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THE ADMISSION OF MINNESOTA
AND ALIENJSIJFFRAGE.

SFRECH OF ALEXANDEK H. STEPHENS,
or MKOROIA ;

hdncf"l III tht ILute of KeftraeiiMtvn, Mny 11, l 85m

The House having under consideration tlie bill ft>r the
admission of the State <»f Minnesota into the Union
Mr HTKI'HKNH said
Mr Si'icAKKh My tune will uot allow rue to answer all

the objections that have been made to the admission of
Minnesota I,do not think it necessary, however, to
consume time, or to exhaust u»y feeble strength, in an

Nwering nil the objections tott nave been rawed Many
nf them uro <>f small Import, while some of them arc

pmve, important, and go to the very foundation principlesof our government. This latter chum of objectionsarc not new they arc not novel; they involve
principle* coeval with our institutions, in reply to them,
1 must be brief in tire forty minutes allotted to me.

They involve two inquiries. The first question in referenceto them in, whether they be well taken in /art t and
the second is, whether, if well founded, they amount, in
themselves, to a good and valid ground for the rejection
of a State f
The geuUeutaa from Virginia [Mr. Qa&vmt] objects

because of the Btate boundaries violating the stipulation
between Virginia and the United States in the cession of
the Northwest Territory. In point of fact, I do not
consider that objection well taken but if it were good,
it ought to have been taken when the enabling act was

passed last Congress fixing tire boundaries of Minnesota.
That portion of the old Northwestern Territory now includedin the State of Minnesota was included then, and
the objection should have been taken then, if at all.
There 1b, however, but a small portion of the old cession
of Virginia included in this State. Twenty-odd thousand
square miles of that cession, it is true, have been added
to the ninety-odd thousand square miles constituting the
main body of Minnesota. This was for convenience
Only a small portion, therefore, of the original Virginia
cession has been taken off and added to the large extent
of country that makes the State of Minnesota, for the
public convenience. There has been no injury resulting
anywhere, and 110 breach of faith, in my judgment.

it wits stated, also, that the number of delegates who
formed the State constitution was larger than that order«1in the enabling act. That objection has been well
answered by the gentleman's colleague, [Mr. Jrnkikh. |
The act of Congress provided that as many delegates
should bo chosen as there were representatives in the territoriallegislature. Well, sir, the peoplo of Minnesota
construed that to embrace their senators or ooancilmen
as well as representatives in the lower House. The bill
admitted of a doubt. I do not conceive that that objectionhns much force in it.
But 1 must pass ou to notice tho other objections of a

graver character. It was stated by the gentleman from
Ohio, [Mr. Knr.ruan,] who opened this debate, and has
been repeated by several other gentleman, that the constitutionof Minnesota is violative of the constitution of
the Dotted Mates.in tins, ttuvt it permits aliens to vote,
nr other than citizens of the United States to vote, in
Htate elections.

Mr. Speaker, before arguing the point whether this
clause of the constitution of Minnesota does or does not
violate the constitution of the United States, let me ask
right here this question : suppose it to be true that that
feature of their constitution does violate the constitution
of the United States, or is inconsistent with it: is that a

good ground for her rejection ? I put it strongly and
broadly in the fore front of the argument.suppose that
l>c conceded : is it a legitimate ground of objection to the
admission of a State that a provision of its constitution
is inconsistent with the constitution of the United States (
1 say, sir, not. I say it as a State-fights man advocatingthe principles of the State-rights school. We can only
look into the constitution of a new State applying for admission,to sec that it Is republican in form, and that it
legally and fairly expresses the will of the people. If
there be conflicts, the constitution of the United States
points out how those conflicts are to be settled. After
coming into the Union, such clause, if it be in, will of
course have to yield to the supreme law of the land. Sir,
the case of Minnesota, if this bo true of her constitution,
will not be a singular one.
The constitution of Illinois declares that no man shall

lie eligible to a fedehd office who lias been elected to and
hag accepted a judgeship in that Htate within two years
after the expiration of the term for which he accepted
it. A senator from that State, now holding a seat in the
other wing of the Capitol, [Mr. Triimuci.l,J was elected
to that body during the term of a judgeship of a State
court, which he had been elected to and had accepted.
In the Senate of the United States the question was raised
as to his eligibility, and as to whether the constitution
of Illinois could, under the constitution of the United
States, impose such a qualification; in other wordH,
whether the qualifications for senators set forth in the constitutionof the United States were not absolute and binding,and did not supersede the provision of the constitutionof Illinois. The Senate so determined; and that
senator now holds bis seat in tlie face, iu the teeth, and
against that constitutional provision of his own State.
Whether that decision of the United Stutcs Senate

was right or wrong I will uot now stop to inquire, or to
express an opinion.

I cannot toko up my time in citing other analogous
cases. Many instances might bo adduced from decisions
of the courts. It is enough for me to affirm that the
constitution of the United States declares that "this
institution, and the laws of the United States which
shall is: mode in pursuance thereof, and nil treaties made,
or which shall be made, under the authority of the
United Slates, shall be the supreme law of tlie land ; and
the Judges in every State shall he bound thereby, anythingin the constitution or laws of any State to tin: contrarynotwithstanding." 1 sny, therefore, In answer to
all that has liecn said in reference to the constitution of
Minnesota being in violation of the constitution of the
United States, that, even conceding the point for argument'ssake, (which I do not concede in fact,) this would
not be a just and valid ground on which to reject her admission.It is a question which can be properly decided
when it arisen, if ever, l>y the proper judicial tribunal
Wore which it may arise. We, on the question of admission.can only look into a constitution to see that it
is republican in form.

Mr. TWITE. I desire to ask my colleague whether
he concurs iutho Green amendment to the Kansas bill,
which assorts the right of Congress to inquire into the con
ihtntkm of any State applying for admission into the
Union, in order to see whether it is consistent with the
constitution of tho United States?

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. My time is short, and I
want to argue other questions ; but I will say to uiy colleaguethat then? was nothing in the origifia! Green
amendment which did not meet my cordial and hearty
approval. There was nothing in it which inquired into
a constitution. It was altogether negative in its character.

Mr. TRI1TK. If my colleague will allow me, I think
that right was directly asserted In the Green amendment.
Tho SPEAKER. The Chair desires to suggest that the

constitution of Kansas is not before the House.
Mr. TRIPPE. The same principle involved in the

amendment to the Kansas bill, to which I have referred,is contained in this bill.
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. 1 cannot discuss that

question now. Tliero were words added to tho original"recti amendment that I considered liable to objection ;
'art, being negative, wore not fnsnpernblc with me.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I lay down this projxvition, that
'hero is nothing, in my judgment, in the constitution of
Minnesota, inconsistent with the constitution of the UnitedStates.
The gentleman frotn Ohio, [Mr. Khruman,] who led off

m this debate, argued that there was no clause ill th"
constitution of hw whirli tit* itHwwnl

|»embom of the legislature could l»c prevented from bold,nBfi>r life. Well, nir, stippoee the gentleman KMcorTwc*Jbut I <lo not concede the fact the constitution
*«"il<l not therefore lie anti-republican. I would not vote
f"r *uch a constitution if 1 were there. But, air, wtint
oni»titute« » republican form of government ? It In, h* r
"identtand it, a division of the three great branchon of
ROvcroraent the executive, Hie judicial, and the lawmakingpower*. That dMifon in certainly In thin con
"i'ution. Several of the State* have made the judiciary
rlictive, or bidding office for life I)oe« that make their
JminUtution* antl-republican I The constitution of the
"ited State* ilcxv thin If (lie Judiciary can hold office
rwhy not the executive f and why may not repre

scntatives on well, if the people see fit to make such a
constitution 1 It wonld not cease to lie republican in
consequence. It might ami would lie, in my judgment,
a very Imd constitution but I nay that of that we cannot
righfully judge.

1 now roine to the main question In this debate the
alien suffrage clause, us it is called, in this constitution.
1 have said that it was no new question It is a grave
and Important one, hut it is coeval with the government.
Mi Sj»caker, if there was any subject which was so

rtously watcheii and guarded, in the formation of the
constitution of the United States, above all others, it
was tiiat the federal government should not touch the
right of suffrage in the States. The question of who
should vote iu thu several States was left for each State
to settle for itself. And, so far as I am concerned, I say
for myself that there Is nothing In the doctrine of Staterightsthat i would defend and stand by longer and light
for liurder than that which denies the right of the federalgovernment, by its encroachments, to interfere with
the right of suffrage in my State. The ballot-box .thst
is what each State must guard and protect for itself; that
is wiiat the people of the several States never delegated
to this government, and of course it was expressly,''un-
der the constitution, reserved to the people of the States,
Upon the/mbject of alien suffrage, about wliii-h we have
heard so much lately, 1 wish in this eonnexion to give a
brief history. I state to this House that the principle
was recognised hy the ordiuanee of 17x7, which was beforethe government was formed.

It wire recognised by the act of 7tli August, 17X9,
soon after the government was formed, one of tire first
acts signed by Washington.an act making provisions for
carrying out that ordinance

It was recognised in the territory south in the cession
hy North Carolina, on the 2*1 April, 1790.

It was again recognised in the bill creating a govern-
ment for the Territory of Tennessee, on the 20th May,
1790.

It was recognised in the act of settling the limits of the
State of Georgia, and creating the Mississippi Territory,
ou tlio 7th April, 1798.

It was recognised in a supplemental act to the last, on
the 10th May, 1800.

It was recognised in the division of Indiana Territory,
oil the 3d February, 1809.

It was recognised in an act for Illinois Territory, on the
20th May, 1812.

It was recognised In the act organizing the Michigan
territorial government. The date of this I do not recollect.
But I cannot take up my time hy referring to other instancesiu their order. 1 know thnt in some cases voting

in the Territories was restricted to citizens. This was the
case in the Territories of Missouri, Iowa, Wisconsin,
Utah, ami New Mexico while alien suffrage was again
recognised, in express terms, in thu Territories of Oregon,
Minnesota, Washington, Kansas, and Nebraska.
Of the Presidents of the United States who, in some

form or other, gave the principle their sanction either in
the Territories or States, may be mentioned Washington,
the elder Adams, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Polk, Fillmore,and Pierce.

Itefereiicc, sir, has been mode in this debate to u speech
made by Mr. Calhoun on this subject in the Senate in
1836, on the act providing for the admission of Michi-
gan, upon which comments have been made by several
gentlemen. The views of that distinguished statesman
have been presented as authority on their side. I have
simply this to say about that speech 1 cannot find it in
the Globe. I cannot find it in the debates of tho day.

Mr. K1CAUD. I think it is in his published speeches.
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia I have seen it in Ids

published works, hut I cannot tind it in the published
reports of Congress. It is stated to have been made in
1836, ou the bill authorizing Michigau to form a constitution.Michigan was admitted with alien suffrage in
her constitution, on the 3d Match. 1837 ; and Mr. Cal-
houu does not appear to have mode any objection to her
admission on thut ground. 1 tind speeches made by him
upon that bill, but none objecting to this clause. J liiul
he offered a substitute for the bill admitting Michigan
without objection to the alien-suffrage clause in her constitution.Still, it is stated that this speech of his was
mnde thu year before, on the occasion referred to, and 1
do not wish to l>e understood ns questioning it. That
was on Congress conferring the right. He did not raise
any objection to tiie admission of the Stat*?, as far as I
can find, because of alien suffrage being allowed in her
oonainuuon.

Again »n the 2Gtli of .July, 1848, the Clayton com-
promise bill for the organization of certain territorial
government* paused the Senate. The fifth section of the
act provides.

" Tlint every freo white m»le Inhabitant, above the ag« twenty
one yearn, who shall have been a rvnlheut of nahl territory at the
time of the paaaagn of tliln act, nhall bo entitled to vote at tlio llrnt
election, antl 8lia.ll bo eligible to any office In nald territory; but the
'lualnlcnthm of voters, and ef holding office, at all anbaequont alecllonn,nhall bo tueh an nhall be proneribe.l by the leglnlatlve onnem
bly Provided, That tlio right of nulfragis and of hohllng office nhall
be exercised only by citizeun of lite lrnitod States, and those toko Ihull
have iteelnred on oalA thrir intention tn become tueh. and shall hare hi
ken an uath to sup/tort the cotutUution of the United States and theprovisions uf this act.

On tlio engrossment of this bill, the vote was.
" Vain.Messrs Atchison, Alilertoo, Ilcnton, Ilerrlcn, Borland,

Hreoge, Bright, Butler. Calhoun, Clayton, Bavin of Mlnninni|i|>i, Dickon
non, Douglas, Bowon, finite, llanuegan, llonaton, Hunter. Johnnon 01
Mar/laud, Johiinon of Luutgiaua, Jolinnon of (ioorgia. King. Iniwin,
Mangutu, Mason, l'lirlps, Rusk, Sebastian,Spruance, Sturgeon, Turney,
Wesrtoott, and Yuloe.33.

" Nays.Messrs. Allen, Bndgor, Baldwin, Bell, Bradbury, Clnrk,
Oorwiu, Bavin of Mannaehunettn, Bnylon, Biz, Bodge, Folnh, fitzger
aid. Uremic. Hale, Jfamlin, Metallic, Millar, Mies, Underwood, Up
liain, and Walker.22.

Mr. Calhoun was on the committee which reported
this provision, uud lie does not appear tut having objected
to it. And though he may have made that speech in
1836, yet it is equally certain and true tliat twelve years
afterwards ho voted for the very principle he had pre
viously opposed. Mis vote for tlio principle in 1848, in
my opinion, is a sufficient answer to his speech against
it in 1S3G. This is, therefore, Mr. Speaker, uo new tjues-
tion.
The same principle, as I have said, was incorporated

in the same words, I think, in the bill for the organiza-
tion of Washington Territory in 1853, and in the Kansas-Nebraskabill In 1854.
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Maynabd] put this

question to soino gentleman the other day : Whether, if
this hill should pass, Minnesota might uot confer the
right of voting upon an alien enemy t Hy no moans, sir;
the person of foreign birth, who Is entitled to vote under
tills constitution, has first to purge himself of hit allegiance to
other powers. He must have declared his intention to
become a citizen of the United States, and sworn to sup
port the constitution of the same. This is the condition
precedent. By no possibility, therefore, could an alien
memy legally vote in Minnesota.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the decision of the Supreme Court

of the United States has lioen read and commented on by
illCKniuraunu mini nmrjumi, l1"'- UAYB,J WIIO led Oil
in thin discussion, and whose speech I listened to with
a great deal of interest.Ml argument m well got up and
made on that aide of ttie question ate I think it poMlble
for ingenuity, ability, and talent, united with eloquence,
to present. lie rented his argument mainly oil the decisionof the Supreme Court In the Dred Scott ease, where
Judge 'Iteney say* that the words " people of the United
States," in the constitution, are synonymous with "citl-
sens." After reading that part of the decision, the gentlemanquoted an article in the constitution which says
that "the House of Representatives shall be composed of
member* chosen every second year by thtjmptt of the sev-
end States and his argument was, that as the Supreme
Court had defined that the word " people " wassynony-
mous, in the constitution of the United States, to " dtiaens,''therefore members of this House could be elected
by none but " cttiaens of the United States." That was
the gentleman's argument; hut I am far from concur-
ring with him in it. Hts argument rests upon the an

sumption that the constitution Of tile United Mates, In
the clause quoted, Intended to define the elMS of votcre
in the several States, and to limit suffrage. I think that
it will take me but a moment, by renin ring to that clause
of the constitution and coinpairing it with ethers, to show
that tlie object of that clause was sfmpty to point cat the
mode of the election of the members of this House in
contradistinction from the mode of electing senators, and
not the else* of voter* The House was to be elected by
t.lift nfSltilfi l»v A nonulivr hv fits* mumoa » wltllst hi'
Senate wt* to 1* elected l>y the State legklntime. T>mt
la all that k meant In tlMt eknae Ike oonatitntlnn k in
these wonk:
" The Hoti»» ot lUprOneiiUtlvd >- tieII he eoitipeeixl at momWii

rhoaen every «<* ml veer by the people of the erverel »»te»e*"

TIioto the gprntleman atopped. Wlmt follow* ?
,iud lUc slytlon in eh Wole tluiU h*\» the qunlKk.tl.m. re^ui

tie for olt*« tort of ihe mo.it uuuiorotii i>r«u>cU of lh« Stuto Utguin
tur».M

There, coupled with what .the gcutleuian ie<ul, ix tin
right which 1 gay that the people iunigted upon beyond
all otlierg the renerved right that the general govern
went ghould never interfere with auilrgge in the KU»ten
not even tor meridiem of thU Ilouge. Immediately after
the wurde he read, kir, without a eeiuicolon geparwUng
thorn, ie the expregg declaration that the Ktalck idtail fix
tin- quantitation of elcctuu or voterg. Who khall nay to
each State in this particular, Uiuh tar rnuyot thou go,
and uo further ' Who ghall nay to the aovereigutieg
when- they id rail stop? The Stateg, over thin ^gubjeet,
have never parted with any of their govoreiguty. It is
their riirlit. therefore to tlx the nualilieirtiomt tif vuL-ih

unrestrictedly and absolutely. If they say an alien may 1

vote, it ia their right to do so.
Thu other clause of the constitution to which 1 refer- '

red, showing what was mount in the hist part of the one
read by the gentleman, is in these words <

" Tho tkiuirto of Uiu Uuitsd States stiull Its "omisjseU >>l two sen 1

ators from each State, ohoeeu by the li'io*luturo Lhsrsnf1' t

The first clause the gentleman read tiie other day refers '

simply, its it eieariy appears, to tiie manner of the eleo- '

tion, the mode of the election, the constituency of those
elected -to distinguish them from the constituency of 1

the senators The one wan to he the people. ooulra-rUztingniahedfrom the tegislatntes of the States ; tliis was 1

one of tiie points of ditKculty in forming tire federal eon- '

Htitution. It was iinidly determined that the House
should represent the people and tire Serrate should representthe States.

r

1 will refer briefly to tiie same authority on thut point.
J read from Yates's Minutes of the Debates in tiro federal
convention the fourth resolve :

'

" That thu mumborB of tho first branch of tho national legislature
might to ho olectuil by tho puople of tho several Stated was oppostM
und. Htrange to tell, by khuciucUuisetta and Connecticut, who suppos.tl 1

they ought to be chosen by tho legislatures and Virginia wupportml
the resolve, alleging that thin ought to he tho democratic branch of
tho government, and, as such, Immediately vo.stcd in the people.''

Again, Mr. Pinckncy moved ,

That the members of tho ttr»t branch (thut is, this House) be 1
appointed in such manner as ttio several State legislatures shall
d»roBt.n

I
Mr. Madison said ,

il 1 oppose the motion." ]

Mr. Muson siyid j" 1 *ni for preservlUK Inviolably Uiu tlt-miicraUo branch of Uiu rhv
twainuuI. Triai, ws havo liiund lacunvSiariiCM Irani pure dsiaacra
cies but if wii naiau Ui fnM(r« jwuiai and real freedum, they unlet
necessarily become a oouuronent jwrt of a Iintlohai government
t'bangs this nseoiaary principle, and If Um government proceeds fa
taxation Ihn Stales will npposo yaur power."
The idea that prevailed at the formation of our constitutionwas, that representation and taxation should go

together. It was mainly upon that ground that the men
of that day went to the war with the mother country ; it
was because the colonies were taxed and not allowed rep-
resentation ; and If you trace tiie history of this governmentdown you will find this great American idea run-

ring throughout.that taxation and representation should
go together. Whoever pays taxes should vote-- that, is
the idea.

Great confusion seems to exist in tho minds of gentle-
men from tho association of thu words citizen and snl'-
frage. Rome seem to think that rights of citizenship and
rights of suffrage necessarily go together ; that one is de-
jiondcnt upon the other. There nover was a greater nris-
take. Suffrage, or the right to vote, is the creature of
lnw. There are citizens in every State of this Union,
I doubt not, who are not entitled to vote. So, in sev-
eral of the States there aro persons who by law are en-
titled to vote, though they bo not citizens. If thero
be citizens who cannot vote, why mny there not lie
individuals, who are not citizens, who muy nevertheless
Ire allowed to vote, if the sovereign will of the State slinll
so determine t In all the States nearly there arc other
qualifications for voting, even with the native-born, besidescitizenship, llesidencc for a certain length of time.
Virginia, for instance, requires of all citizens of other
nuiui, imuve-uoru uukiu ui Maryland or «orin Carolina,a certain term of residence. They shall not vote
in Virginia unless they have been there twelve months.
in Alabama, I think, the provision is the same. 1

Why, air, in my own State, where we have universal
suffrage, as it is called, no man can vote unless he hus
[raid his taxes, and resided in the ouunty six months.
There are thousands of citizens in Ucorgia, and 1 suppose
iu every other State, who are not entitled to the right of
suffrage under our constitution and laws. Citizenship
and suffrage by no means go together in all cases. My
time will not allow me to enlarge on that idea. I will only
refer brictly again to what was said in the federal conventionon the subject of the States retaining the control
over the subject of suffrage, showing how vigilnntly this
wus watched and guarded by the State-rights men. GouverneurMorris had projiosed to restrain the right «f suffrage
to freeholders. This gave rise to a long debate. Mr.
Ellsworth said :

"Tho qualification of electors stood on the most proper footing.
The right of sulfrugo hum a tender point, ami strongly guarded hy
most of tho State constitutions. The people will not readily subscribe
to the nutional constitution if it should subject them to be disfranchi*
ed. The States are the best judge* of the circumstances and temper
of their own people."

Again, he says, (I read from the Madison Papers:)
" Ouslil not every mail who pay. a tax to rota for the reprMtntaUv«wlui is to lovy ami <II:<|hwo of Ui* tummy ? Taxation ami rcpie-

H«iitat:<>n ought to go togvthcr."
I barely refer to this to show that lam sustained in my

view by the highest authority. This subject of the quaff-
flcation of electors, nud who should determine it, was
mooted at the settlement of the government and It
was left to the Statu legislatures, under State constitutions.
Now, sir, a few moments on the decision of the SupremeCourt of the United States. Judge Taney, in my

judgment, fully confirms everything I have said. He
says
" The word-« 'people of the United States,' ami 'citizens,1 mo synonymousterms, and mean tho utme thing. They both describe the poltti

cat body who, according to our republican institutions, form the aov

creigttty, and who hold the power and conduct tho government through j
tboir representatives. They ar® wh*t aro familiarly called tho sov
oroign people ; and every citizen in one of thin people, and a cons tit
uont member of this sovereignty. Tho question before us is, whether

won h n<*gr«] coinpone a portion of tlflii people, and are constituent
member* of this sovereignty. We think they are not and were not
Intended to be Included under the word 'cittioniT In the cotutiiutkni,
and cuu therefore < Inim none of the rights and privilege* which
that Instrument provides for, and secure* to citizens of the United
HUtcs.

^
Itm tin' lirst words of this clause of the decision the <

gentleman from Maryland relied 011, lint he did not pursue
the argument tar enough.
The object of the Chief Justice was to show that jiersonsof the African race descended from those who were

bought and sold as slaves, were not in the original body- 1
politic, and eouhl not, by State laws, lie incorporated into 1
that body-politic. But now mark what immediately fol- <

lows that part of his decision: i
" la itisciMsIng llils qmnitm, we mast lint cunfuuml the rights of

citizenship which u State may confer within ill own limits ami tho i
rights or eitlzennhip si a memher of tho Union." {
Here is the distinction. By naturalization, Congress

can confer citizenship throughout the Union. What are
tho rights created by tiiat ? Three in all. 'Hie right to
hold laud is one ; the right to sue in tho federal courts Is 1

another ; and the right to claim the protection of this J
government, or tlie right of passport abroad, is tho other. *

No State can confer these rights throughout the Union ; jbut each State may confer them within her limits. Each '
State may confer upon an alien the right to hold lands. 1
No man can question that ; hut if Indiana or Georgia
nonfers this right upon an alien, ho cannot go into South 8

Carolina and hold land there by virtue of that. If he j
were naturalized he could. Ho each 8tab: may give the *

right to an alien to sue in its own courts ; hut, therefore,
'

he does not acouure a Tight to sue in auv other State 7

court or the federal court*. Koch State may guaranty
her protection within her limit*, hut not throughout the
Union. She cannot pledge the protection of the common
government.
But the court gocw right on with thin language

' It <Wxmi not bjr maaiw luhow, beoavcj* he ha* the right* and
privilege*) of ft otttann of n State, that he inn at b« a clU/on of tho Uol
led Slatt*. lie may have all the right* and privilege* of a cittern of
x Stale, nnd yet not be entitled to the right* nnd pnvltegefi of a cittern
in any other State ; tV>r, prrvlmn to the adoption of the mnMttutinn »

f tbn United rtrn1»»itarwrg Statu had the undoubted right to confer on
ahommnsvar It piea*od tho charm tor of cittern, and to endow him
with all It* right* but thin character, of court*, wan routined to the
boundaries of tho .State. Mid jfftvo him no right* or privilege* in other
MxtiM beyond tlio*#* saanmd to him by the law* «»f nation* and the
Totality of State*. Nor have the an vera! State* Hurretidered tho paw
v ot conferring tboaa right* and prlvUcgoa by adopting the coiv>Utu
llort of the lYhlled StJttcv Rach State may fttill confer tham ill»oa an
alien, or any one it think* prop of upon anv chut* or <h>*crlpUott of
pormnfi yet hn wollfl not be t cittr. ni in tho a«w*o iu which that
word i* u*«4 in the constitution of the United Staler, nor emitted to
uo 9m "ucn »u ono <h conn*, nor 10 wo privilege hii.1 iumiuniUv* 0

»f a cltttftu la Um other Statu*. The right* which he woukl m^falrewouW b# rmtrioU'd to th« statu which gave thfin." I
I ask, then, If t|ie constitution of Minnesota, according

U> this !Wt*<! Scott decision, has ttn iota, or a single clause
iu it, *o far an alien suffrage lit concerned, which Chief
Justice Taney ha* not said she has a right under the otm,titutkmof the United State to put in it ? Thitt in a right
uOne of the States have ever surrendered. Every State
in tills trttfob has tin* right of fixing tlie thUua at uil its
.miaitueut eJeiuuits absolutely, as each State may do-
n-ruilne for itself, and also the right of determining who
may and who may not vote at elections for public ofticcrs
iiuder her authority. What nart of the constitution of
Minnesota, then, in in violation of the constitution of
the United States? Why, then, should sheuot be ad
ultted ? 1

I»t me say, in conclusion, that the constitution of 1111-
loin lew such a clause. Ia not slui im equal in this
UnionT Why not rule her out? Itiifiaps has fcuch a
lausc. Wiiy not rule her out ? Michigan has Such a
Unite. Why not rule her out?. Wisconsin has such a
lnuao. I have the journal here When Wisconsin was
admitted, in 1S48, Mr. Calhoun was iu hi* seal and he
lid not even mil the yean and nay* on it. And yet we
are told that thin is' a great and ft dangerous exanjjde
are are netting, if we admit Miuncidia oA ftu equal
noting with lilinofii, Indiana, Michigan, WlscoUidA, and
til of the tttotos. Deprive her of thin great right, wdWld
die lie their equal ? Are Illinois and South Carolina
low equal ? Are Indiana and Massachusetts now equal ?
Why, then, if you deny Minnesota the power that
Illinois and Indiana have, will she be equal to them '

filings equal to one another are equal to each other.
If those in the Union now are equal, will not Minnesotabe unequal if you deprive her of this right?
If you put u|K>u her a condition you have never
.nit ujion these others, will not you make her unequal ?
uid if you bring her in, would she be upon an equal
footing with her sister States ! If she confers suffrage
upon tnose horn abroad, Who purge" themselves of their
foreign allegiance and swear to support the constitution
>f the United States, she has the right to do so. Any
Mate iu the Union now has the same right, if any see lit
to exercise it. The several States cannot confer citizenshipof tho United States upon any body or class of persons; but every State, in her sovereign capacity, lias a

right to say who shall voteatelectkxiaintbutKtate. Lotus,
then, drop this objection ; let us admit Minnesota, and let
her come in clothed with all the sovereignty that the
other States possess. My time fc out.
One word about the amendment I have offered. 1

thought that by this time Minnesota would be entitled to
three members. The enabling act entitled tier to one,
witli additional representatives, according to her papulationunder the lust apportionment. The information 1
Itavo received since l ottered my amendment has led me
to believe that her population at thin time would not entitleher to tlireo members, but will to two ; and thereforeI withdraw my amendment, and hope the House
will paw the bill as it came front the Senate. 1 call for
the previous question.

TtfIRTY^ifH"CQNGRESS,
First Session.

TUESDAY, MAY 18, 1858.

.SENATE.
HKMORIALS, PSTITIONS, KTC.

Mr. KIND presented a petition frsm business men of
the northwestern lakes in relation to ascertaining whether
Prof. Ballot's rule to foretell the approach of storms
is applicable to the lakes which was referred to the
Committee on Naval A flairs.
Mr. TRUMBULL presented the petition of J. H. Langleyand other citisens of Illinois, urging the recognition

of their pre-emption claims to lands in' the late military
reservation en Rook Island, Illinois ; which was referred
to the Committee on PobUe Lands.

Mr. TEARCE presented the petitionee Michael Nonrse,
praying compensation for certain services performed by
direction of the First Comptroller Of the Treasury ; which
was referred to ths Committee on Claims.

Mr. P. also presented the petition of Hiram McCullough,praying to lie released from his suretyship on the
contract of S. A. West and U. McOullough for the deliveryof stone at the Gosport navy-yard ; which was referredto the Committee on Naval Affairs.

Mr. WRIGHT presented n petition of citizens of tho
United States praying that tho public lands may be laid
out in forms or lots of limited size fur tho free and exclusiveuse of actual settlors; which was referred to the
Committee on Public Lands.

It KIWIS or COXMTTKKB.

Mr. BTGLER, from the Committee on the Post Office
[ixiu ruHi nuous, i/u wiiuiu wa» rviurrcu mu j>«aiuuii ui

John Wightuian, anlrmitted on adverse report thereon.
Mr. YULRE, from the Committee on the Post Office

and Post 1toads, to whom was referred the joint resolution
explanatory of an act entitled 'An act for the relief of
George Chorpenning, jr.," approved March 3, 18ST, the
petition of George l.'horpenning, and the presentment of
tiie grand jury of the United Mtates for the northern districtof Klori'Ui, asked to be discharged from thq further
consideration of the some, and that they be referred to
the Committoo on the Judiciary ; which was agreed to.

Mr. Y., from the same committee, to whom wn referredthe petition of citizens of Michigan relative to the
construction of certain wugou-rouds in that Htate, and
the }>aper8 relating to the adoption of 0. E. Wood's plan
for the delivery of letters In California, and in Oregon
and Washington Territories, asked to Is1 discharged from
the further consideration of the same; which was agreed
to.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, from the Committee on

Printing, to whom was referred a motion to print the
memorial of Tai. P. Bhaffuer, reported in favor of print
ing the memorial without the map ; and the report was

agreed to. Mr. J. also asked to be discharged from the
further consideration of said memorial, and that it lie rereferredto the Committee on the ^ost Office and Post
(loads which was agreed to.
Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs,to whom was referred the petition of the children of

Stephen Krolis, asked to bo discharged from the further
consideration of the same which was agreed to.

Mr. S., from the same committee, reported a hill for
Lire relief of Madison Hweetser which was read aud Dossed
to a second reading.

traSAOK from nil iioi'ak of hkprwhstativw.

A message vu received from the House of Rcprescnta
Lives by Mr. Allen, their Clerk, announcing t<> tire Senate
that the House Had paused the hi If to provide for the collectionand *a(p-ikp<;piug of puhlk' archives in the State
if California, with on amendment, in which the concur-
renee of the Senate was requested.
Mr. BAYARD moved that the Senate concur in the

intendment to the bill just named which was agreed
to.

difficulties with forrkin powers.

Mr. GIWJN asked and obtained unanimous consent to
utroduce a joint resolution for the adjustment of diiHcul4uswith the republics of Now (ireinula, Central Amor-
ca, and Mexico ; which was read twice and referred to
.ho Committee on Foreign Relations. It provides that, <
or the purpose of adjusting the difference* between the
United States and New Grenada, the Central American
States, and Mexico, the President shall be Authorised to i
ulopt such measures and use such force as in his jndg- ]
ncijt may be uecessary and advisable, in the fevent of
he refusal i>y the government of any of said States, of
nit Satisfaction for wrongs inflicted upon American cttinns.
iu iuw*muimK uro IIWV4) juint icwiiiiuhii, mi. u. u:narkedthat be had adopted, aa near as the nature of ih<

ubfect would permit, the very word* of tha joint reeolu- jIon which passed the Senate a few days ago, having refer-
nee to our difficulties witii Paraguay, in order that no
iow question would have to be considered by the Coin
niUec on Foreign Relation* in acting upon the subject
t could not be denied but that we have been trifled

(rith l>y the government* of New Uronada and Nicaragua.
rho treaties made by qui miniatea there have been in
no instance so altered us to Ihj ulniost an insult to tiiis
government, and in the oflier so delayed ns to place it ,
sit of the power of the President, evCn if it is ratified,
o lay it before tbo Senate previous to the close of the fresentsession In both or these States', especially the
ormcr, our clliaens have been plundered and murdered, H
nd we have had no redress. lie also said that he In- g
Imled the other Central American "States In his joint res- J
lutforv, Ixvausc lie hail no dpubt but that the rrrsklent

Wa» UUthllUXod to dolUIUld lepUJatioU flout IbuMI State*
also, and many itutu* would present themselves where our

citiaeua had been grossly outraged. Much instances in
Mexico were too numerous to require luiy notice of them
in detail. Thitt government wu» becoming u by-word
witli the whole civilized world for the neglect of their
cithaens in foreign States. Mo wonder that Ureal Britain
think* she run witli impuuity scaich our vessels in
the Gulf of Mexico, because, we never resent anything.While those waters are swarming with Brit
Ish cruisers, we have Boating there, tut he had
Is'en iuforiuod, only one vessel, the Fulton, which
he Is'lleved was formerly a ferry-lsrat, 'and hail been
turned into an iudilterout bhip-of-war Mis Abject in
the introductiou of this joint resolution was to hate the
ii s|H>usibility brought directly home to some one branch
of the government, to that these difficulties niiglit lie
wttlud.

Hll.L INI'JloIUi'Ult

Mr. BlthliLM asked and obtained leave to introduce a

hill to provide for tlie payment of exjieuses arising from
Indian hostifHie* In the State of Minnesota; which was

road tarica sod referred to the C'unuuttiee 011 Military
MtaUs.

KKK/U. UUil AWl'iW.

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. ShwaAB
was adopted, Ihitthtctlng the Committee on Foreign Relationsto inquire whether any legislation is necessary to
rnublo the rretiiilent of the United States to protect
American vessels ugaiust liritjah agernation in the Gulf
jf Mexico ot elsewhere, and to report by bill or otherwise.

1'kl vatk iii lij.

Uu motion by Mr. HAMLIN, the Senate proceeded to
the consideration of tiro bill for the relief of Lemuel Woreter;which wax rend a third time and )kissed.
On motion by Mr. CRITTENDEN, the Senate then precededto the consideration of the tiill for the relief of

Sherlock & Kherley, liKail contractors; which was dismissedat some length, and then laid on the table.
AMftSSION or OKBOON.

Mr. DOUGLAS moved to postpone all prior orders, and
proceed to the consideration of the«bill for the admlsalon
jf Dragon into the Uulon. The question being taken,
the result was.yeas 2b, nays 2b.as follows.
YEAS.Hour". Bell, Drutlorlck, Chroerou, QuimlMr, CUM, Coll*

iner, lllxoii, lkxilitlle, lhuigluii, Durkoo, F'lHxettiluii, Font, Foster,
liwltt, Hats, Hu in in. lUrlan, Houston, JSnos, King, Rico, Seward,
shields, Slinnions, Stuart, Suuiuor, Wade, uud Wilson.28.
NAYS.Heesrs. Allen, Bayard, Bviijumiu, Bigler, Bright, Brown,

Clay, tilngman, Crittenden, Paris, jKitzpatrick, Breon, Hammond,
Hunter, Ivorson, Jolinson of Arkansas, dotinsoa of Tenueesue, Ken
Body, Mallory, Mason, Poarce,Polk, Sebastian, sUdiell, Toombs, Trum
bull, Wriglit, aud Yalee.28.
ABSENT OK NOT VtlUNU.llbssm. Bates, Kitcb, Henderson, l'ugb,

Raid, Thompson of Kentucky, ami Tbomsou of New Jersey.7.
Tire VICE PRESIDENT voted in the affirmative, and

therefore the motion was agreed to.
Mr. JOHNSON, of Tennessee, moved to postpone the

further consideration of the Oregon bill, for the purpose
of taking up the homestead hill which. was not agreed
to -yeas 8, nays 45.
The question pending was on a motion formerly submittedby Mr. Trcmbi'll, to postpone the further coiy

tdderation of the bill until the first Monday In December
n*£.<

Mr. FITZPATHR'K favored the motion, on the ground'
that we had no definite information whether tire populationof Oregoi^jvas sufficient to authorise the formation
of a State government there. He hoped the rule would
be adopted that no Territory should lie admitted as a
State until her population was equal to the ratio of representationin the House of Representatives.

Mr. GWIN advocated the passage of the bill, and d*r
fended that clause in the constitution of Oregon exqludingnegroes and Chinese. Ho said that if the Dred
Scott decision had been made in 1849, negroes would
hotm Immrt ovclinlotl frntn f!ftlifnrniu

Mr. DOUGLAS earnestly urged the propriety of either
passing tbhi bill at once or rejecting it, ao that the people
of Oregon may know whet to depend pn.
The debate was continued l>y Messrs. HALE, TRUMBtTLL,KING, GREEN, andothers; when the question

being taken, the motion to postpone the bill to the next
session was not agreed to.yeas lfi, nays 38.as follows
YKAB.Messrs. Boll. Chandler, Clay; Crittenden, Darken, FesHfn.loii,Fitrputrlck, Halo, Hamlin, Hammond, Hunlor, Ivoraou, Kennedy,Mmti T"i~'"i", *"j f-f-.-'»
NaVIP.flcstr*. Alien, Bayard, Rl^l.-r, Bright, Brodorlck, Brown,

On inwon, Oinftnas, Collatnor, Davis, Dixon, DoolttUa, Douglas, Voot,
Ko.-ter, Qrocn, Gwln, Harlan, Henderson, HuuaUm, Johnson of Ar
kansns, Johnson of Tenooasm, Jones, King, MaUory, Hoik, I'ugh,
8obastlau, Howard, Shields, Hhninons, Slide 11, Stuart, Thomson of New
Jorsov, Toombs, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee.88.
ABSENT OR NOT VOTINCD Moasrs. Bates, Benjamin,Clark, Fitch,

Ponroe, Held, Klcc, Sumner, and Thompson of Koutusky.V.
The bill was then read a third time and poised.yeas

35, nays 17.as follows :

YEAR.Messrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Blglor, Bright, Brod
crick, Brown, Cameron, Chandler, Clinginau, Collumor, Dtion, l>uo
little, Douglas, Fool, Foster, Grtsoii, <1 win, Harlan, Houston, Johnsonof Arkansas, Johnson of Tonnei-see, Jones, King, Hoik, Hugh,
Kcbi'tUn, Seward, Shields, SiiniuotiR, Sltdell, Stuart, Toombs, Wright,
and Yulee.36.
NAYS.Messrs. Bell, Clay, CrtUaoden, Davis, Durkee, Fessendeu,

Fitzpatrick, Hale, Hamlin, Hammond, Henderson, Hunter, Iverton,
Kennedy, Mason, Trumbull, and Wade -17.
ABSENT OR NOT VOTING Messrs Bates, Hark. Fitch, Mallory,

Piuiri-o, Real Hioe, Sumner, Thompson of Kentueky, Thomson of New
Jersey I and Wilson.11.

BOUNDARY or TKXAS.

On motion by Mr. DOUGLAS, the Senate then proceededto the consideration of the bill from tho Hotwo of
Representatives to authorize the President of the United
States, in conjunction with tho State of Texan, tp run
and mark the boundary lines between the territories of
the United States and the State of Texas, which had'biWi
reported with an amendment, to add at the end of the
third section the following "Provided, That the person
or persons appointed and employed on the part and behalfof Texas are to be paid by said State ; and provided,
further, that no persons, except the superintendent or

commissioner, shall lie appointed or employed in thls'kervieeby the United States but such as arc required to make
the necessary Observations and surveys to ascertain such
line and erect suitable monuments thereon and make1 returnsof the sumo.''
The amendment was agreed to yeas 30, nays 15.as

follows
YE.IV Messrs Allen, Benjamin, ltlglir, Brown, Chandler, Clark,

CrltUmdeu, Dixon, Feeseudeu, Foot, Foster, Green, Hale, Hani'ln.
Harlan, Houston, lverson. Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Ten
ucw<m\ King, r«»lk, Pufch, Rice, Sebastian, Hewar<t, Shield*. Simmon;,
Slide! I, Tdoi^Iw, aud \Va<lo 30.
NAYS Moser*. ftrodorlck, Cameron, Clay, Cling man, Havi*, Fit?

Patrick, (*«ln, Hammond, Hfliidimon, Kennedy, Mason, Stuart,
riKXiittou o! New Jeraey, Wright, and Y it toe .16.
ABSKNT OK NOT VOTINiF Me«i-ra. Bale*, Bayard, Moll, Bright,

Collauuir, Doohuis, ftonglod, Ihtrkw, Fitch, Hunter, Jones, Mailory,
I'cnfre, Rel(f, Skinnier, Thompson of Kentucky, Trumbull, and Wil
son.18.

The hill wM then read a third time and passed ; and
after the consideration of executive bus!non the Rebate
adjourned. ,

IYOU8E OF REPRESENTATIVES.
liniuc<iiately after the reading of the journal, the

House proceeded to the election of a Doorkeeper.
Mr. ADKAJLN, of Now Jersey, nominated as the democratiecandidate Joseph L. Wrigljt, of NemJeroey.
Mr. MOlUJAN, of New York, nominated Arthur W.

Fletcher, of Washington.
Mr. '//OhhTCOVFER, of Tennessee, nominated J. P.

Jbase, of Tennessee.
Messrs. A., iv, Moanan, Zou-ionrraa, and- Weight

j{ Tennessee, were appointed l»y the Speaker to act as
Aiders, and repqrted the result of the first ballot, as follows:

Mr. Wright received x 11? rotes.
Mr. Fletcher "

... ....... 77 "

Mr. Chase " 10 "

Mr. Walker " -9 »

Scattering 3 "

Whole number of votes cast, illfi ; necessary to a choice,
100.
J. U Wright, baring received 117 votes, was ,consepientlydeclared elected Doorkcc(>er for the remainder of

he Thirty fifth Coiurreaa. Mr. Wright immediately took
lie until of office, mid entered ii|s>n the discharge of his
iflieinl dulion.

laxd claims |* california.

Mr. CLAIIK, of New York, wan informed by the AttorlerUenoral that unless Mvenl bills In relation to laud
laims in California wiiich liad unanimously |sowed the
lenato, and subsequently lieeu referred to the Committee
*1 the Tudieiarr of the house, were ImmediAtoly passed,
o that they could be sent to California by the next
tenmcr, the piyemmeut would lose at least $50,1100,000.
fe asked that 1ht,y might lie tnken iij> and paused.
Mr tjrmiAN, of ill«d<s(pjflr, said hd Is-Hevcd he

wm the only penton who objected to their immediate
consideration, hut if the gi-uHuman fnwu Mew York
would accept a slight (UMMfauflSt to one of them he
would withdraw hi* objection.

Mr. CLAlUt accepted the amendment.
Mr. J. tlLANC'Y JONIffi said he did uot intend to give

way for anything unless it wa# of great public mowmMj
He would gtve way for three Senate Mil#, If they were

ixuwed under the prWriou# mmtiaa. j'

ikuate hill for the pnercntkm and pnalehntent of rraarlr f
in laipl title# in California wo# brut taken up, and, undet
the oi>erution of the preyion# queetiun, woe road a third
time anil panned. v i . - >

Senate bill to provide for the collection and aafe keepingof the puklki anchieve# in the State af California wa#
next reported. Alter the aduption uf the aiM«ud4ipuit jpro
potted by Mr. Qi'ithan, under the operation of the prevlou#queetlon, the bill we# read * third time end pawed.

rn« hatt or rater muxino.

Mr FAULKNER, of Virginia, presented, at the request
of the delegate from Minnesota, sundry memorials mm
the governor, a«torm-Y -general, fadgeepaad JHt# other I
citizens of Minnesota, approving of the uouf* of the Secretaryof War lu the Dale o( Fori Sneitipg;, and expres *

sing their opinion that the hind-mM" w'UrAdt afwtfelr
ruin* Aho, 4h»> reywaof a horhd «f wrify MflesSfc, «f
which Brigadier General Harney waspreeident, tipimlM
the unanip^f>pihftth jfcat Jh« afep^on
nicnt of Fort Smiling as a point cither <if defence op sup- J
ply wax proper, ami in no longer needed Hw military pur- [
poses: which" were severally laid Oh the mMetMrorarV- 1

ed to l>e printed. ' '' :*l
CIVIL Al'l'EOPBIATfON BILL. f

On motion of Mr. J. ULANOV JONfiB, the House j,
went into Committee of the Whol? on the the
Union, (Mr. Hmitm, of Tenqesaee, in the chair,) and proceededto the consideration of the U)l niakfog appropriationsfor sundry civil expetpea of the government for \
tlie year ending the 30th of Jithe, 1859.

Mr. J. CLANCY JONES explained the provision* of
the bill, laying tliat it wax confined to the survey, of the (
count, the light-house establishments, the land surreys, |
and such other matterx us were usually embraced in the fj
bivll and diplomatic appropriation bill. The appropria- T
tions had been reduced by the department to whiri they

'

supposed to be the minimum upon whteh the service
could bo successfully carried on ; but the Committee of,
Ways and Means, after a careful and-scrutinising axamination,hud reduced the estimates $$£9,000. Tlie aggre- l

gate amount appropriated by the Dil! Is $3,811),438 97. c,

Mr. CLAWSON, of New Jersey, mod a Speech of con- E
slderable length, in which ho advocated the adoption of
more effectual measures for the relief of vessels wrecked .{;
on the coust of New Jorsoy. ]',
On motion of Mr. J. GLANCY JONES, the committee f

rose and a resolution was adopted terminating debute on j)
the pending bill. t!

Mr. J. GLANCY JONES then gave notice that he 'J
shonid at 5 o'clock each day, during the present week, !|
move that the committee take a recess until 7 o'clock, j
with the understanding that nothing should take place J
except debate. ' * Ym»,>i

Mr. HHKKMAN, of Ohio, inquired whether the Com- ,

mittee of the Whole could take a recess. t
Mr. J. GLANCY JONES replied that he understood 'i

that the chairman Would decide the motion in order. ^
The House theu again went Into committee. Mid re ;?

xumod the consideration of the civil appropriation Mil. $
mii i.i.. .i tk..r«iiu ill *i

AWr UUUNlUCrilUK! ucuwic, A1IVI VIW «UW|/MVII V* pcitnai

amendments, i «< <,< r.

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE, of New York, moved that the J
committee take a recess uutil half-post 7 oAlock. f.=.
A discussion upon points of order ensued until finally

the motion was withdrawn, and the committee roes. t
Mr. MORGAN, of New York, iuoved that the House !M

go Into the Committee of the Whole 00 the state of the {j
Union ; pending which, j'l

)fr- DAVIS, of Mississippi, moved that the House ad- fl
journ which motion was agreed to.yeas 77, nays 74. v I

Ho the House adjftumed.' ' .|1
THE $87,000; ACCOUNTED FOR. %
[Correspondence of the N. Y. firming Post.] J

Washington, May IS..Mr. Wright, of Georgia, and J
Mr. i>urvianoe,,ol' i'ennsylvAida, members of the special ,1

committee of the House of Representatives to investigate ^
the alleged eighty-seven thousand dollars tariff fraud, left
here yesterday for Albany, New York, with a view of
taking the testimony of TJnuiow Weed, esq. Mr. Weed
sent to the committee a statement that he was a constant
attendant t>y the bedside of a near relative who oan sur- f
vive but a very short time, and requested that the 00mmitteewould either interrogate him in writing or depu- VjJ
tlzc two members to proceed to Albany to take his testi- f'S
tndffy. The committee adopted Hie latter proposition, 1
and tlic gentleuiuu named above proceed for that purpose.Mr. Weed's testimony will close the esse. Thej
investigation will exonerate Congrerf from the obarge of ;
bribery and coemption, as the committee have accounted
for every dollar of the $87,000, as follows : t

l'slil Ui John W. WolooU riucasb) $18,000
Fai'l hi.lohn W. WnlnoU (ni>ffotlahl<i pu|K<r> 58,110(1j
I'uiil to Mr. Stoon, of Now V'ork Jourual oTComiasros 8,000T
Paid to T. Wood (through a Boston gontlemss)..i, 6,000n

Total ....... S87.0CO ;
It will be percelvetf by the above, which is in strict accordancewith the testimony of Mr. blade, that. Woloott

was paid the sum of $74,000, outof which it hasappeared
in evidence that he paid Mr. Ashmun, of Massachusetts, i
»J nun 'U>. nSi... Sin MM hi. rWiuxl ti. rrivn inu Mi
corint for. Perhaps if he had doas so, the fact might
damage the hanking limine of Gardner, Wolcott A Co., In
State street, Boston. The committee will report next
week. '<

-lLili.il, J-lll'll .M.,1 .1" 'iH-JL |*
BY AUTHORITY.

LAWS OF THE UNITED STATES.

Pub: 25.
AN ACT to authorize the vestry of Washington parish

to take and enclose certain parta of streets in the city
of Washington for the purpose ofextending the Wash-

"*

ington Cemetery ; and foe Oilier purposes.
Ht it enaetedby the Senate and Hmueof RepreeeniaHve* yf the

United St<itei of America in Oonyrtu ateetnUed, That the;
vestry of Washington parish shall he,' and dti hereby, 4
authorised. with the consent of the corporation of the » 7

city of Washington, to take, enclose and use forever, i
those (tartsof Kightecntli and Nineteenth streets east,
which He between the north side of fl street south and
the north side of Water street; and also those parts of *

south G and south U streets which liebqtvyeen Seventeenthand Twentieth streets eaiit, for the pofpose of en- ^
larging the Washington Cemetery i Pr< tided, That thu s

power hereby conferred sludl not be exercised as regards > >

such particular portion of either of the aforesaid streets ,

as may pass hi front of any lot of ground not owned by *2
the said vestry, until the mid vestry shall become the *ji
ownunr of such lol of ground: Ajid provided further, That
the said vestry shall not sell for any purpose Whatever '

any of the aforesaid parts of streets, hut the United »{
States shall retain and hold nuuh parts thereof sa may be ' f
laid out for burial purposes for the Interment of members (
of Congress or such officers of the government ismay die
In WnAlnnfim |

Sao. 2. Audi* it further enacted, That uo canal, nllroad.
street or alloy shall ever be laid out or opened luto or II
through the Washington Cemetery, except aueh 0Vcnu*«
or walks as may be laid oat by the vaetry otWfahfcqpon *t

parish, for the use and purpoaea of the aaid ceOMteqr.
Sac. 3. And be it further enacted, That thdWdMlnffton

Cemetery shall forever he free from tUtaiMl.1 j
Approved Id May 1868.

Pub: 11 |
A RESOLUTION to authorise the Secretary of the Tree '

sury, to audit and settle the eooonnta of the coubwi
or for th« erection of the. Catted States marina ho* |
pital at San Francisco, California. ||
Retailed by the Senate ami Hceut Rejpreamtatmm qf the;

United State* of America in fbnfreu naWiBaj That the
Secretary of the Treasury be, ami he la Itaeebyv MllMrli
cd and directed to settle and adjust the accounts of the
contractor for the erection of the called Stated marine
hospital at 8nn Prancfcco, (MMorniey and to pay to aald
contractor, out of any money in the treasury not other
wise appropriated, the amount that may be found to lie
justly dm- to him under the contracts made between said it
contractor and the proper officer* of the Rovanuneut in t
reference to said building.

Approve® IS May. 1858


