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The Committee of Finance, to whom was referred several orders of this House, in relation to the disposition which should
be made of the portion of the proceeds of the sales of the
Public Lands, which would belong to Massachusetts, under
the act passed at the last session of Congress, providing for
the distribution of the same ; have attended to this subject,
and ask leave respectfully to

REPORT:
There are three orders on this subject which have been submitted to your committee, by the House. One directs the
committee to inquire into the expediency of providing that the
moneys received under this act, shall be applied to the payment of the debt of the Commonwealth.

Another directs an inquiry into the expediency of providing,
that the moneys shall be paid over to the several cities and
towns throughout the State ; and the third submits to the consideration of the committee, the recommendations of his Excellency on this subject, as set forth in his annual message.
The committee feel entirely relieved from the necessity of
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discussing the question of the expediency of the Commonwealth’s receiving the portion of money which may fall to her
under this act, by the very decided vote of the House upon this
proposition ; and the language of each of the several orders
admits the fact, that the moneys are to be received, and only
refers to the committee the question of appropriation.
Their satisfaction, however, does not arise from the fact, that
they entertain any doubts as to the constitutionality, justice, or
expediency of this plan of distribution ; but from their conviction, that they can add nothing to the full and elaborate reports in favor of this measure, which have been put forth to the
country, from time to time, by men of the highest character for
learning and patriotism ; and from the repeated expressions of
the majority of the people of this country, made through Congress, of the wisdom and equity of the proposed division.
The committee cannot forbear to express their opinion, that
all citizens of whatever party, who desire a settled and permanent policy in the administration of our national affairs ;
a revenue sufficient to meet the necessities and convenience of
the country, without being subjected to changes and modifications by each succeeding Congress;—and, above all, such an
incidental protection to the labor and industry of our country,
as shall secure competence and happiness to the farmer, the
mechanic and the day-laborer, without driving them into competition with the ignorant, half-starved laborers of other countries ; —such citizens will all, at no distant period, rejoice that
this disturbing cause is removed ; and that the moneys received for the sale of the public domain, instead of being used to
oppress the laborer and the manufacturer, are henceforth to
be made use of by the people of the different States, to promote
the cause of education and internal improvements, as the interest and necessities of each State shall require.
We pass therefore directly to the inquiry, what shall our
Commonwealth do with her share of these moneys ?
Your committee regard the proceeds of these lands, which
we are to receive, somewhat in the character of a trust fund
,

1842.]

HOUSE—No. 15.

3

which is not to be appropriated for the exclusive benefit of any
one, but rather for the common benefit of all, and to be enjoyed by the community, in their associate capacity.
The position of our Commonwealth is favorable to such a
disposition of these moneys.
Massachusetts has not, like some communities, become well
nigh beggared by indolence, neither has she involved herself
in embarrassment by visionary schemes of internal improvements, ill-judged, and uncalled-for, —and conducted with extravagance ; nor by reckless and prodigal expenditure of public
funds.
She has supported herself without a dollar of direct tax upon
the people for seventeen years ; —during which period she has
expended large sums for the comfort and happiness of the
people of the Commonwealth ; and she has even funded that
portion of the advances made by her citizens during the last
war to the general government, which has been repaid, and
has applied the income, thus far, to the noble cause of education.
The resources of the State are ample ; and, with the exception of the amount which she has expended for objects of
benevolence and philanthropy, (in advance of the repayment of
the balance yet due from the United States,) and of the credit
which she has loaned the Western Rail-road, she has not a
debt or a liability which warrants any careful consideration.
Having premised these views, your committee are prepared
to say, that they have considered the plan of distribution to
the towns and cities in this Commonwealth, of the moneys to
be received, and are of opinion, that such a course would be
inexpedient.
The argument of President Jackson, and other strict constructionists of the constitution, has been, that the national
government could not with propriety conduct most works of
internal improvement, but that they must be carried forward
by the States acting separately. And now, when the funds
are about to be placed in our hands for these very purposes, is
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it wise to scatter them broadcast over the Commonwealth, so
that the public shall receive no benefit from them ?
Experience has demonstrated that great evils result from
distribution in the manner proposed.
These funds become a subject of contention and strife in
the towns, and, so far from being productive of public benefit,
they have, in many instances, been the occasion of much public and private evil. All the public advantage which could be
expected to result from a division among the towns, may be
secured by the action of the Legislature, and this, too, coupled
with such restrictions and accountability, as may entirely prevent the evils of the separate action of the towns.
As to the expediency of applying these moneys for the payment of the debts of the State, your committee are of opinion,
that it matters little what resolves may be passed by this or
any other State in the Union in opposition to the base and
infamous doctrine of repudiation, unless action is coupled with
resolution. Let us show that we intend to oppose repudiation,
by using our resources, in the first instance, to pay our debts.
Massachusetts owes a debt of one million of dollars, or she
will owe that amount when the assessments are all paid on her
shares in the Western Rail-road. This amount will not fall
due until 1857. The State owes also another debt of two
hundred and ninety-four thousand dollars, which falls due this
year. This debt has been incurred by an excess of expenditure over income, during several years, but the items which
make up this excess, are of an extraordinary character, as the
building of the Insane Hospital, the State surveys, &c., being
objects which have ceased to be a tax upon the treasury. The
committee believe that the first moneys received under the
distribution act should be applied to the payment of such part
of this debt, as may be unpaid when these moneys shall be
received by the treasurer. Such an appropriation, as a measure
of justice, and as discharging a debt which has been incurred
for the relief and comfort of the insane, the blind, and other
objects of charity in our Commonwealth, will be acceptable,
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we believe, to the entire mass of our fellow-citizens, and would
accord with the views of his Excellency, in that part of his
message referred to in the order submitted to this committee.
In regard to any other moneys which may be received under
this act, your committee would recommend, that a moiety
should be reserved to indemnify the State for the liabilities
which have been incurred on account of the Western Railroad, and another moiety should be divided among the schools
of the Commonwealth, annually, on the same terms as the
school fund ; but, inasmuch as it is uncertain how much will
be received during the present year, and as any payment in

July next would not be in season for distribution this year
among the schools, your committee are of opinion, that the
treasurer should be directed to deposit the balance of moneys
received by him, after payment of the scrip due, in the banks
on interest and withdrawable at short notice.
Your committee recommend the passage of the accompanying bill.
All which is respectfully submitted.
order of the committee,
S. H. WALLEY, Jr.,

Chairman.
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In the year One Thousand Eight Hundred and Forty-Two.

AN ACT
Relating to moneys which may be distributed from the
proceeds of the Sales of the Public Lands.

Be

it enacted by the Senate and House ofRepresentatives,in General Court assembled, and by the authority of
the same, as follows
:

1
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Sec. 1. The treasurer and receiver general of this
Commonwealth, is hereby authorized and directed to
receive from the treasury of the United States such
sums of money as may be payable at any time or times
hereafter to Massachusetts, under the provisions of the
Act to appropriate the proceeds of the Sales of the
Public Lands, and to grant pre-emption rights,” passed
by Congress and approved on the fourth day of September, in the year one thousand eight hundred and
forty-one.
The treasurer is further authorized
Sec. 2.
and directed to apply the moneys which he shall
“
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3 receive under this act, to the payment of any scrip of
4 this Commonwealth which may fall due in the year
5 eighteen hundred and forty-two.
Sec. 3. The treasurer is further authorized and di1
2 rected to deposit any and all moneys which he may
3 receive under this act, over and above what are appro-4 priated by the foregoing section, in any bank or banks
5 in this Commonwealth, on interest, and withdrawable
6 on thirty da vs’ notice.
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MINORITY
Olf

Distribution

REPORT
THE

of the Proceeds of Sales of the Public Lands.

The undersigned, a minority of the committee on finance,
referred the subject of the distribution act,”
passed at the late extra session of Congress, ask leave to present
some of their reasons for dissenting from the report of the majority of the committee.
By the reference of that portion of the governor’s address
which relates to this subject to the committee, discussing the
policy of the measure, —by the vote of the House refusing to
instruct the committee, —and by the several orders to inquire
into the expediency
of the proposed plans, the question of
reception, as well as of appropriation, was submitted to their
consideration.
The question before us, is one of the most important which
the Legislature will be called to act upon during the session.
As to the first part of the inquiry ; the undersigned believe that,
by the passage of this act, proposing to distribute the public
revenues, Congress has assumed new and dangerous powers,
subversive of the rights of the States—changing, in effect, the
relations heretofore existing between the States and the general government —and clearly unconstitutional, unjust, and inexpedient. It is the first bill of the kind which has ever become
a law, and it never has, and, we trust, never will receive the
to whom was

“
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approbation of a majority of the people of this country. The
former schemes of this kind have been pressed, on the ground
of there being a surplus revenue in the treasury, which it was
necessary to get rid of by distribution. The originators of
these plans expressly disclaimed the right of Congress to raise
a revenue to distribute among the States, to be used by them
in their public expenditures.” If jt is said that the money received for lands is not revenue, we answer that the lands were
ceded to the general government for the express purpose of
raising revenue. The action of the State Legislatures, and of
Congress, on the subject of the cession, —the tenor of the
cession deeds, and the usages of more than half a century, are
in proof of this position
By the constitution of the United States, the States ceded to
the Union the sources of public revenue, to enable the general
government “to pay the debts and provide for the common defence and general welfare of the United States.” This revenue
should be confined within the necessary expenditures of the
general government. To raise a revenue beyond this, for
creating a surplus to be dealt out to the States, involves a most
odious and unjust principle of taxation, because the burden of
the tax falls upon the whole people, and especially the consumers, while the benefits of the distribution are almost certain
to be enjoyed by property alone, and even then, not generally
or equally, according to every man’s property, but to the special
advancement of the private interests of stockholders, holding
exclusive privileges under special legislation.
The measure before us, connected with the recommendations of the majority, shows the direct tendency to this result;
for, if the project of appropriating the sums this State may receive, in the manner proposed by the majority is carried into
effect, the consequence will be, that in a professed distribution
of the lands of the United States, the landholders of this State
will virtually receive nothing ; all will go to enhance the value
of stocks, and to sustain the credit of scrip issued to corporations. If it be answered that this will relieve the farmers from
“
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taxation, our reply is, that the present sources of our State
revenue are ample to carry on an economical administration of
State affairs ; and, hence, instead of this appropriation of the
United States revenue being so much relief to the farmers, it
is only taking their share of the distribution which ought to
come back to them, to help lift the mortgages on their lands,
imposed by this pledge of the public credit. Thus, the direct
benefit is to go to the favored few, and a possibly indirect
benefit only to the many.
But, if such would be the danger and injustice of a system
of raising and distributing a surplus revenue by the United
States, when its treasury overflowed, what shall be said of it
when there is nothing to distribute, and the treasury is empty ?
At this very moment, while the majority are devising means
to expend this donation or annuity, which they are rather hoping for than expecting from Washington, the United States is
mdlions of dollars in debt; all the sources of revenue, even including the public lands, are estimated to fall several millions
short of the expenditures of the present year, and a million and
a half of demands, which there is no means to pay, lie dishonored at the door of the treasury, including, it is said, the
salary of the minister to England, a citizen of this State, for
his outfits!
In such a state of affairs, an attempt to distribute a portion
of the revenue, the whole of which is insufficient for the wants
of the general government, is, in effect, an attempt on the part
of the States to violate their solemn cession of the power of
raising revenue to the United States ; and to take back that
important provision of the constitution without which the
Union cannot exist.
It must operate at both ends to destroy the harmony of our
system of government.
On the one hand, the States will look to the federal government as their almoner and sink into the condition of humble
annuitants upon its bounty, while the general government must
either render itself powerless to provide for the common defence
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by its lavish gifts to the States, or become odious by its exactions on the people to make up this annual drain of its resources.
We conceive therefore that it would be the part of wisdom
and of patriotism, for this and every other State in the Union,
to at once put a stop to this system of corruption on the part of
the general government, and cupidity on the part of the States,
by refusing to receive a dollar of this annuity.
The undersigned feel it their duty to earnestly recommend
to the Legislature to enter their solemn protest against this mode
of distributing the public revenue, and especially to record their
dissent to a system so directly tending to consolidation, by
making the sovereign and independent States of the Union
mere stipendiaries upon the bounty of the federal government,
instead of relying upon their own resources for their annual
expenditures. Such a system must be alike destructive of independence and true economy in the States.

The grounds on which its acceptance is recommended by
his excellency, and by the majority in their report (which does
not enlarge the reasons), are, that it will bring about a settled
policy in regard to revenue, and ensure a permanent protection
of domestic industry, “and above all secure competence and
happiness to the farmer, the mechanic, and the day-laborer,
without driving them into competition with the ignorant and
half-starved laborers of other countries.”
There is always, we have observed, an overflow of sympathy
for
farmers, mechanics, and day-laborers,” expressed by all
legislators when about to tax these great masses for the benefit
of the privileged few. From the amount of sympathy annually
lavished upon them in reports and speeches, it is marvellous
that they have not reached the highest point of favor in legislation. And it is unaccountable how it is that, with all these
disinterested professions in their behalf, they are still left to
bear all the burdens which fall on them from special legislation, and which is said to be designed solely for their benefit.
Is not the present example in point ? The revenue of the
“
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United States is to be diminished some three millions annually
by distribution. The deficiency will have to be made up by a
tax on consumption. An increased tax on the necessaries of
life becomes a direct burden on the laboring classes, who get
no more relative means to supply their wants, for their wages
never rise so fast as do the prices of what they consume.
Thus Massachusetts, it is said, is entitled to receive by this
bill some $140,000 per annum out of the public revenue.
The whole being insufficient for the federal government, this
$140,000 has got to be paid back in increased faxes on the
necessaries of life, and of course it will take much more than
that to replace it in the treasury from which it was withdrawn.
This increased tax falls heaviest on the great, mass of the people, the consumers. The burden therefore is to fall directly
on the farmer, mechanic and day-laborer. Their means and
their labor must make up the deficiency in the treasury caused
by this scheme of distribution. But what are they to get of
the $140,000 ? Not a cent! The majority recommend, in
the first instance, to pay off the State debt, thus relieving property from a debt incurred by special legislation, and not helping the laborer, —and after the scrip is taken up, it must go into
rail-road stocks, and to pay interest on, and to take up, the

foreign scrip'issued to private corporations.
The idea that the distribution will have a tendency to bring
about a settled policy is at direct variance with the provisions
of that act. The second section expressly provides,
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to the
prejudice of future applications for a reduction of the price of
the public lands, or to the prejudice of applications for a transfer
of the public lands on reasonable terms to the States within
which they lie, or to make such future disposition of the public
la?ids or any part thereof as Congress may deem expedient.
This leaves the whole question open, subject to the changes
of party, or of opinion on this measure, and especially to the
increasing if not controlling power of the western States in the
new apportionment of representatives. With these facts before
“
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us we can see no plausible reason for regarding the measure as
a permanent one, but precisely the reverse.
The idea is expressed by the majority, that “the moneys
received for the public domain have been used to oppress the
laborer and manufacturer,” and we are called upon to “rejoice
that by this act, the disturbing cause is removed.”

We are certainly prepared to rejoice at any such result, but
we are utterly at a loss to comprehend what the oppression has
been, or what the relief is to be.
We suppose that the majority mean, (hat by diminishing the
revenue through this act of distribution, Congress will be compelled to lay a high tariff of duties, and thus be forced to protect
domestic manufactures. Such is the view of his excellency
in his address.
But do the facts sustain it ? How is this act to aid protection

?

His excellency says in his address, that “he can perceive
nothing in a horizontal line of duties which can recommend it
to the favorable consideration of any one, unless it be the fact,
that it is more injurious and fatal to us, than any other scheme,
except a discrimination designed to do us injury.”
Admitting this to be a sound view of discrimination, what
follows ?
Why, this horizontal line of d'uties which his excellency
condemns, is expressly guaranteed and made permanent by
the distribution act, and we cannot comprehend the reasoning
which denounces this system as injurious, and in the same
breath approves the act for distribution, that must cease the
the horizontal line of duties ceases.
moment
The following provision in that act, it seems to us, must have
escaped the notice of those who hold it up as a means of securing a protective tariff. It reads thus:
Sect. 6.
Provided, that if at any time during the existence
of this act, there shall be an imposition of duties on imports,
inconsistent with the provisions of the act of March 2, 1533,
entitled ‘an Act to modify the act of the 14th July, 1832,
“

“
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and all other acts imposing duties on imports,’ and beyond the
rate of duties fixed by that act, to wit twenty per cent, on the
value of such imports ok any of them, then the distribution
provided in this act shall be suspended, and shall so continue
until this cause of suspension shall be removed.”
Here the provision is express, that whenever a duty above
twenty per cent, is laid on a single article of import, the distribution of the proceeds of public lands is to cease.
Hence it follows, that protection and distribution cannot go
together for a moment.
Now the argument for protection is based upon the assumphorizontal line of duties,” which is secured by
tion that this
the compromise act, will not protect our home industry, but
will operate, in the language of the majority of the committee,
“to drive the farmer, the mechanic, and the day-laborer into
competition with the ignorant and half-starved laborers ofother
countries.” But it is plain from the terms of the clause quoted
above, that no duty exceeding twenty per cent, can be laid on
a single foreign article without working a repeal of the distribution act.
How then can the friends of a protective tariff, who affirm
that a twenty per cent, duty is ruinous to domestic industry, be
the friends and supporters of this distribution act, which offers
an annual bribe to the States, not to raise the duty on a single
article above twenty per cent ?
Here is Massachusetts, for instance, with $140,000 annually
received to pay off her interest on Rail-road Scrip. Her manufacturers demand higher duties, and here comes the conflict.
The rail-road interest, the foreign stock interest, the interest of all who wish to avoid a State tax, is directly arrayed
against the interest of the “mechanic, manufacturer, and daylaborer,” for the moment a single duty is raised, the stipend is
:

,

“

gone.

If then there is any desire for discriminating duties over
twenty per cent, in a single case, and if this is the true interest
of our Commonwealth, the distribution act is diametrically opposed to that interest.
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Another practical difficulty must arise. To retain the distribution, we must keep down the tariff to the horizontal
line” of twenty per cent duties. Take away the proceeds of
the lands, and twenty per cent, on the articles now dutiable,
will not meet the public expenditures by millions. What then ?
You cannot tax the luxuries beyond twenty per cent. You
“

tea and coffee must be
;
mouths
of
the
consumers to sustain this ystem
taxed in the
the farmer, mechanic, and day-laand it falls of course on
borer.” A twenty percent, tax on these necessaries, it is said,
will just about meet the three millions of the sales of public
lands which is to be given to the States out of the treasury.
Thus the three millions is to come out of the pockets of the
farmers, mechanics, and day-laborers,” who, as they pay the
enhanced price on the necessaries and comforts of life, cannot
have the satisfaction, by a high protective tariff, of enhancing
their “competency and happiness,” which the majority report
promises them, as the result of distribution.
Nor is this the worst view of the facts
The entire duties
of twenty per cent., levied on all necessaries, and luxuries, will
not meet the expenditures of the general government, as now
administered.
In what condition then is the general government to give
away its sources of revenue, and what will be the effect upon
the States who receive it, but to compel their people to pay it
back in direct or indirect taxes ?
Neither will it do to withdraw this source of revenue from
the general government, if we mean to enforce the principle of
protection beyond twenty per cent. This is plain from a single consideration. The government must have revenue, and
it must come from imposts when the lands are gone, or from
direct taxation. The object of high duties is to exclude foreign articles that compete with our own. If they are excluded
by high duties, then the revenue must be diminished, for the
domestic article pays nothing to government. If the foreign
article is not excluded by high duties, then the price of the
must then fall on the necessaries of life
“

“
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domestic article is enormously enhanced to the consumer, and
protection is afforded against competition,
but rather a premium for smuggling.
The whole conclusion from the plainest facts must be, that
the doctrine of protection and this act of distribution cannot
go together,—they are utterly opposed to each other, and one
or the other must be repudiated.
Another idea advanced by his excellency, that the tendency (of this act) will be to arrest the schemes of ambitious
politicians to traffic the lands away,” leads us rather to the conclusion, that a set of ambitious politicians,” to arrest the
schemes of some to traffic the lands away, passed the distribution act, which provides for giving them all away, and on conditions that seem likely to be productive of much mischief,
corruption and contention hereafter.
It only remains to consider the question of appropriation.
Provided the Legislature consent to receive this annuity, and
in case it shall be paid, what shall be done with it ?
We are of the opinion that it should be distributed to the
several cities and towns, as the surplus revenue was in 1837.
An order to consider the expediency of such a distribution was
submitted to the committee, but the majority have repudiated it.
To us it seems altogether the most equal, just and beneficial
disposition of the money which could bo made. His excelthe funds which the distribution
lency, in his address, says
How can this
act disposes of, will reach the whole people
to
relieve
if
in
goes
property
merely
up State
done
it
taking
be
at the same time no

“

“

“

or corporation scrip

i

The majority, in their report, also say they regard the proceeds of these lands somewhat in the character of a trust fund,
which is not to be appropriated for the exclusive benefit of any
“

but rather for Ute common benefit of all.”
Wc agree in this sentiment, but we find the conclusion not,
as the majority do, in giving it to private corporations or to relieve property from its share in paying the State debts, but in
one,
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distributing it to the towns and cities, which have the best means
of using it for the common benefit of all.”
To suppose that the towns cannot do this, in their associated capacity,” as well as the Commonwealth, is to suppose that
the same sort of men, when sent to the Legislature, are wiser
than they are at home.
The majority affirm that the resources of the State are
ample,” and they exult that Massachusetts has not, like some
communities, become well-nigh beggared by indolence,” &c.
We cannot think that it is patriotic or honorable, for Massachusetts “to indulge in the language of self-gratulation,”
or to exult over her sister States. She has just Resolved,
that the law of obligation for a people, and for an individual,
is the same,” and certainly it would not be considered becoming for an individual to make invidious comparisons to the disadvantage of his neighbors, who happen to be placed in unfortunate circumstances.
The States of this Union are bound together by indissoluble
ties, and it should be the duty of each, and of all, to cultivate
feelings of harmony and good will.
Truly, we can see no cause of boasting over other States,
who, perhaps, are only more involved because their many are
less patient in bearing burdens, for the benefit of the few.
Least of all, is such a reproach becoming us, when all that we
propose to do to meet our public debt, is to rely upon borrowing, and the bounty of the general government, to give us
money to do it with ! —a resource that all the beggarly and
which the majority allude to, are doubtindolent communities
less quite as willing to pledge their public faith on, as is Massachusetts.
The majority propose to take this distribution money, which
ought to go to the whole people, and appropriate it to pay a
State debt, which the property of the Commonwealth ought to
meet directly, instead of resorting to a shiftless system of
eking out our boasted public faith, by borrowing more money
and relying on the general government for an annuity !
“

“

“

“

“

“

”
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It seems to us that this mode of sustaining our credit, which
dreads and evades taxation just as much as do those involved
States who dare not test the patience of their people, does not
warrant the majority of the committee in expressing, in this connexion, their just indignation “at the base and infamous doctrine of repudiation,” a sentiment we should heartily concur
in, were it sustained by a straight-forward course of our own.
The majority say,
let us show that we intend to oppose
repudiation, by using our resources in the first instance to pay
our debts !” That is, let us show that we can pay our debts
from u our own resources” by taking this donation from the
general government, (when we get it) to pay them with !
Now, we suppose that any State is ready to go as far as that
against “repudiation.” Hence, our conclusion is, that the true
test of our public faith at this time is, to distribute this donation among the towns, where it can be best applied to the common good, and to show the strength of our own resources, by
providing for our own debts, without calling upon the Hercules
of the federal government, to get the wheels of our State government out of the mire.
The argument of President Jackson, and other strict constructionists on the subjects of internal improvements, alluded to by the majority, goes against this whole scheme of distribution. “If the national government could not with propriety
conduct most works of internal improvement in the States,”
what propriety is there in proposing to raise a revenue to give
these very purposes ?” It is only attemptto the States for
ing to do indirectly what it would be unconstitutional to do directly.
The undersigned therefore, in case the act of distribution is
accepted, recommend the distribution of the same among the
The objection which the matowns of the Commonwealth.
is
to
jority raise to this,
suggest a doubt, whether it is wise
“to scatter these funds broadcast over the Commonwealth, so
that the public shall receive no benefit from them.” If by the
public is meant the people, it would seem that the public
“

“

”

“
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would be most benefited by that which is most widely diffused. But, if by the public is meant corporations and holders
of scrip and stocks, the majority are undoubtedly correct in
their conclusions.
Another objection urged is, that to give it to towns will create dissension.
This is again assuming that the same men in the Legislature are wiser than the same men in the towns.
But if this objection is sound, it goes directly against the act
itself, for the States are much more likely to quarrel about distribution than the towns would be.
The towns depend solely on taxing their citizens. The
State has ample resources,” the majority say. Why then
should not the towns have this money which belongs to their
“

people

?

Here is about $140,000 anticipated annually, at the rate of
$l5O for every thousand inhabitants. In five years it would
be $750 for every thousand, and should the proceeds exceed
that sum, the proportion will increase. It is easy to estimate
the direct benefit every town would receive from this course,
and the question for the Legislature to determine is, whether
this beneficial and just claim of the towns shall be sustained,
and the money go to the people who will have to pay the
money which the government proposes to distribute.
The undersigned, therefore, report the following amendments
to the bill reported by the majority of the committee, should
the first section, which authorizes the treasurer to receive the
money, be adopted.
GEORGE HOOD,
ABIJAH EDDY,
SALMON HOWARD,
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Strike out the second and third sections and insert the

following

:

1
Sec. 2. The moneys so received shall be annually
2 distributed among the several towns of this Common-3 wealth, in proportion to their respective population, as
4 ascertained by the census of 1840.

Sec. 3. The Treasurer and Receiver General shall
deliver their respective proportions of said moneys to
the treasurers or other duly authorized agents of said
towns, as soon after the same shall be received from
the General Government as may he, and the Governor,
as soon as any apportionment is made, is hereby au-7 thorized to draw his warrant for the payment to each
8 town in the Commonwealth of their respective shares
9 of such apportionment.
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Sec. 4. Should any town, for the space of six
1
2 months from and after the passage of this act, neglect
3 to authorize the treasurer or agent of said town, to re-4 ceive the share of such town, the same shall remain in
5 the treasury of the Commonwealth, subject to the fu-6 ture disposition of the Legislature.

