerable  portion 
of  the  goods,  and  to  that  extent  1  can  vote  for  the 
bill.  If,  therefore,  the  portion  of  the  bill  to  which 
I  have  referred  be  stricken  out,  I  will  give  it  my 
hearty  support. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  I  would  propose  the  following 
amendment  to  this  bill:  Insert  the  words  "  and  de- 

livered to  the  officer  of  the  army  for  the  use  of  the 

army;"  and  strike  out  the  expression  "  to  prevent 
the  said  merchandise  from  falling  into  the  hands  of 

the  enemy."  This  alteration  will  make  the  bill 
stand  where  the  implied  terms  of  the  contract 
would  rightfully  make  it  stand,  and  of  course 
would  make  compensation  for  such  of  the  goods 

as  were  legally  sold  to  the  United  States,  and  be- 
come its  property,  and  refer  the  question  as  to 

payment  for  the  goods  destroyed  back  to  the  ac- 
counting officer. 

Mr.  MASON.  I  reported  this  bill  from  the 
committee  at  the.  last  session.  The  claim  was 
thoroughly  discussed  and  deliberated  upon  by 
every  member  of  the  committee,  and  retained  by 
the  committee,  as  appears  by  its  record,  until  the 
month  of  July,  with  a  view  to  satisfy  themselves 
of  the  facts  in  the  case.  Although  1  do  not  mean 
to  complain,  yet  I  would  say  that  the  Senate,  in 
discussmgquestions  of  fact  which  have  been  settled 
in  committee,  devolve  upon  the  head  of  that  com- 

mittee a  most  ungracious  duty  to  particularize  the 
reasons  which  have  induced  such  committee  to  come 

to  a  decision  upon  those  facts.  The  committee  can 
state  the  principle  upon  which  they  have  acted, 
but  it  is  impossible  for  Senators  individually  to 
determine  questions  of  fact  for  themselves.  The 
facts  ascertained  by  the  committee  are  these:  Col. 
Harney,  in  undertaking  a  military  expedition  from 
San  Antonio,  in  Texas,  to  the  Rio  Grande,  found 

it  necessary,  in  order  to  subsist  the  expedition — 
which  is  so  certified — to  make  the  contract  out  of 
which  this  claim  arises.  Whether  this  was  an 

authorized  or  an  unauthorized  expedition,  1  con- 
sider immaterial  in  its  application  to  the  question 

of  reimbursement  for  property  destroyed  at  issue 
in  this  claim.  Colonel  Harney  has  certified,  that 
in  order  to  maintain  his  expedition  he  was  obliged 
to  make  this  contract,  and  he  specifies  how  it  was 
made.  He  states  that  he  contracted  with  Mr. 

Callaghan',  a  resident  merchant  of  San  Antonio, vto 
accompany  the  expedition  with  a  stock  of  mer- 

chandise for  the  purpose  of  furnishing  the  army 
with  such  supplies  as  would  be  necessary,  under 
the  direction  of  the  quartermaster  of  the  expedi- 

tion. These  goods  were  disbursed  to  the  troops 
on  various  occasions  in  lieu  of  money.  The  hon- 

orable Senator  from  Texas  states  that  from  his 

personal  knowledge  the  Harney  expedition  was 
belter  supplied  with  this  merchandise  than  if  it  had 
been  money.  . 

It  appears,  then,  from  the  facts  of  the  case,  that 
Colonel  Harney  made  contracts;  and  the  question 
comes  up,  how  was  he  authorized  to  make  them? 

1  apprehend  that  a  military  officer  of  Colonel  Har- 
ney's tank,  who  undertakes  a  military  campaign 

from  his  own  country  during  a  state  of  war,  is 

presumed  at  least  to  have  a  certain  specific  author- 
ity vested  in  him  to  provide  subsistence  by  the 

way.  if  he  does  it  without  authority,  he  is  ame- 
nable to  his  Government;  but  it  would  be  very 

difficult  to  caury  forward  an  expedition  of  this 
character,  unless  such  authority  was  understood 
to  be  vested  in  the  commanding  officer  of  the  ex- 

pedition. Colonel  Harney,  as  I  have  said,  cer- 
tifies that  this  merchant  did  accompany  him,  and 

that,  according  to  the  contract,  this  merchandise 
was  understood  to  be  subject  to  the  order  of  the 
quartermaster  for  the  use  of  the  army  during  the 
expedition.  The  quartermaster  certifies  also  that 
Mr.  Callaghan  accompanied  the  expedition  with  a 
stock  of  merchandise,  said  stock  and  proceeds  of 

sales  being  subject  to  his  order  for  the  use  and  sub- 

sistence of  the  army.  I  trust  that  I  have  now  an-  ■ 
swered  the  inquiries  put  forth  by  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Kentucky.  The  merchandise,  thert, 
was  subjected  to  the  control  of  the  quartermaster 
of  the  expedition  by  order  of  the  commanding 

officer.  Now^it  appears  that  so  much  of  the  mer-> 
chandise  as  was  not  used  by  the  way,  was  de- 

posited on  the  Rio  Grande,  and  used  there  for  the 
purposes  of  the  expedition.  Colonel  Harney  waa 
recalled,  and  left  an  officer  in  command  of  a  de- 

tachment of  troops,  who  had  under  their  charge 

the  protection  of  this  property.  "What  the  actual contract  was  is  not  shown;  but  it  seems  to  have 
been  of  this  character:  that  the  merchandise  was 
to  be  taken  charge  of  by  the  expedition,  and  for 

such  portion  of  the  goods  as  were  used  Mr.  Cal- 
laghan was  to  be  reimbursed  by  drafts  on  the 

Government;  and  I  presume  if  the  portion  of  the 
goods  that  were  not  used  had  been  returned  to  Mr. 
Callaghan  at  San  Antonio,  it  would  have  become 
individual  property,  and  therefore  the  Government 
would  not  have  been  responsible  for  it. 

It  appears  by  the  certificates  of  Colonel  Harney 
and  the  quartermaster,  that  when  Colonel  Harney 
was  recalled  he  gave  the  merchandise  in  charge  of 
an  officer  commanding  a  detachment  left  upon  the 
Rio  Grande.  That  officer,  upon  abandoning  his 
position,  found  it  necessary  to  destroy  the  prop- 

erty. The  question  then  arises,  was  this  mer- 
chandise/lestroyed  as  the  property  of  the  merchant, 

or  as  the  property  of  the  Government?  The  de- 
struction of  the  property,  after  it  was  .transferred 

for  the  use  of  the  Government  to  the  hands  of  the 

quartermaster,  of  course  makes  the  Government 
responsible  for  such  destruction.  I  think,  there- 

fore, that  the  claim  stands  upon  a  sure  basis;  and 
that  it  would  be  better  to  leave  it  in  its  present 
position:  that  is,  that  the  claimant  lost  his  property 

by  having  placed  it  under  the  control  of  this  mili- 
tary officer  during  the  expedition  from  San  Anto- 

nio to  the  Rio  Grande.  It  is  to  be  inferred  from 

the  certificates  of  the  officers  of  the  expedition  that 
a  portion  also  of  this  property,  after  its  arrival  at 
the  Rio  Grande,  was  used  by  the  officer  to  whom 
it  was  left  in  charge,  and  that  the  entire  amount  of 
goods  left  was  under  his  control,  precisely  in  the 

same  manner  and  to  the  same"  extent  that  it  was 
under  the  control  of  the  quartermaster  on  the 
march.  When  he  abandoned  the  post  he  did  not 
take  the  property  with  him — for  very  good  reasons, 
probably  because  it  would  have  been  an  incum- 

brance during  the  march — but  destroyed  it.  I  sub- 
mit, with  all  due  deference  to  the  Senator  from 

Vermont,  that,  if  his  object  is  to  pay  the  claimant 

for  this  property — which  was  under  the  control  of 
the  Government,  and  which  was  destroyed  by  one 

of  its  officers,  as  if  it  were  its  property — he  had 
better  allow  the  bill  to  pass  as  it  now  stands. 

Mr.  PHELPS  was  understood  to  remark  that 

he  concurred  in  the  view  taken  by  the  honorable 
Senator  from  Virginia,  that  the  Government  in 
taking  charge  of  this  properly  became  for  the  time 
being  its  actual  proprietor.  The  proposition  which 
he  advanced  in  his  amendment  would  not  only  give 
compensation  for  the  whole  of  the  property  lost, 
but  avoid  the  discussion  of  the  troublesome  ques- 

tion that  had  been  so  often  before  the  Senate — that 
the  Government  was  responsible  in  all  cases  for 

property  destroyed  by  order  of  any  of  its  officers.. 
Mr.  UNDERWOOD.  I  am  really  anxious  to 

vote  for  this  bill;  and  the  remarks  of  the  chairman 
of  the  committee  who  reported  the  bill  have  served 
to  strengthen  my  opinion  that  the  property  de- 

stroyed ought  to  be  paid  for  by  the  Government, 
It  was  used  by  the  army  substantially  for  army 
purposes,  and  the  owner  of  the  property,  when  he 
marched  with  the  expedition  to  the  Rio  Grande, 
never  expected  that  the  army  would  abandon  him 
and  his  property  and  leave  thenf]  at  the  mercy  of 
the  enemy.  Having  entered  into  the  service,  of 
the  army  with  his  goods  in  that  way,  I  am  inclined 
to  think  the  full  value  of  his  property  destroyed  by 

that  army  should  be  paid.  Bnt  if  the  gentleman 
from  Vermont  withdraws  his  amendment  from  this 

bill,  he  forces  upon  mc  the  principle  which  1  have 
always  resisted,  viz:  that  we  are  bound  to  pay  for 

property  destroyed  by  the  Government  to  prevent 
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its  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy.  I  am  not 

\villing,  sir,  to  vote  for  a  bill  containing  that  prin- 
ciple; and  desire  greatly  that  that  principle  be 

stricken  out  from  this  bill.  The  gentleman  from 
Texas  may  amend  the  bill  in  any  way  he  pleases, 
provided  he  takes  out  that  obnoxious  principle;  I 
should  then  vote  for  the  bill  with  great  cheerful- 

ness; for  even  if  there  were  a  balance  over  from 
the  Rio  Grande,  and  that  balance  was  transferred 
into  the  hands  of  Mr.  Callaghan,  1  apprehend  there 
could  not  have  been  any  great  amount  of  property 
that  would  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy 
and  been  destroyed.  Allowing  that  there  wasalarge 
quantity  of  merchandise  destroyed  to  prevent  its 
falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  the  consider- 

ation of  the  fact  that  all  of  the  goods  were  placed 
under  the  entire  control  of  the  officer  of  the  Gov- 

ernment presents  the  claim  under  such  favorable 
circumstances  as  to  fully  authorize  its  payment. 
My  only  objection,  as  I  have  before  said,  is  to  the 
retention  of  the  principle  I  have  alluded  to  in  this 
bill. 

Mr.  RUSK.  One  word  in  reference  to  this  mat- 
ter. I  hope  the  amendment  offered  will  not  prevail, 

for  I  cannot  but  think  it  will  embarrass  the  bill. 

Every  Senator  appears  to  be  satisfied  as  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  the  claim;  what,  then,  is  the  use  of 

particularizing  in  reference  to  this  principle?  The 
transfer  of  the  property  actually  took  place  at  San 
Antonio,  and  the  merchandise  was  placed  entirely 
under  the  control  of  the  commanding  officer  of  the 

expedition;  Mr.  Callaghan  accompanying  the  ex- 
pedition, because  of  his  acquaintance  with  the 

Spanish  and  Mexican  languages,  and  of  his  being 
better  able  to  dispose  of  the  goods.  In  order  to 
bring  a  charge  of  speculation,  we  must  step  aside 
from  the  facts.  The  officer  states  that  it  was  at  his 

instance  that  Mr.  Callaghan  furnished  this  mer- 
chandise and  accompanied  the  expedition.  He 

doubtless  was  actuated  by  motives  of  patriotism  in 
thus  transferring  his  property.  The  army  could 
not  otherwise,  at  that  time,  have  been  supplied 

■with  the  necessary  provisions  for  its  use.  At  the 
instance  of  a  United  States  officer,  Mr.  Callaghan 
caused  the  goods  to  be  removed  where  they  were 
destroyed.  If  the  goods  removed  to  the  Rio 
Grande  had  been  destroyed  by  the  enemy,  it  would 
have  been  a  clear  case  of  reparation.  It  seems  to 
me,  however,  that,  under  the  peculiar  circum- 

stances of  this  case,  and  which  induced  favorable 

action,  any  such  amendment  would  be  unneces- 
sary. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  the  amend- 
ment offered  by  Mr.  Phelps,  and  it  was  rejected. 

The  bill  was  then  reported  to  the  Senate  with- 
out amendment,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 

third  reading,  and  was  subsequently  read  a  third 

time  by  unanimous  consent,  and  passed-. 
ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr.  YULEE  moved  that  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journs, it  be  to  meet  on  Monday  next. 

Several  Senators.     No!  no! 

Mr.  DOWJNS.  I  hope  that  the  motion  will  not 
prevail.  The  holidays  are  now  over,  and  there  are 
agreat  many  bills  upon  the  calendar  yet  untouched. 
We  have  been  all  this  day  trying  to  pass  one  or 
two  private  bills,  and  have  succeeded  in  passing 

one.  By-and-by,  if  we  go  on  at  this  rate,  we  shall 
get  down  to  none  at  all.  I  ask  the  yeas  and  nays 
upon  the  motion. 

Mr.  HAMLIN.  I  would  simply  inquire  of  the 
gentleman  who  made  this  motion  what  are  the 
reasons  which  should  induce  Senators  to  vote  for 

it.  The  holidays,  as  has  been  stated,  have  passed, 
and  the  very  large  calendar  before  us  admonishes 
us  to  despatch  business  as  rapidly  as  possible. 
There  are  a  large  number  of  private  claims  on  that 
calendar  of  .a  character  which  will  excite  discus- 

sion,-and  the  length  of  the  discussions  which  have 
been  already  held  upon  certain  private  bills  ad- 

monishes us  also  that  if  they  are  to  be  all  acted 
upon  at  this  sessibn  we  must  be  vigilant  and  active. 
1  should  be  glad  to  hear  the  reasons,  if  there  are 
any,  which  should  influence  the  Senate  to  an  ad- 

journment until  Monday. 
Mr.  BUTLER.  I  trust  the  motion  of  the  Sen- 

ator from  Florida  will  succeed.  There  are  some 

very  important  reports  to  be  made  up  by  several 
of  the  committees,  and  unless  the  Senate  adjourn 
over,  they  will  not  have  time  to  prepare  them.  1 
think  the  adjournment  will  facilitate  business  rather 
than  delay  it. 

Mr,  YULEE.    I  made  thia  motion,  sir,  because 

it  was  my  sincere  opinion  that  the  business  of  the 
Senate  would  be  promoted  and  facilitated  by  an 

adjournment  for  a  few  days.  Without  such  ad- 
journment I  do  not  think  the  business  of  the  com- 

mittees, and  particularly  of  the  one  with  which  I 
am  connected,  will  be  completed. 

Mr.  DOWNS.  I  believe  there  are  already  more 
bills  reported  and  awaiting  our  consideration  than 
can  be  acted  upon  at  this  session.  The  question 
is,  whether  committees  shall  report  or  the  Senate 
act?  There  are  several  hundred  bills  now  upon 
the  calendar,  and  if  we  get  through  with  them  this 
session  I  think  we  shall  have  done  a  good  busi- 

ness. Besides,  there  are  only  one  or  two  commit- 
tees that  .will  require  the  attendance  of  the  mem- 

bers, and  it  appears  to  me  much  better  that  they 
should  absent  themselves  from  the  Senate  than  that 

the  Senate  should  adjourn  upon  their  account. 
Mr.  DOWNS  asked-  for  the  yeas  and  nays; 

which  were  ordered,  and  the  question  being  taken, 
was  decided  as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Atchison,  Bell,  Benton,  Berrien,  Butler, 
Clarke,  Clayton,  Davis  of  Massachusetts,  Dayton,  Hale,  Han- 
negan,  Miller,  Pearee,  Phelps,  Rusk,  Sturgeon,  Tumey, 
Upbam.  Westcott,  and  Yulee — 20. 
NAYS— .Messrs.  Atherton,  Borland,  Bradbury,  Breese, 

Bright,  Corwin,  Davis  of  Mississippi,  Dickinson,~Dix,  Dodge 
of  Iowa,  Douglas,  Downs,  Fitzgerald,  Fitzpatrick,  Foote, 
Hamlin,  Houston,  Hunter,  Johnson  of  Louisiana,  Johnson 
of  Georgia,  Jones,  King,  Mason,  Metcalfe,  NUes,  Sebastian, 
Spruance,  Underwood,  and  Walker — 29. 

Mr.  NiLES  moved  that  the  Senate  proceed  to 
the  consideration  of  Executive  business;  which 
motion  was  not  agreed  to. 
And. then  the  Senate  adjourned. 

The  following  is  the  Select  Committee  appointed 

by  the  Vice-President  on  the  resolution  submit- 
ted by  Mr.  Clarke  of  Rhode  Island: 

Mr.  Clarke,  Mr.  Davis  of  Mississippi,  and 
Mr.  Davis  of  Massachusetts.  , 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday,  January  4,  1849. 

•The  Journal  of  yesterday  was  read  and  approved. 
Mr.  EVANS,  of  Maryland,  rose  to  a  privileged 

question,  and  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  of 

yesterday  by  which  the  President's  message  was referred  to  a  select  committee;  and  he  moved  to 

lay  that  motion  on  the  table. 
Mr.  McCLERNAND  expressed  the  hope  that 

the  gentleman  from  Maryland  would  not  move  to 
lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the  table.  He 
would  like  to  be  heard  upon  it. 

The  yeas  and  nays  were  asked  and  ordered;  and 

being  taken,  resulted — yeas  87,  nays  78 — as  fol- 
lows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Barrow,  Belcher,  Black- 

mar,  Brady,  Buckn«r,  Butler,  Calieil,  Canby,  Chapman, 
Cliiigman,  Col  lamer,  Conger,  Cranston,  Crisneld,  Crowell, 
Dickey,  Dixon,  Donuell,  Dunn,  Eckert,  Edwards,  Enibiee, 
Alexander  Evan»,  Nathan  Evans,  i'ishcr,  Floumuy,  Freed- 
ley,  Fulton,  Gaines,  Gayle,  Goggiu,  Gutt,  Greeley,  Gregory, 
Grinnell,  Nathan  K.  Hall,  Moses  Hampton,  Henry,  Hihiard, 

Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Hudson,  Hunt,  Charles  J'.  Inger- sbll,  Joseph  it.  lngertoti,  Irvin,  Kellogg,  Daniel  P.  King, 
William  T.  Lawrence,  Ligon,  Mcllvaine,  Marsh,  Marvin, 
Morehead,  Mullin,  Nelson,  Newell,  Outlaw,  Palfrey,  Pendle- 

ton, Pollock,  Preston,  Putnam,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A. 
Rockwell,  Rose,  FiOOt,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Schenek,  Sherrill, 
Silveitoi'j-Caleb  U.  Smith,  Truman  Smith!  Strohui,  Rich- 

ard VV.  Thompson,  Tompkins,  Toombs,  luck,  Van  Dyke, 
Vinton,  Warren, White,  Wilson,  and  Woodward— $7. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Bellinger,  Bingham,  Bndsall,  iiocock, 

Bowim,  Rrodhead,  Charles  Brown,  Albeit  G.  Brown,  Burt, 
Clapp,  Franklin  Clark,  Cummins,  Daniel,  Daning,  Dickin- 

son, Farim,  Feaihersion,  Fickiin,  French,  Giddings,  Green, 
Wnlard  P.  Hall,  H.irmaiison,  Hill,  George  S.  Houston,  Iver- 
son,  Jameson,  Jenkins,  James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  VV.  John- 

son, George  W.  Jones,  Kaufman,  Kennoii,  Eanin,  La  Seie, 
Sidney  Lawrence,  LefhYr,  Levin,  Lincoln,  McClelland,  Me- 
Ciernand,  McDowell,  McKay,  McLane,  Job  Maun,  Meade, 
Miller,  Morris,  Morse,  Nicoll,  Peaslee,  Peek,  Petrie,  Peltit, 
Peyton,  Pilsbury,  Richardson,  Richey,  Robinson, Rockhill, 
Sawyer,  Smart,  Robert  Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather, 
Thomas,  James  Thompson,  Jacob  Thompson,  Robert  A. 
Tbolnpsoii,  William  Thompson,  Thurston,  Turner,  Yena- 
ble,  Wallace,  Wentwqrlh,  Wick,  Wiley,  and  Williams — 78. 

So  the  motion  to  reconsider  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  GAYLE  asked  the  general  consent  of  the 
House  to  take  up  the  bill  from  the  Senate  providing 
for  the  payment  of  the  messengers  bringing  the 
electoral  votes  for  President  and  Vice  President  of 

the  United  States  to  the  seat  of  government.  There 
were  a  number  of  those  gentlemen  here  now  wait- 

ing for  the  passage  of  that  bill,  and  he  hoped  there 

would  be  no  objection  to  taking  it  up  and  passing" it  forthwith. 

Objection  was  made. 

BOARD  TO   SETTLE   PRIVATE  CLAIMS. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  moved  that 
the  House  resolve  itself  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  for  the  purpose 
of  resuming  the  consideration  of  the  special  order 

of  the  day,  being  the  bill  to  provide  for  the  organi- 
zation of.a  board  of  commissioners  to  settle  pri- 

vate claims. 

FUNERAL  OF  THE  LATE  MR.  GOLD. 

Mr.  HUNT  asked  Mr.  Rockwell  to  waive  his 

motion  for  a  moment,  to  enable' him  (Mr.  H.)  to 
offer  a  resolution,  to  which  he  thought  there  would 
be  no  objection. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  said  he  would  with  pleasure 
accommodate  the  gentleman,  but  it  was  important, 
in  view  of  the  other  business  before  the  House, 
that  the  bill  should  be  disposed  of. 

Mr.  HUNT  then  suggested  that  the  resolution 
which  he  proposed  to  offer  was  a  privileged  ques- 

tion. 
The  SPEAKER  said  if  the  gentleman  would 

send  the  resolution  to  the  table,  the  Chair  would 
decide  that  question. 

The  resolution  was  read,  as  follows: 

Resolsed,  That,  with  a  view  to  enable  the  officers  of  the 
House  to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  late  Daniel  Cold,  for 
many  years  a  faithful  and  useful  assistant  of  the  Clerk  of 
this  House,  the  House  will  adjourn  at  two  o'clock  to-day. 

Mr.  HUNT  said  that  the  gentleman  whose 
funeral  was  referred  to  had  been  for  many  years  a 
clerk  in  this  House, and  was  well  known  to  many 
of  its  members.  He  hoped  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 

And  the  question  having  been  then  taken,  the 
resolution  was  adopted  unanimously. 

•  Mr.  ROCKWELL,  of  Connecticut,  'now  re- newed his  motion  that  the  House  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union. 

Mr.  HOUSTON,  of  Alabama,  rose  to  t^k  in- 
formation of  the  Chair,  (as  the  reporter  under- 

stood,) on  the  point,  whether  the  bill  to  provide 
for  the  establishment  of  a  board  of  commissioners 

to  settle  private  .claims  shall  retain  its  position  as  a 

special  order. 
Mr.  ROCKWELL  explained,  that  the  bill  had 

been  made  the  special  order  of  the  day  for  a  day 
certain,  and  for  every  other  day  untib  it  should 
have  been  finally  disposed  of.  He  had  himself 
introduced  the  resolution,  and  the  terms  of  it  were 
such  as  he  had  stated. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  said  there  were  a  number 

of  bills  from  the  Senate  upon  the  Speaker's  table, 
which  he  desired  should  be  referred  to  the  appro- 

priate committees.  He  requested  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut  would  waive  his  motion  to 

go  into  committee,  in  order  to  allow  these  bills  to be  referred. 

The  SPEAKER  said  there  were  a  large  number 

of  bills  upon  his  table — some  upon  their  first  read- 
ing, and  some  upon  amendments  between  the  two 

Houses.  If  it  was  the  pleasure  of  the  House,  the 
Speaker  would  proceed  to  dispose  of  them. 

Mr.  ROCKWELL  said  that,  with  the  under- 
standing that  the  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of 

the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union  after  the  bills 
had  been  referred  should  be  renewed,  he  would 
waive  it  for  the  purpose  indicated. 
The  SPEAKER  said,  by  unanimous  consent, 

he  would  lay  the  bills  before  the  House. 
No  objection  was  made. 

BILLS  ON'THE  SPEAKER'S  TABLE. 
A  bill  from  the  Senate  for  the  relief  of  William 

Plummet-,  executor  of  Siarkey  Armistead,  de- 
ceased, was  taken  up,'  read  twice,  and  referred  to 

the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  following  House  bills,  which  had  been  re- turned from  the  Senate  with  an  amendment  to 
each,  were  taken  up,  viz: 

An  act  for  the  relief  of  Anthony  Bessee. 
An  act  to  confirm  Elizabeth  Burriss,  her  heirs 

or  assigns,  in  their  title  to  a  tract  of  land. 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  James  B.  Davenport. 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  John  B.  Smith  and 

Simeon  Darden. 

An  act  to  establish  a  collection  district  in  the 
State  of  New  York. 

The  amend  merit  of  the  Senate  to  each  bill  was 
read  and  concurred  in,  and  the  title  of  the  lasc 

bill  amended  so  as  to  read,  "An  act  to  extend  cer- 
tain privileges  to  the  town  of  Whitehall,  in  the 

State  of  New  York." 
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MESSENGERS  OF  ELECTORAL  COLLEGE. 

A  joint  resolution- from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  A 
resolution  relating  to  the  compensation  of  persons 
appointed  to  deliver  the  votes  for  President  and 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States  to  the  Presi- 

dent of  the  Senate"  ca.me  up. 
The  said  resolution  was  read  a  first  and  second 

time. 

The  SPEAKER  said  that  he  had  just  received 

a  memorial  from  messengers  of  the  electoral  col- 
lege from  the  States  of  Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Ohio, 

Florida,  and  Vermont.  It  was  very  short,  and, 
with  the  leave  of  the  House,  it  would  be  read. 

No  objection  having  been  made — 
The  memorial  was  read.  [It  prays  for  the  pas- 

sage of  the  joint  resolution  of  the  Senate,  (now 
before  the  House,)  and  assigns  reasons  why  the 
mileage  should  be  increased,  as  contemplated  by 
the  resolution.] 

The  reading  having  been -concluded — 
Mr.  VINTON  moved  that  the  memorial  be  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

In  support  of  this  motion — 
Mr.  VINTON  said  it  would  be  borne  in  mind 

by  the  House,  that  the  subject  embraced  in  this 
resolution  had  been  fully  discussed  and  examined 
during  the  last  session  of  Congress;  and  he  thought, 
therefore,  that  the  bill  which  had  then  been  passed 
should  not  be  repealed  without  some  considera- 
tion. 

The  joint  resolution  now  under  consideration 
came  here,  as  he  supposed,  predicated  upon  the 
supposition  that  these  messengers  shou  Id  be  entitled 
to  receive  as  much  mileage  as  was  paid  to  mem- 

bers of  Congress,  which  was  the  compensation 
that  would  be  allowed  to  them  if  this  joint  reso- 

lution should  become  a  law. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  interposed,  and  asked  if 
the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Vinton]  would 
allow  him  to  make  an  explanation. 

Mr.  VINTON  having  yielded  the  floor  for  the 

purpose — Mr.  McCLELLAND  said  that  the  joint  resolu- 
tion authorized  only  twenty-five  cents  a  mile  to 

be  paid  to  the  messengers,  whereas  the  members 
of  Congress  received  forty  cents  a  mile. 

Mr.  VINTON  resumed.  If  he  understood  the 

provision  of  the  law  which  had  been  passed  at  the 
last  session,  it  gave  to  a  messenger  from  Texas  or 
Louisiana  some  seven  or  eight  hundred — and  he 
was  not  sure  but  a  thousand  dollars — for  coming 
here,  delivering  a  letter,  and  going  back  again. 
This  law  paid  them  both  ways.  Now,  the  reasons 
which  applied  to  members  of  Congress  did  not  ap- 

ply to  these  messengers.  Members  of  Congress 
had  a  mileage  allowed  them  beyond  their  travel- 

ing expenses  for  a  reason — one  of  the  best  of  all 
reasons,  which  had  been  assigned  here  at  the  last 
session — that  was  to  say,  that  no  gentleman  could 
support  himself  and  his  family  here  upon  the  per 
diem;  or,  in  other  words,  if  he  left  his  family  at 
home,  he  could  not  support  himself  here  and  his 
family  at  home  on  the  per  diem.  This  mileage, 
therefore,  was  intended  to  make  up,  to  some  ex- 

tent, for  the  great  disadvantage  that  arose  from 

their  being  subjected  to  the  extra  expense  of  main- 
taining their  families  here  and  for  the  necessary 

abandonment  of  their  business  at  home;  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  he  had  always  thought 
that  the  distant  members  should  be  compensated 
in  some  way  for  the  insufficiency  of  their  pay. 

But  gentlemen  who  came  here  in  the  capacity 
of  messengers  bearing  the  electoral  votes  of  their 
States,  merely  to  deliver  a  letter,  could,  if  they 
pleased,  turn  about  and  return  home  the  very  next 
day.  All  the  gentlemen  who  had  accepted  this 
trust  knew  perfectly  well  what  the  law  was.  He 
did  not  know  how  the  fact  might  be,  but  he  would 
venture  to  predict  that  there  were  applications 
enough  to  bring  these  letters. 

[A  member  here  was  understood  to  suggest 
twenty  in  each  case.] 

Mr.  VINTON  resumed.  A  gentleman  near  me 
suggests  twenty,  which  I  dare  say  is  the  fact.  I 
hope  that  the  joint  resolution  will  be  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  said  that  he  had  listened 

attentively  to  the  reasons  which  had  been  assigned 
by  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  [Mr.  Vinton]  for  the  motion  he  had  made, 
and  that  he  thought  they  were  insufficient.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  good  or  sufficient  reason 
could  be  assigned  why  the  disparity  which  existed 
between  the  mileage  of  members  of  Congress  and 

the  mileage  of  these  messengers  should  be  allowed 
to  exist.  So  long  as  members  received  forty  cents 
per  mile,  he  coufd  see  no  reason  for  the  disparity. 
Members  of  Congress  received  mileage,  at  the 

rate  of  forty  cents  per  mile.  These  messengers, 
under  the  law  as  it  at  present  existed,  received  but 
twelve-and-a-half  cents  a  mile.  Some  of  the  mes- 

sengers had  informed  him  that  they  did  not  know 
of  the  enactment  of  this  law  at  the  time  they  were 

selected  in  that  capacity;  and  that,  in  his  judg- 
ment, was  one  reason  why  the  members  of  this 

House  should  vote  in  favor  of  the  change  con- 
templated by  this  joint  resolution.  If  gentlemen 

would  reflect  upon  the  matter,  they  would  per- 
ceive that  it  was  as  necessary  for  these  messen- 

gers to  make  preparations  for  their  journey  to  this 
capital  as  for  members  of  Congress  to  do  so,  and 
probably  a  different  kind  of  preparation  from  that 
which  members  themselves  made;  and  that  their 
expenses  for  so  short  a  period  might  perhaps  be 

greater  than  those  of  members.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  the  reasons  given  by  the  chairman  of  the 

Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  were  not  appli- cable. v 

But  as  that  gentleman  had  stated,  the  subject  was 
fully  discussed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress;  and 
when  he  (Mr.  McC)  had  made  the  appeal  to  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  [Mr.  Rockwell]  to 
withdraw  his  motion  to  go  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  in  order  that 

bills  on  the  Speaker's  table  might  be  taken  up  and 
disposed  of,  it  was  under  a  promise  that,  so  far  as 
he  (Mr.  McC.)  was  concerned,  there  should  be  no 
discussion.  Pie  had  felt  constrained  to  make  these 

few  remarks  in  reply  to  the  positions  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Vinton.]  He  (Mr.  McC.) 

thought  every  member  was  prepared  now  to  vote. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
rule,  the  demand  for  the  previous  question  would 
not  cut  off  the  motion  to  refer  the  resolution  to 

the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  but  that  that 
would  be  the  first  question. 

The  SPEAKER  assented. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND.  Then  I  move  the  pre- 
vious question,  so  as  to  bring  the  House  to  a  vote 

on  the  engrossment  of  the  joint  resolution. 
Mr.  CONGER  moved  that  the  joint  resolution 

be  laid  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  asked  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  that  motion;  which  were  ordered. 

Mr.  VINTON  rose  to  inquire  of  the  Speaker 
whether  he  understood  the  Chair  to  decide  that  the 

previous  question,  if  sustained,  would  cut  off  the 
motion  to  commit? 

The  SPEAKER  replied,  that  the  previous  ques- 
tion would  not  cut  off  the  motion  to  commit;  but 

the  question  immediately  before  the  House  was  on 
the  motion  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  Conger,]  that  the  joint  resolution  be  laid 

upon  the  table. 
And  the  question,  "  Shall  thisjoint  resolution  be 

laid  on  the  table?"  was  then  taken,  and  decided  in 
the  negative — yeas  52,  nays  122 — as  follows: 
YEAS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Bayly,  Bedinger,  Boyden,  Bridges, 

William  G.  Brown,  Burt,  Chapman,  Beverly  L.  Clarke, 
Conger,  Cranston,  Crislield,  Daniel,  Ducr,  Garnett  Duncan, 
Eckerl,  Embree,  Alexander  Evans,  Nathan  Evans,  Fisher, 
Freedley,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Hill,  Elias  B.  Holmes, 
Hubbard,  George  W.Jones,  Kennon,  Waniel  P.  King,  Win. 
T.  Lawrence,  Lord,  McDowell,  McKay,  Nelson,  Palfrey, 
Prestou,  Rose,  Root,  Rumsey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Sherrill, 
Truman  Smith,  Thomas,  John  B.  Thompson,  Toombs, 

Vinton,  Wallace,  White,  Wick,  and  Wilson— 5'i. 
NAY S— Messrs.  Adams,  Barrow,  Belcher,  Hud-all.  Black- 

mar,  Botts,  Bowlin,  Brady,  Charles  Brown,  Butler,  Cabell, 
Canby,  Cathcart,  Franklin  Clark,  Clingman,  Williamson  R. 
W.  Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Collins,  Cummins,  Darling, 
Dickey,  Dickinson,  Dixon,  Donnell,  Dunn,  Edwards,  Faran, 
Farrelly,  Featlierston,  Ficklin,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton, 
Gaines,  Gayle,  Goggin,  Green,  Gregory,  Grinnell,  Nathan  K. 
Hall,  Hammons,  MosesMampton,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Hen- 

ley, Henry,  Hilliard,  George  S.  Houston,  John  W.  Houston, 
Hudson,  Inge,  Charles  J.  Ingersoll,  Irvin,  Iverson,  Jameson, 
Jenkins,  James  H.  Johnson,  Robert  W.  Johnson,  Kaufman, 
Lahin,  La  Sere,  Sidney  Lawrence,  LefHer,  Ligon,  Lincoln, 
McClelland,  MeClernand,  Mcllvaine,  McLane,  Job  Mann, 
Horace  Mann,  Marsh,  Meade,  Morehead,  Morris,  Morse, 
Mullin,  Murphy,  Nieoll,  Outlaw,  Peaslee,  Peck,  Pettit, 
Peyton,  Phelps,  Pilsbury,  Pollock,  Putnam,  Richardson, 
Riehey,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  Julius  Rockwell,  John  A. 
Rockwell,  Sawyer,  Schenck,  Silvester,  Simpson,  Robert 
Smith,  Stanton,  Starkweather,  Charles  E.  Stuart,  Strolnn, 
Strong,  Taylor,  Thibodeaux,  Jas.  Thompson,  Jacob  Thomp- 

son, Richard  W.  Thompson,  Robert  A.  Thompson,  William 
Thompson,  Thurston,  Tuck,  Turner,  Van  Dyke,  Veuable, 
Warren,  Wentworth, Wiley , Williams,  and  Woodward— 122. 

So  the  House  decided  that  the  joint  resolution 
should  not  be  laid  on  the  table. 

The  question  recurring  on  seconding  the  demand 
for  the  previous  question,  was  taken,  and  decided 
in  the  affirmative. 

The  main  question  was  then  ordered  to  be  now 

put,  being  first  on  the  reference  of  the  joint  reso- 
lution to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means;  and, 

being  taken,  was  decided  in  the  negative:  Ayes  65, 
noes  67. 

So  the  House  refused  to  refer  the  resolution. 
The  resolution  was  then  ordered  to  be  read  a 

third  time;  and  having  been  read,  the  question was  on  its  passage. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  moved  the  previous  ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  GREELEY  inquired  of  the  Speaker  if  it 
was  now  too  late  to  object  to  the  third  reading  to- 

day?    If  it  was  not,  he  objected. 
The  SPEAKER  replied  that  it  was  too  late,  as 

the  joint  resolution  had  already  received  its  third 
reading. 

The  demand  for  the  previous  question  was  sec- 
onded— ayes  87,  noes  31;  and  the  main  question 

was  ordered,  being  upon  the  passage  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

Mr.  HOLMES,  of  New  York,  demanded  the 
yeas  and  nays,  which  were  ordered;  and  being 
taken,  resulted — yeas  114,  nays  62 — as  follows: 

YEAS — Messrs.  Barrow,  Belcher,  Bingham,  Birdsall, 
Blackmar,  Botts,  Brady,  Brodhead,  Charles  Brown,  Butler, 
Cabell,  Canby,  Cathcart,jFranklin  Clark,  Williamson  R.  W. 
Cobb,  Cocke,  Collamer,  Collins,  Cummins,  Darling,  Dickey, 
Dickinson,  Dixon,  Dunn,  Edwards,  Faran.  Featherston, 
Ficklin,  Flournoy,  French,  Fulton,  Gayle,  Goggin,  Green, 
Gregory,  Grinnell,  (Hammons,  James  G.  Hampton,  Moses 
Hampton,  Harmanson,  Harris,  Henley,  Henry,  Hilliard, 
George  S.  Houston,  John  W.  Houston,  Inge,  Charles  J.  In- 

gersoll, Irvin,  Iverson,  Jameson,  Jenkins,  James  H.  John- 
son, Robert  W.Johnson,  Kaufman,  Lahm,  La  Sere,Leffler, 

Ligon,  Lincoln,  McClelland,  McGlernand,  Mcllvaine,  Mc- 
Lane, Job  Mann,  Horace  Mann,  Marvin,  Mpade,  Morehead, 

Morris,  Morse,  Mullin,  Murphy,  Newell,  Outlaw,  Peaslee, 
Pendleton,  Pettit,  Peyton,  Phelps,  Pilsbury,  Pollock,  Put- 

nam, Richardson,  Richey,  Robinson,  Roekhill,  John  A. 
Rockwell,  Sawyer,  Silvester,  Simpson,  Caleb  B.  Smilh, 
Stanton,  Starkweather,  Stephens,  C.  E.  Stuart,  Strohrn, 
Taylor,  Thibodeaux,  Jacob  Thompsorj,  Richard  W.  Thom- 

son, Robert  A.  Thompson,  William  Thompson,  Thurston, 
Tompkins,  Turner,  Van  Dyke,  Venable,  Warren,  Went- 

worth, Wiley,  Williams,  and  Woodward — 114. 
NAYS — Messrs.  Abbott,  Adams,  Bayly,  Bowlin,  Boyden, 

William  G.  Brown,  "Burt,  Beverly  L.  Clarke,  Clingman, 
Conger,  Cranston,  Crisfield,  Daniel,  Donnell.  Duer,  Garnett 
Duncan,  Eckert,  F.mbree,  Alexander  Evaiis,  Nathan  Evans, 
Farrelly,  Fisher,  Freedley,  Giddings,  Gott,  Greeley,  Hill, 
Elias  B.  Holmes,  Hubbard,  Joseph  R.  Ingersoll,  George  W\ 
Jones,  Kennon,  Daniel  P.  King,  William  T.  Lawrence, 
Sidney  Lawrence,  Lord,  McKay,  Marsh,  Nelson,  Nieoll, 
Palfrey,  Petrie,  Preston,  Julius  Rockwell,  Rose,  Root, 
Rumsey,  St.  John,  Shepperd,  Sherrill,  Smart,  Truman 
Smith,  Strong,  Thomas,  James  Thompson,  John  B.Thomp- 

son, Toombs,  Vinton,  Wallace,  White,  Wick,  and  Wilson 

—62. 

So  the  resolution  was  passed. 

Mr.  McCLELLAND  'moved  to  reconsider  the 
vote,  and  moved  to  lay  that  motion  on  the  table; 
which  was  agreed  to. 

Mr.  MOREHEAD  moved  that  the  vote  by  which 
was  passed  the  bill  of  the  Senate  for  the  relief  of 
James  G.  Carson  be  reconsidered;  which  motion 
to  reconsider  was  postponed  for  the  present. 

Bills  from  the  Senate  of  the  following  titles  were 
severally  read  twice  and  referred,  as  follows: 

An  act  to  provide  for  the  sale  of  lands  purchased 
by  the  United  States  from  the  Saginaw  tribe  of 
Chippewa  Indians  in  the  State  of  Michigan:  re- 

ferred to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 

An  act  for  the  relief  of  Henry  D.  Garrison:  re-" ferred  to  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs. 
An  act  for  the  relief  of  Thomas  W.  Chinn  and 

others:  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Claims. 
An  act  to  authorize  the  Secretary  of  War  to 

make  reparation  for  the  killing  of  a  Caddo  boy,  by 

volunteer  troops  in  Texas:  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee on  Military  Affairs. 

An  act  to  authorize  the  issuing  of  a  register  or 
enrolment  to  the  ship  Annie  Tift:  referred  to  the 
Committee  on  Commerce. 

The  joint  resolution  from  the  Senate  entitled 
"  A  joint  resolution  for  the  relief  of  Major  R.  L. 

Baker  of  the  ordnance  corps,"  was  read  twice  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs. 
The  bill  from  the  Senate  entitled  "An  act  in 

addition  to  the  act  entitled  '  An  act  to  incorporate 
the  Washington,  Alexandria,  and  Georgetown 

Steam  Packet  Company'"  was  read  twice;  when — 

Mr.  EDWARDS  moved  to  amend  the'same,  by- 
adding  thereto  the  following  as  an  additional  sec- tion, viz: 

Sec.  2.  J3nd  be  it  further  enacted,  That  no  suit  or  action 
depending  in  any  court  whatsoever,  in  which  the  said  cor- 

poration is  plaintiff  or  defendant,  shall  abate  or  be  discon- 
tinued by  reason  of  the  expiration  of  the  original  charter  of 

the  said  corporation,  but  the  same  shall  continue  and  be 
prosecuted  in  all  respects  as  if  the  said  charter  had  not  ex- 

pired ;  and  the  President  and  Direetora  who  were  in  office 




