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In S enate , March 16th, 1852.

The Joint Committee on Education, to which was committed 
a series of Resolutions concerning the public lands, have 
considered them, and submit the subjoined

R E P O R T :

The subject of the National domain engages, at the present 
time, the attention of Congress, and is not unworthy the 
serious consideration of the States and people of the United 
States. The policy of the Federal Government has been 
mainly, heretofore, to regard the public lands as a common 
fund, and as a source of revenue, to be disposed of for the 
general benefit of all the S tates; “ it has applied its best 
wisdom to settle them as fast and happily as possible; and 
whensoever numbers would warrant it, each territory has been 
successively admitted into the Union, with all the rights of an 
independent State.” The Committee believe that this policy 
is not only in accordance with the terms of the several cessions 
made by individual States to the United States, at the request 
of the Congress of the Confederation, but in strict accordance 
also with those sentiments of liberality and justice which 
prevailed among the delegates of the several States at the time 
of the formation and establishment of the Constitution.

Since the date of that event, a vast extent of territory has 
been added to the Union by means of purchase, annexation,
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and conquest, and of late, there seems to have arisen a dispo
sition to depart from the original plan of the Government 
adopted for its use and disposal, in order to prepare the way 
for the introduction of a system more partial in behalf of the 
new, or land States, than is thought to be compatible with 
strict justice to the old, or original States.

The Committee, therefore, deem it advisable to advert to 
the origin of the title of the Federal Government to the public 
lands, and to the history of its administration of them for a 
long period subsequent to the adoption of the Federal Consti
tution ; and they are satisfied that they cannot discharge this 
duty more satisfactorily than by quoting from the remarks 
of Hon. Daniel Webster, delivered in the Senate of the United 
States on the 20th of January, 1S30, as follows:

“ The public lands of the United States have been derived 
from four principal sources. First, cessions made to the 
United States by individual States, on the recommendation or 
request • of the old Congress. Second, the compact with 
Georgia in 1802. Third, the purchase of Louisiana in 1803. 
Fourth, the purchase of Florida in 1819. Of the first class, 
was the cession by Virginia, of all her right and title, as well 
of soil as jurisdiction, to all the territory within the limits of 
her charter, lying to the northwest of the river Ohio.

When the war of the revolution broke out, a great difference 
existed in different States, in the proportion between people 
and territory. The Northern and Eastern States, with very 
small surfaces, contained comparatively a thick population, 
and there was generally within their limits no great quantity 
of waste lands, belonging to the Government or Crown of 
England. On the contrary, there were in the Southern 
States, in Virginia and Georgia for example, extensive public 
domains wholly unsettled, and belonging to the Crown. As 
these possessions would necessarily fall from the Crown in the 
event of a prosperous issue of the war, it was insisted that they 
ought to devolve on the United States, for the good of the 
whole. The war, it was argued, was undertaken and carried 
on at the common expense of all the colonies ; its benefits, if 
successful, ought also to be common ; and the property of the 
common enemy, when vanquished, ought to be regarded as
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the general acquisition of all. While yet the war was raging, 
it was contended that Congress ought to have the power to 
dispose of vacant and unpatented lands, commonly called 
crown lands, for defraying the expenses of the war, and for 
other public and general purposes. “ Reason and Justice,” 
said the Assembly of New Jersey in 1778, “ must decide, that 
the property which existed in the Crown of Great Britain 
previous to the present revolution, ought now to belong to the 
Congress, in trust for the use and benefit of the United States. 
They have fought and bled for it in proportion to their 
respective abilities, and therefore the reward ought not to be 
predilectionally distributed. Shall such States as are shut out 
by situation from availing themselves of the least advantage 
from this quarter, be left to sink under an enormous debt, 
whilst others are enabled, in a short period, to replace all their 
expenditures from the hard earnings of the whole confederacy? 
Moved by these considerations, and these addresses made to it, 
Congress took up the subject, and in September, 1780, recom
mended to the several States in the Union having claims to 
western territory to make liberal cessions of a portion thereof 
to the United States; and on the 10th of October, 1780, 
Congress resolved that any lands so ceded in pursuance of their 
preceding recommendation, should be disposed of for the 
common benefit of the United States; should be settled and 
formed into distinct republican States, to become members 
of the Federal Union, with the same rights of sovereignty, 
freedom and independence as the other S tates; and that the 
lands should be granted or settled at such times, and under 
such regulations as should be agreed on by Congress. Again, 
in September, 1783, Congress passed another resolution, 
expressing the conditions on which cessions from States should 
be received; and in October following Virginia made her 
cession, reciting the resolution or act of September preceding, 
and the transferring her title to her northwestern territory to 
the United States, upon the express condition that the lands 
so ceded should be considered as a common fund for the use 
and benefit of the United States as had become or should 
become members of the Confederation, Virginia inclusive, and 
should be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose,
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and for no other use or purpose whatever. The grants from 
other States were on similar conditions. Massachusetts and 
Connecticut both had claims to western lands and both relin
quished them to the United States in the same manner. 
These grants were made on three substantial conditions or 
trusts. First, that the ceded territories should be formed into 
States, and admitted in due time into the Union, with all the 
rights belonging to the other States. Second, that the lauds 
should form a common fund, to be disposed of for the general 
benefit of all the States. Third, that they should be sold and 
settled at such time, and in such manner as Congress should 
direct.

“ It is plain that Congress never has been, and is not now, 
at liberty to disregard these solemn conditions. For the ful
filment of all these trusts, the public was, and is, fully pledged. 
How then would it have been possible for Congress, if it had 
been so disposed, to give away these public lands ? * * * 
It (the public domain) had been received as a fund, as a fund 
Congress had bound itself to apply it. To have given it away 
would have defeated all the objects which Congress, and par
ticular States, had had in view, in asking and obtaining the 
cession, and would have plainly violated the conditions which 
the ceding States attached to their own grants.” It is apparent 
from the above remarks that their author did not regard any 
difference in the administration of the public domain as be
tween that portion obtained on conditions by the cessions of 
the several States, and those portions obtained by purchase of, 
or treaty with, foreign powers. An opinion prevails, however, 
to some extent, that there is a difference—that whereas the 
lands ceded by the several States are required to be disposed of 
for the use and benefit of all the States in severality, those 
acquired by purchase, conquest, or treaty, may be disposed of 
in the same manner as the ordinary revenues of the treasury, 
for the national benefit, and for objects designed to promote 
the national welfare. The Committee, however, do not deem 
it important to enter upon a discussion of this question, inas
much as they believe that Massachusetts will be satisfied with 
any just administration of the public lands founded upon the 
principle that they are the common property of the Federal
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Government, to be disposed of equally for the benefit of all 
the States.

Since the delivery of the views contained in the extract 
above quoted, a vast extent of territory has been acquired, and 
added to the public domain. The interests, therefore, involved 
in the question of its administration are greater than at any 
former period of our history. This fact may have had an 
influence in directing attention to the subject, and may result 
in the adoption of some new system of administration for 
the public lands. However liberal that system may be 
towards the new or land States, it is presumed that Massachu
setts will not complain, provided the terms of the several 
cessions shall be faithfully fulfilled, and her own, and the 
just rights of the original States, properly regarded.

The proceeds of the sales of the public lands have heretofore 
been regarded as a part of the ordinary revenue of the gov
ernment, and have been disbursed like them, for its support, 
but an opinion seems daily to be growing more prevalent, that 
they shall no longer be regarded in that light, but that they 
shall be specifically appropriated for other objects. So far as 
those other objects are strictly national in their character, such 
as the payment of revolutionary and other pensions and the 
discharge of the public indebtedness, there can be no just 
ground of complaint, but the Committee submit that a fund so 
vast, and whose accumulations are to be protracted through a 
long series of generations, should be administered not only 
upon sound and just principles, but according to a regular 
fixed, and stable system. A glance at the immense territories 
now embraced under the head of public domain, will serve to 
confirm this opinion. Within the limits defined by the treaty 
with Great Britain ratified in 1783, at the expense of the war 
of the Revolution, are embraced the States of Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, and that part of Minnesota east 
of the Mississippi river, all of which have been formed out of 
the northwestern territory, as conveyed to the United States 
by New York in 1781, by Virginia in 1784, Massachusetts in 
1785, and Connecticut in 1786; also the lands within the 
boundaries of the States of Mississippi and Alabama, north of 
the thirty-first degree of north latitude, as conveyed to the
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United States by Georgia in 1802. The territory acquired by 
the treaty of 1803 with the Republic of France at the expense 
of fifteen millions, embraces the States of Mississippi and Al
abama south of the thirty first degree of north latitude ; the 
whole of the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, Iowa, and 
that portion of Minnesota west of the Mississippi river: the 
Indian territory; the district of country called Nebraska; the 
territory of Oregon ; and the region of country north of the 
forty-second, and south of the forty-ninth degree of north lati
tude, which lies between Oregon and Minnesota.

The territory embraced within the limits of the State of 
Florida, was obtained by purchase from Spain in 1819, at the 
expense of five millions of dollars. The territory embraced 
within the limits of New Mexico and California was obtained by 
the treaty of 1848 with Mexico, at the cost of a war, the expense 
of which has been estimated at two hundred millions of dollars, 
and fifteen millions provided for by the terms of the treaty; and 
ten millions paid, and to be paid, to Texas as a boundary set
tlement. These vast sums expended constitute a title and prop
erty in the United States not to be disturbed by any questions 
arising out of obligations to the States in which the lands are 
situated on the ground of non-taxation. And these are not all. 
From the origin of the government, the western lands and 
the settlers upon them, have been leading objects in the 
policy of the Federal Government, and have led to great ex
penditures of blood and treasure. The Indian title has been 
extinguished at the expense of many millions, and, a more 
material consideration still, the parental arm of the government 
has been stretched over those who settled them wherever they 
went. It was one of the most arduous and trying of the duties 
of the government in its earliest years to defend the trontiers 
against the northwestern Indians, and from that period to the 
present time the army of the United States, maintained at 
vast expense, has been chiefly employed for the protection and 
security of the western and southwestern States. So, heretofore,
it has uniformly been considered and understood, and until a
recent period grants of public land to the new States in which 
they lie, for purposes of internal improvement and education, 
have been regarded as largesses bestowed by a wise and liberal



SENATE—No. 61. 71852.]

government to meet the just wants of the people, subject to its 
jurisdiction. But, at last, these liberal grants have come to be 
considered unequal to the claims, or avarice, or ambition of the 
new States, and a new theory has been set up founded upon 
the non-taxation of the public lands in the new States, by 
which it is proposed to obtain, as a matter of just right, what 
has been heretofore regarded as a free gift or donation. We 
have already indicated the cost of the public domain to the 
United States, and shown that the protection afforded by her 
government and army are ample compensation for the boon of 
exemption from taxation, but there are other considerations 
more easily reducible as an offset to such an account. There 
would seem to be no equity in a State’s taxing the Federal 
Government for lands rescued by the latter from the hands of 
savages, and secured to the purposes of civilization by the pro
tection of her armies. Protection and security are the only just 
foundations of taxation, and these have been afforded to the pub
lic lands, and the settlers upon them, not by the States but by 
the general government. But even if these considerations were 
not sufficient to justify the exemption of the general govern
ment from taxation, others may be found of a more direct and 
appreciable character. The large and liberal grants made to the 
new States at the time of their admission into the Union, for 
purposes of education and internal improvement, together with 
the commissions allowed by standing laws upon all sales 
made within their limits, amount, in themselves, to full com
pensation,—especially if we regard the interest on the same,— 
for any just and reasonable tax which might be levied on such 
lands, in case they were the property of individuals.

That the benefit of education might be extended to the in
habitants of the new States and their posterity, the sixteenth 
section in each township, or one thirty-sixth part of the public 
lands, has been set apart for the support of public schools, 
besides the munificent donations which have been, from time 
to time, made by Congress for colleges, seminaries, seats of 
Government, county seats, and internal improvements. By 
the Act of Sept. 4, 1841, a general grant was made of five hun
dred thousand acres each to the following ten States, viz.:— 
Illinois, Missouri, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Michigan,
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Arkansas, Florida, Iowa, and Wisconsin, amounting to five 
millions of acres, and equivalent to the sum of six million two 
hundred and fifty thousand dollars. The example of one or 
two States may be referred to as an illustration of the liberal 
and generous treatment of the new States by the general gov
ernment.

In 1836, the State of Arkansas was admitted into the Union, 
and the Act admitting her contains the following provisions: 
First, one thirty-sixth part of the whole unoccupied territory, 
for public schools; second, a grant of twelve sections for the 
use of salt manufactures ; third, five per cent, of the net pro
ceeds of the sales of all the public lands within her limits, for 
the purpose of making roads and canals, within the State; 
fourth, five sections, for the purpose of completing the public 
buildings of the State ; fifth, two entire townships, for the use 
of a seminary of learning. Five hundred thousand acres were 
also granted to this State, by the Act of September, 1841.

The grants to the State of Missouri have been as follows: 
School lands, 1,108,073 acres; seminary lands, 45,520 acres; 
seat of government, 2,560 acres; salt lands, 46,625 acres; by 
Act of 1841, 500,000 acres : making in the aggregate 1,702,778 
acres, equivalent in value to the sum of $2,128,472.50. The 
other new States have been dealt with in a spirit of equal lib
erality, on the part of Congress; and the representatives from 
the old States, and especially those from Massachusetts, have 
almost, if not quite, uniformly been found favoring the grants, 
while a just claim of their own State against the general gov
ernment, after repeated applications, has remained unpaid for a 
period of almost forty years. The disposition on the part of 
the new States to obtain grants of public lands for internal 
improvements, has been manifested with increased force and 
vigor during the past few years. At the late session of Con
gress, above eighty petitions were presented for railroad projects 
alone. The following is a statement of the petitions presented 
thus far during the present session, from which may be formed 
an opinion of the general disposition that prevails among the 
people of the Western States to cover their territories with 
railroads, at the cost of the public property:



SENATE—No. 61. 91862.]

1. Railroad from St. Louis, Missouri, via Little Rock, to 
Red river near Fulton. This road runs southerly half way 
across Missouri, and in a diagonal direction entirely across 
Arkansas from northeast to southwest, in all about 500 miles.

2. Road from Dubuque in Iowa, near the north line of the 
State, to Keokuk in Iowa, in the extreme south part of the 
State. This Road runs parallel with the Mississippi, and is as 
crooked as a ram’s horn, to accommodate every-body. Its 
length is over 300 miles.

3. Road from Davenport, on the east line of the State of 
Iowa, westward to the west border at Council Bluffs—a dis
tance of 350 miles.

4. Road from Burlington, in the southeast part of Iowa, 
northwesterly to Fort Desmoines, on the Desmoines river— 
about 150 miles.

5. Road from east to west across the north part of the State 
of Missouri, from Hannibal on the Mississippi, to St. Joseph 
on the Missouri river—225 miles.

6. Road across the centre of Missouri, from St. Louis to 
some point near Independence, on the west line of the State— 
250 miles.

7. Road from the east to the west line of Michigan, begin
ning at Lake St. Clair and terminating on Lake Michigan; 
points not yet determined, but road to be located where there 
are the best lands and the most of them, of course—distance, 
225 to 250 miles.

8. Road from Saginaw on the east side of Michigan, north
erly along Lake Huron to the Sault Ste. Marie at the mouth of 
Lake Superior, thence along the south shore of that lake to 
near its western extremity at Montreal river—only about 800 
miles.

9. Road from Helena, on the Mississippi river, midway of 
the State of Arkansas, to Fort Smith, on the west line of that 
State, crossing the State from east to west—275 miles.

10. Road from the Mississippi river, opposite Memphis 
Tenn., in a southwesterly direction across the State of Arkan
sas, to the Texas line—about 350 miles.

11. Road from Selma, in the southerly half of Alabama, 
north through that State to the Tennessee river—about 175 
miles.
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12. Road from Gerard, oil the line between the States of 
Alabama and Georgia, southwesterly across to the southwest 
corner at Mobile—250 miles.

13. Road from Milwaukee, on Lake Michigan, on the east 
side of Wisconsin, westward across the State to the Mississippi 
river, on “ the most eligible route ”—200 miles.

14. Road from the north line of Illinois, northwardly through 
Wisconsin to Lake Superior, varying according to route from 
350 to 400 miles.

15. Road from Manitouoc (the Land of Spirits), on Lake 
Michigan in Wisconsin, westwardly across the State to the 
Mississippi river—250 miles.

16. Road from Milwaukee, on the east line of Wisconsin, 
northwestwardly to Prairie La Crosse, on the west line of the 
State, on the Mississippi river—250 miles.

17. Road from Fond du Lac, on Winnebago Lake, in Wis
consin, southerly to Janesville— 100 miles.

18. Road from Green Bay, in Wisconsin, northwestwardly 
to Lake Superior—250 miles.

19. Road from Shawneetown, Illinois, on the Ohio river, 
westerly to the Mississippi river— 150 miles.

20. Road from Warsaw, Illinois, on the Mississippi river, 
northeasterly to Peoria— 150 miles.

21. Road from Warsaw to Rockford, near the line of Illinois 
— 225 miles.

22. Road from Oakland, near Detroit, northwesterly across 
the State of Michigan, to the mouth of Grand river—about 
200 miles.

23. Road from La Fayette, Indiana, westerly across the 
States of Illinois and Iowa, or Missouri, to the Missouri river— 
about 600 miles.

24. Road from Springfield, Illinois, southwesterly to Alton 
— 150 miles.

25. Road from Pensacola, Florida, northerly to Montgom
ery, in Alabama— 150 miles.

26. Road from Brandon, Mississippi, easterly to the line of 
the State— 100 miles.

27. Road from the Falls of the St. Louis river, at the 
western end of Lake Superior, in the territory of Minnesota,
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southerly to the Falls of St. Anthony, on the Mississippi river 
—200 miles.

28. Road from New Albany, Indiana, opposite Louisville, 
Kentucky, westerly through Indiana and Illinois to Alton, 
opposite St. Louis—325 miles.

29. Road from New Orleans to Jackson, Mississippi—200 
miles.

30. Road from Toledo, on Lake Erie, in the State of Ohio, 
southwesterly to Springfield, in Illinois—400 miles.

31. Road from St. Charles, Missouri, near St. Louis, north
westerly to the River Desmoines, in Iowa—about 200 miles.

In addition to the foregoing projects, bills have been intro-" 
duced for appropriations of land for various others, such as the 
Ship Canal around the Falls of St. Mary’s; the Virginia and 
Tennessee Railroad Company; the Memphis and Charleston 
Railroad; Kentucky' Railroads; Louisiana, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas Railroad ; Tennessee Railroads ; Railroads in Florida; 
Pacific Railroad; Mississippi and Texas Railroad; and the 
Milwaukee and Mackinaw Plank  Road.

The arguments adduced in favor of any one of these projects, 
are almost equally applicable to all, and as it is confidently 
expected that some of the applications will be successful, there 
is ground to believe that if the same policy is continued, all 
will eventually succeed. The consequences therefore may be 
in some measure calculated. These thirty-one projected rail
roads, as above specified, measure upward of eight thousand 
three hundred miles in extent, and should they all receive the 
amount of the general claim of six miles in depth, on both 
sides of the track of each road, the aggregate number of acres 
would be more than thirty millions. The argument that the 
construction of railroads will enhance the value of the public 
lands, not appropriated, has long been familiar to the public, 
and might continue to be as applicable as now, until every acre 
of the public domain should have been absorbed. The other 
argument, that these contemplated roads are in some sense 
national works designed for the use of the trade and commerce 
of all the States of the Union, has no more force when applied 
to the railroads of Missouri and Indiana, than when applied to
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those of New York and Massachusetts. To connect the West 
with the Atlantic seaboard, requires the construction of means 
of communication over every inch of longitude from west to 
east—in Massachusetts and New York, as well as any of the 
Western S tates; and if Missouri or Illinois are entitled to grants 
of public land on that basis, Massachusetts and New York are 
equally entitled.

If the latter have completed their internal improvements 
unaided by the general government, their claim is not the less 
just, and the equity of their title to an equal consideration from 
the public lands, is neither waived nor satisfied thereby. In 
the opinion of the Committee, Massachusetts would not desire 
to interpose any objections to reasonable grants to the new 
States, for purposes of education and internal improvements, 
provided the rights and property of the several States were 
secured. If the new States desire to carry out their schemes 
of internal improvement far beyond the limit of their present 
means, let them then use that portion of the public domain 
which rightly and truly belongs to them, as States of the 
Union, but at the same time let just proportional grants be 
made to the other States, for such purposes as may be in 
accordance with their own and the general welfare.

If the new States are poor, and unable to compass those 
great improvements which are so consonant with the spirit of 
the age, let them reflect that Massachusetts and the other 
original States once struggled with a poverty which they have 
never realized, and with an oppression, which the self-denials 
and sacrifices of our fathers removed long before Missouri and 
Arkansas came into being.

While the new States establish their seats of government, 
and seminaries of learning, and construct their railroads, with 
the aid of the general government, it ought not to be forgotten 
that Massachusetts, and other of the old States, were called 
upon to suffer privation, hardship, and inconvenience, until by 
virtue of their industry, economy, and patience, proud edifices 
arose on the ruins of humble cottages, and seminaries of learn
ing, endowed with abundant wealth, were established to 
increase their renown, and to add to their happiness. The 
present standing and character of the State of Massachusetts is
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due, in a great degree, to that discipline of struggle and poverty 
to which her people have been subjected ; and it is not unlikely 
that if she had had a bountiful parent to whom she might have 
successfully applied during her period of bitter toil and depri
vation, she would never have acquired those hardy virtues of 
self-reliance, industry, and economy, to which she is chiefly 
indebted for a name and a place among the most favored com
monwealths of the world.

Massachusetts, as a body politic, is not wealthy. She has 
no income, from invested funds, even to pay the expenses of 
the administration of her government. Her annual revenues 
are chiefly derived from a much-questioned tax on monied 
corporations, and yet her institutions of learning and charity 
are unsurpassed by those of her sister States. Her colleges 
attract students from the most distant parts of the Union, and 
her asylums and hospitals tempt the poor and insane from other 
States and other lands. Her normal schools are diffusing a 
knowledge of the art of teaching, by various methods, all over 
the country , and her railroads, traversing her rugged mountains 
and valleys, stretch out their iron arms to form that chain which 
seems destined to bind the continent in their embrace. And 
all has been done without the aid of the general government. 
Her public lands, from the sale of which her school fund, of 
nearly a million of dollars, has been chiefly accumulated, are 
nearly exhausted, andsome sources of revenue which she relied 
upon at a former period, have become dry, and yet the demands 
upon her coffers are yet unabated, and she needs, and claims 
of the general government, her just share of the public domain, 
she needs it for the care and maintenance of an army of foreign 
paupers, thrown upon our shores as a consequence of the con
dition of the country in respect to public lands. Of the vast 
number of emigrants that arrive, those who are in the best 
con ítion as to health and means, pass on to swell the popula- 
ton an augment the wealth of the new S tates; while the 

Poor, the infirm, and the insane, are left behind to our care 
Protection, and support. This is a subject of national interest 

c aracter, as much as any claimed to be such by applicants 
h p - m , of lands i„ , id of the constr„clion of
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The Committee believe that they have already said enough 
upon the subject of the resolutions referred to them, but in 
order that the Legislature may be able to comprehend at s 
glance the magnitude of the interest involved, they desire tf 
call attention to the fact, that the public domain consists ol 
more than fifteen hundred millions of acres of territory, which 
at the government price would be equivalent to eighteen 
hundred and seventy-five millions of dollars. The share of 
Massachusetts, in an equal distribution among the States at 
the present time, would not be less than sixty-two millions five 
hundred thousand dollars. One other consideration, not before 
mentioned, should enter into all calculations of the value of the 
public domain. It is in respect to the mineral lands.

The right to the mines of precious metals, which by the 
laws of Spain remained to the crown, is believed to have been 
retained by Mexico while she remained sovereign of the terri
tory ; and so far as New Mexico and California are concerned, 
it passed to the United States, by the treaty of 1848. Here 
are vast and almost incomprehensible fountains of wealth, 
hidden in the recesses of the earth, which if properly adminis
tered and disposed of for the use and benefit of all the States, 
will supply the latter with all the means necessary for their 
cultivation, improvement, and happiness. This fact affords an 
additional and weighty argument to the reasons already adduced 
in favor of the establishment of some settled and stable system 
of policy, whereby the new States shall not only be supplied 
with a just share of the benefits to be derived from the public 
lands, but whereby, also, the old States shall obtain their just 
and equal rights. In view of the foregoing statements and 
reasons, the Committee unanimously recommend the adoption 
of the accompanying Resolves.

EDW’D L. KEYES, Chairman.
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Comtnoutoealti) of ¿Wassacfmsetts.

In the Year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Fifty-Two.

R E S O L V E S

Concerning the Public Lands of the United States.'

Resolved, That the Public Lands of the Federal Government, 
having been obtained by cessions from individual States to the 
United States, and by compact, purchase, annexation, and 
conquest, are, by the terms of the cessions aforesaid, and by 
the nature of the said compacts, purchases, annexations, and 
conquests, the joint and common property of all the States of 
the Union, held in trust by the Federal Government as a com
mon fund for the use and benefit of all the said States, and 
should be faithfully and bona fide disposed of for that purpose, 
and for no other use or purpose whatever.

Resolved, That while the Legislature accords its approbation 
to the policy which has been adopted, of liberal grants to the 
land States for the purposes of education and internal improve
ment, it claims for Massachusetts her just and rightful share of 
the domain purchased by the blood of her sons on the battle
fields of the revolution, and by the money of the common 
treasury of the Federal Government.

Resolved, That in consideration of the liberal grants made to 
the new States, at the time, and since their admission into the 
Union, and of the numerous and urgent petitions now before
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Congress from the same quarter, for further appropriations for 
purposes of education and internal improvement, that our Sen- 
ators and Representatives in Congress be requested to urge 
upon that body the propriety of granting to each and every 
State in the Union a portion of the public domain, equivalent 
to an average of five hundred thousand, or one million acres, to 
each State, apportioned according to their respective popula
tions, and with a just regard to donations heretofore made.

Resolved, That His Excellency, the Governor, be requested 
to forward a copy of these resolutions to each of the Senators 
and Representatives in Congress from the State of Massachu
setts, with a request that they be laid before that body.



SENATE....No. 61.

A P P E N D IX .

R E S O L V E S

Concerning the Public Lands of the United States.

Resolved, 1st, That the public lands are the property of 
the nation, and the income therefrom properly belongs to the 
Treasury of the United States, to be expended like all other 
revenue, for the general good of the people.

Resolved, 2d, That in the appropriation of these lands, or 
the proceeds thereof, regard may properly be had to those 
works of internal improvement which serve to develop our na
tional resources, strengthen the Union of the States, and give 
increased value to the public domain.

Resolved, 3d, That in making appropriations of public 
lands, especial regard should be had to the wants and interests 
of the new States, and of the actual settlers, and liberal grants 
of the lands, or the proceeds of the lands, within their own 
limits, be made to them for the cause of education, and such 
other purposes as shall promote their settlement and develop
ment.

Resolved, 4th, That Massachusetts approves of the liberal 
policy towards the new States, advocated by one of our sena
tors in Congress, as being in harmony with the sentiments of 
our people, and a continuation of the same generous, disinter
ested action towards those States that has ever characterized 
the senators and representatives of this Commonwealth.
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Resolved, 5th, That the old States of this Union can pro
perly ask for no other disposition of the national domain, than 
that the proceeds of it be actually paid into the Treasury, for 
the support of the general government, and for such works of 
defence, internal improvement, or education, as shall promote 
the growth, prosperity, and security of the nation.

Resolved, 6th, That the proceeds of the public lands ought 
to be sacredly applied to the national objects [specified in the 
Constitution.


