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ON THE COMPROMISE BILL.

Tuesday, June 11, 1850.
The Senate having under consideration the special order,

being the bill to admit California aa a State into the Union,
to establish Territorial Governments for Utah and New Mexi¬
co, and making proposals to Texas for the establishment of
her western and northern boundaries ; which bill Mr. Bbxvon
bad moved to postpone till the 4th day of Marcb, 1SSI-

Mr. DAYTON.* I avail myselfof the first opportunity
presented since the report of the committee for the expression
of my views upon the general subject before the Senate. I
regret the delay that has occurred since the report and the
speech of the Senator from Kentucky ; there would seem to

have been wanting a proper promptitude upon the part of
Senators concurring in the views of the Executive in coming
up to its support 5 and I have sometimes felt a sense of per¬
sonal humiliation that we have been so slow in the expression
of our views on the question. I purpose examining not so

much the recommendation of the Executive as the plan of
the committee. In doing so, I shall mike no antagonism
between them; and I shall place myself in no point of
antagonism with the committee or with any member ol the
committee, and least of all with its distinguished chairman.
Sir, I have followed him at a distance too long to desire or

even to consent to a position of personal antagonism now.

When we saw the result of the action of the committee,
a sense of general surprise and disappointment was felt in
this chamber as well as in the country at large. Here was a

committee organized for harmony, got up with a view to con¬

ciliation, and intended to reach a united result. It was thus
that the mind of the country was to be affected by the moral
force of a grand compronise. But, sir, when this report
comes in, we lind that, instead of being the result of an har¬
monious compromise, it is literally the offspring of confasion
and the child of discord. The report was scarcely born before
it was denounced by many of its putative fathers. They
seized upon it, strangled it, and would have choked it dead
in its cradle byt for the indomitable energy of one man, who
seized it with one hand and defended it against all "comers'
with the other. Although dissenting from his positions, it
was a spectacle of moral grandeur which I could not but res¬

pect and admire.
Bqt, sir, when the result of this committee's consultation

(with almost as many dissentients as concurrents) became
apparent, it required much confidence in the committee to
¦tilt persist in its own plan ; and permit me to say, With great
respect, that it required still more confidence on the part of
the chairman, under such disastrous circumstances, to say
that he " had s?en with profound surprise and regret the
persistence" (for so he is compelled to regard the facte
around us) "of the Chief Msgislra-e of the country in his
ownpeculiarplan." Mr. President, I recollect that duringthe
last Presidential cinvass, a New York politician, somewhat
distinguished for piquant sayings, (whose father was at that
time an irregular Democratic or Free-soil candidate,) express¬
ed his unbounded surprise that General Cass would persist
in running his name just to distract the Democratic party.
[Laughter.] Now, air, with all proper respect, it seems

to me that, in view of the action of this committee, and
its utter want of hatmony, the surprise and regret referred
to would naturally have been looked for in another quar¬
ter, and from an opposite direction. I think.and my
belief ia that the great body of the Whigs of the North at
least will agree with me.that the conciliation and effort
.t harmony referred to should have come from this end
rather than from the other end of the avenue. Why, air,
what have we seen ? After weeks of struggle, you have
organised your committee ; they have gone into session.
thirteen learned doctors consulting over the body of our poor
dying patient; and yet "the thirteen have not united upon the
mode of treating a solitary one of the five gaping wounds of
which the patient is said to be dying. Seven is a majority of
that committee. Why, air, the President, with his six mem¬
bers of the Cabinet, would have formed the majority, if they
bad been part of that committee ; yet, under such circum¬
stances, it ia considered a matter of surprise that there was not
some intimation on the part oftbeExecutive thathe would aban¬
don his own recommendation for that of the committee. The
suggestions of the President when made were certainly well re¬

ceived by the country at large. In the beginning he proposed.
(what I understood the South had at first asked).non-interven¬
tion ; and then, sir, when we come in, and, under the recom¬

mendation ofthe Executive, work up to that point.no interfer¬
ence in the Territories at all.we find that the stake is pulled
up and set down further on, and we are again required to

work up to it; and we are told further, that, unlesa we do so,
nothing can be done.that the question is, the plan of this
committee or nothing. 8ir, if that be so, I regret it deeply.
If it so turn out, I shall ever believe that it ia the unfortunate
result of this attempt to accomplish more than the state of the
times and circumstances would permit

JHr. President, I desire now to make some remarks upon the
plan of the committee. I do not compare this plan with
any other, because, although newspapers and speeches have
designated one aa the plan of the committee and the other as

the plan of the Executive, the Executive itself never as¬

sumed any such title for its recommendation. It did no more

than recommend a single measure. It is indebted for its
name to speech-makers and journalists. It was no plan;
it professed to be no grand scheme for settling all the ills
which might possibly afflict the body politic; it was the
recommendation of a simple and a single measure. The
Committee of Thirteen have brought forward a grand scheme,
and insist on calling the President's recommendation a scheme
or plan like their own, and ask a comparison. They are not

susceptible of comparison. The President's recommenda¬
tion and the plan of the committee go together, until the
recommendation of the President stops. They are identical
to a certain point; and if you take up the remarks of the dis¬
tinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Clat,) you will
find it so avowed by him. He says that the Executive re-

cormmenda the introduction of California as a State, and so

does the committee. The Executive recommends non¬

intervention as to the subject of slavery, and so does the
committee. They are therefore identical, in the view of
that Senator, so far. From that point forth, the plan of
the committee ia a plan of its own, and it must stand or

fall, not by comparison with an opposite plan, but by ita
own single.merits.
The Executive recommends the admission of California as

a State; and the commit;ee concur in it, with certain other
matters. Now, sir, upon the point of preference betwoeh
the two recommendations. The Executive recommends a

¦ingle act, direct, plain, and straightforward. He says, if
California deserve upon her own merits to be admitted, ad¬
mit her; if she do not, reject her. That is the plain, di¬
rect, and straightforward method of legislation, divested of all
extraneous, outside influences. What does the committee
do > They recommend the admission of California.thereby
admitting the Executive to be right.but, in addition, from mo¬
tives ofpolicy or political strategy, they recommend other mat¬
ters, wholly extraneous to the main proposition ; other and
weaker measures, to be rarried along by this, the stronger one.
I submit, in the beginning, that the recommendation of the
Executive, thus far, is the more unexceptionable and proper
course of legislation; that California alone is more correct
than a proposition which connects it with and overrides it
t>y other matters. Then, sir, as to the Territories. The
Executive recommends' non-intervention upon the subject of
slavery, and the committee recommend non-intcivention on
the subject of slavery. Both plans, as respects this exciting
topic, (which alone moves so deeply the public mind,) are
thus far identical; they do nothing at all, (st least the report
of the committee professes to do nothing,) although aoms
Senators suppose an advantage ia gained to the South by the
extension of a Territorial Government there. When the
plans, therefore, commence to differ, they differ not in relation
to alavery.not in leference to the matter about which the
country is so deeply excited, but to matter about which the
country knows little, and the great majority care less» to wit,
the civil organization of those Territories aside from slavery.
Tbe want of a civil organization of the Territories is not one

i of tbe five gaping wounds which hsve been so graphically de¬
scribed. It is said that it is cur duty.that we are under
treaty obligstions to provide the inhabitants of those Territo¬
ries with G ivernments. The ninth section of the treaty of
Guadalupe Hidalgo provides :

.. Mexicans who, in the Territories aforesaid, sLatl not pre-

serve the character of citizen* of the Mexiean republic, con¬

formably with what is stipulated in the preceding article,
SHALL BK 1KCOHPOIIATEI) INTO THE UsiOH OF THK U«ITEn
Status, and bt admitted at theproper time (to be judged of

by the Congress of the United States) to the eryoyment oj all
the right* ofcitiaensofthe United Stmtes, according to theprin¬
ciple! ofths constitution, and in the mean time shall be main¬
tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty luid
property, and secured in the free exercise of their religion,
without restriction."

That, air, ia the provision of the treaty. At the proper time,
to be judged oj by the Congress of the United States, the
inhabitants of t&ese Territories are t> be admitted to the privi¬
leges of citizens of the United States. Something is thus left
to our discretion. In the mean time they are to be protected.
Now, sir, what is the condition of these Territories? First,

there is Utah. Where that is it is somewhat difficult to any.
It is, at all events, a certain somewhere, known a few weeks
since as Desert ¦, lying between certain portions of the Rocky
Mountains. Ia southern boundary (which is coterminous
with another Urritory) has never been s*sn except with the
aid I suppose o a telescope, and by one lb only explorer that
has ever been tiers. Anil when he saw it, from his northern
line of route, hi satf but some of the topmost crests of the
high mountains of the range. That is the(Assumed boundary
fixed by the bill, coterminous between this Territory and the
adjoining one. And, now, who are th>se persons, thus
reaching back tleir hands to the American Government for
the extension of its laws over them } They are the self-
expatriated followers of Joe Smith, the Mormon- They have
buried their prophet; they have abandoned Natlvoo; they
have gone voluntarily away, to relieve themselves from the
wholesome restraint of our laws and for the enjoyment of a

special system of their own. And at last, having squatted in
the great basin of the Rocky Mountains, at least a thousand
miles from every where, they turn around and demand gov¬
ernment at our hands ! Our sympathies are excited, and
our patriotism is invoked to extend forthwith the benefit
of our Isws to this wandering tribe. Sir, if half that was said
of them be true, unless their character has been bettered by
their residence in the Great Basin, they are little calculated
to do credit to the name of American citizens. We recollect
th« scenes which took place in Missouri and Illinois, and un¬

less their morals and manners have Improved, (if what were

then said of them be true,) so far from their needing protec¬
tion against the Indians, the Indians may soon have better
cause to demand protection against them; still protection
against the Indians requires a military force only, and protec¬
tion they should have. But, aside from this, the want of a

civil government constitutes, I suppose, part at least of one
of the five gaping wounds. Sir, this is no wouud; it is
hardly an outside excrescence. It may fester and burst, and
fester and burst again, .and yet it can never affect or touch the
health of the body politic.
New Mexico is the other of these Territories. I do not

pretend to know very much of the present condition of New
Mexico. It is said that it is under a military government
This military government, I infer from what I see, is a gov
ernment exerting its powers principally for the protection of
the inhabitants of the country against hostile Indians. I sup¬
pose that the laws, the magistrates, the whole municipal re¬

gulations of thot Territory, remain now substantially as

they were before the country was transferred to us. The
inhabitants are the same, they live under the same system,
and are protected in precisely the same way ; not politically,
but civilly and judicially, in all the property, business,
and social relations of life. But then it has been said that
the military government which has been placed over this
Territory is derelict (in its duty, and that when a Texan
commissioner presents himself there, assuming to exercise
jurisdiction, instead of discharging its duty, it abandons the
people. If this were so, it would not touch the ques¬
tion ; but for what was that military government, or ra¬

ther this lieutenant colonel, with a few troops, put there ?
It was, as before said, to protect the inhabitants from violence,
from Indian outrage, and for matters of that kind. I do not

suppose that a military government has or ought to have any
thing to do with the civil government of the Territory, and
the orders of the Executive seem so to indicate.
When, therefore, the Texan commissioner, one solitary man,

without a retinue even, and without a musket, presented himself
with a view to issuing writs for an election for small county offi¬
ces, what was the lieutenant colonel to do ? To bring forward
a guard, to present a platoon ? Obviously not. This single
man was there to exercise some character of jurisdiction about
which I shall speak more fully directly, which if it were ex¬

ercised wrongfully would be void, und so declared by the
courts ; and how, pray, was this lieutenant colonel to interfere
and bring his power to bear against this single individual, who
was thus there for a civil purpose only ' Why, I submit
with great deference that he should not have interfered ; that
he diil right to leave the two claimants to settle the question
of civil jurisdiction in the courts. But had Texas thought
proper to go there with an armed force, for the purj>ose of
taking military possession of the country, expelling a judicial
authority then there, she would doubtless have been other¬
wise met; she would then have been taught that there was
another power besides Texas, whose constitutional duty it was
to protect her, and that Texas, like every other State, has
a common arbiter, a common judicial tribunal by which her
civil rights are to be decided. But to the Texan commissioner,
coming as he did, one man, in the garb of peace, and upon
a claim of civil right, the lieutenant colonel says, in sub¬
stance, I will have nothing to do with the question; I will
not aid you, nor will I oppose you.

Sir, such is the condition of New Mexico. Now, un¬
der these circumstances, the plan of the committee recom¬
mends the establishment of a Territorial form of government.
I do not mean to say that there ought not to be a government
for those Territories ; that, aside from the difficulties con¬
nected with its organization, it would not even be better to
give them a Territorial Government ; I do not mean to say
that. But the difficulty in the way is that same Wilmot
proviso, which the Senator from Michigan chooses to consider
as dead. Dead ! How so, sir ' Does he refer to the vote
taken in the other house ? If to, we know very well how
and under what circumstances that vote was taken ; that it
was no test of what that house will do, when this question
shall be presented upon a regular Territorial bill. The Wil¬
mot proviso dead ! Let me teH gentlemen that the thing is
" scotched, not killed." And even that much has been
done, not by their arguments, rior their reports, but it has
been done by the Executive recommendation to leave the
subject alone, to stand clear of the Territories, where alone
this so-called monster has its lurking place. But if yoa go
to rummage in its domicile, to disturb its domain, gentlemen
will see if they do not stir up this thing to life and full action

| again.It is a grand mistake of the Senator from Michigan and
others to suppose that this thing is dead. In assuming this,
be deals in that branch of dialectics known as petitio princi-
pii, or begging the question. It is the very thing to be
proved. ATid whatever may be the opinion or feeling in this
chamber, when the trial comes in the other House upon a

direct Territorial bill, you may judge of the future from the
past. The instructions of the Legislatures of almost every
free State indicate the result in advance. Those instructions
were not that they should insist on Territorial bills, but that,
in the event of the passage of such, the ordinance of '87
should be inserted as a part. This proviso difficulty yet re- I
mains. It is that great stumbling-block in the way of the
formation of Territorial Governments whicb has existed from
the beginning, and exists yet. Our treaty obligation was to

give the inhabitants of the Territories the entire benefit, at a

proper time, of the institutions of the country; to give them
all their rights as American citizens. Why, the President, in
expressing his willingness that New Mexico shall speedily be¬
come a State, has even gone further in discharge of these ob¬
ligations than a Territorial bill would go. He has not meted
out to them those rights in the narrow, contrscted, and stinted
form of a Territorial Government, but concdes to them, so

far at his willingness goes, the full enjoyment and commu-

nionship of American citizens. It is idle, therefore, to say
that be hat shrunk from the treaty obligations.

But, sir, it appears, unfortunately, in this case, as in others,
that there are persons so fastidious, so sensitive, that unlets
the thing be done in their own way, and according to their
own view of what the treaty obligation is, it cannot be done
at all. They say to us, What, New Mexico a 8tate ! Why,
it is a burlesque upon the solemn duty of making 8tatcs.
Mr. President, I do not look with much favor on it myself.
I never had any great opinion of New Mexico, nor of its colors
and castes; but I believe that it has a population of more than
fifty or sixty thousand, as is alleged. My understanding has
been that the population of New Mexico, over and above the
wild Indians, was from seventy to seventy-five thousand, of
which the Pueblo Indians constituted about ten thousand only?
but in this last I may be mistaken ; and the Indian agent, in his
report, informs us that there is no better population in New Mex-
icothan these Pueblo,orcivilised Indians. Andifthispopulation
be not capable of self-government, what do you propose by your
Territorial bill > Do you not by that make them agents for
their own government} It is true, you send out three or four
Territorial officers 5 but the legislation of the country is still
the work of the people. They will legislate for themselves
under your bill, just as they would legislste for themselves,
provided they were incorporated aaa8tate of the Union- Still,
I do not wish to be understood as saying that, in the absence
of any difficulties growing out of the question of slavery, I
would prefer the present admission of New Mexico as a State.
I will apt say so. 2ut this difficulty meets us directly; we1

cannot escape it.t least I see not how ; k8"* '

eminent, or no Government, except that whfcb y
have, U better than an attempt at a Territorial government
with the obstacle of the Wilmot proviso. .But here all comparison (if comparison it m|y be> calieo;
between the recommendation of the Executiveknd theplan
of the committee ends at once. From thi« P°l^F' , tLetee starts alone ; fiom this point none can say J?P .

ame^committee has a rival; its success or defeat, i»«g *y »

is all its own. It comes announced a> a gre4^c '

having healing in its influence, throwing oil upoftihe. troubM
waters.- Ay, sir, it is not the first time tha, l^e f fa thas not come up to the promise ; it is not the hfct time that
the play has not equalled the bill. This plan ofjj comm*tec, in its first step towards restoring harmony aU allayiog
excitement, leaves, they themselves say, the queJon of 1
very in the Territories.the very seat of disorder hd eon u
sion.untouched behind it. It advances into the dorjinof dia-
cord for further conquers in behalfof harmony, l^ng the
,..,nched c..tp of « i.t Sow.orHon to this scheme u, that while i

fi,1Qn. JLu littla.11 conflicting '1";'"'°"'' whTit.flicumd enpno... lU«k»fl^u,te to» accomplish ; and that there ie no coi» -n
he sacrifice the North is called upon to make
Now, permit me to approach jjr8t:ommitlee deals with, on its own PUn < '

lament of the boundary of Texas.
plaint now maJe that the^.o «Mhe ExeoJJve^^ ^Jo r^all^fho attention of Congress to the segment of
his quwtion Was the Executive to iun^iroDositions > It could not do that. It did the litle that itZneSry it should do, by asking the attentio. of Con-

B«. no- .hi.
ine of Texas has become important, m it is said ; Nwwe, i

uldiiion to other chances, ita settlement willI avertt aci^Whv air this was a startling announcement, a sat additionSS --U. -bid. -«m .0 "7duo«P.«dcountry, I Ink. it, »» .areoly p-.p«;«l lo » "°""v,.d ng . d?..lopm«n..r. -illŜ"
vill be averted » I cannot presume that lexas.or® oi ine

aw-loving States of this Union-will attempt for one mo-*7n to enforce a doubtful claim of jurisdiction by aims. If"he o so however brave her citizens- an^we, neeled no
he intimation of her Senator to know tbat)-I take it lor
rmnt»il she will " find a lion in her path. .

The conatilution devolve, the doty ofprolecl.ngtlte Ter t,.

ones upon .he Genend Government, .htchw,
t is an obligation which, I have no doubt, would be promptly
Tint But respect to Texas forbids the idea of an attempt by
ler at violence upon such a question ; a mere question >f civil^ght and civil jurisdiction ; lor the full settlement of which
he constitution of the United States Provld®» 8 *JSJ£.>er arbiter. I suppose, by a civil war ^asmeant .omethm
ike the riot which recently broke out in the stress of ant

re-fomented, as the newspapers say, by >1" "Jfierittached to that portion of the army stationed there. I his
*aa promptly suppressed, it seems, by our military force thZnhe-pi At all events, war cannot be made by ones£ST hunw

orfenge^wen New Mexico and the Texan commonerit Santa Fe. This question will ultimately be decided,
rust, by our judicial tribunals.

HD°AUyTON: Sen.,, from
Tex.. ,» n«ve,' By .h.t right, I «* ' If <he Sute o

tsartz js*

lachusetts and Connecticut, and the boundary betweenK?kTo.k »ndNew Jet«y..ndIk.bound.ryhrt».n Del*
ware and New Jersey, and the boundary between halt a

lozen other States of this Union, involving as much in point
f value and of interest as the boundary between Texas and
New Mexico > Why is it that Texaa alone can override the

srtj h,,whyr.=r,o
Texas, is it that that State alone.almoitthelast of thews er-

bood, is to ride roughshod over the constituti y
submit to the common arbiter

s;- SoIston."1 «. ^

^Mr"DAYTON. I can anticipate the suggestion which

rej-Tk, I m», ttwapl l»«0,"^ -SeS.,«! r^n. M"»«ho-STrwX" ) » i.» a. the 8,n.tor from

Supreme Court has juriadiction of the question now. w e ew

Mexico is yet a Territory, and in that ppmion I conca , h g
rtlhoo. upon my pul moch

, i,sven necessary to await the tardy action

loori.op.nt .be .«« ^ Sin. fo^cT.i»
x liSIT^iJTS. p.rt 'r N« Mexico e... of lb. Rio
Bnmde. Now, the witdom ofbuying of 1|V8*""5*"tleJepend. much upon yonr Mint>te of tt. «reng>b_ IN,

peram cno'hMMfly dSlrt.".!^ The, M»k .h« w..

Way, because we may answer that, werei t not for their slave

^X.'n;.°lfnriih." t'ble " t"«p'
degree liable to these indirect influences; f°r'lnad^U?J°the general question of slavery, they represent the vejj 8^e

STft! made Se to. u« of *» .""> °" wh";l'

Stll-l»I.W, i. i. nn.n.uin.d
bt any principle which can apply to such a question. i»jit one of thoseca.es, where, if ,he question were^tw^n man'and man, and I should be asked by a client in behalf of_NewMexico what he should do, I would «ay to h.m the thing 1

irours.payio much only as the expense and vexation ot a

lawsuit would be worth : to seek for another title, is literally
to abandon the substance and look for theshadow.
But to the title. How has Texas herself regarded it Has

ihe in her sovereign capacity claimed or disclaim^ _According to my understanding of the past hi*tory
legislation, .he herself has utterly disclaimed all title to New
Mexico. I am not now speaking of the Lower Rio .

[ now beg leave to call the aitenUon of the Senate to a little
historical or political detail.

AtTexas, in theyear 1836, became an independent State. At
that time she passed laws to organize ber counties; o
to establish her judicial districts, others to apportion "Pre«f"*tatives in her Congress to all parte of the State 5 but neith
counties, nor districts, nor representatives did she give to x1 ew
Mexico, though that population, if owned by Tjireater at that time than the population of Texas herseli.
Ml can ascertain, she never in any of her lavrs came withm
hundreds of milea of the New Mexican line. At that tim ,

too, 1836, »he had her treaty with Santa Anna, and h» -

fined the Rio Grande as her boundary. Things continued thusd°,n 10 Ihe resolution, for .nnex.lion in 1845, «.lb »«h
intervening legislation of like character, but without the slipht-
once reference to New Mexico. This annexaUon was, aa we
ill know, in effect, a treaty for the transfer of the entire all
ji.nc.of lb. people, tnd octonlly mnklh.
the country of Texaa, and every part of it; and yet
convention of Texas which accepted the terms of annexation
no man from New Mexico wa* found; no man of.
Mexico wm invited; no man within hundreda of mi
New Mexico held a aeat. Let ua follow this on. After im-

nexation, Texw was safe ; then she was one of the wsterhoou.
her independence was fixed. Her Legislative Aaaem y
in the year 1846, and now, being one ol the #ov*"*n' *

of this confederacy, ahe again lo ks over her lmeaof bound y.
She almost commeoced anew, and perfected ber *y»
internal organiialion. Her lawa of that year are most lm
porunt m indicating the extent, the full eitent, ofherd.'mjdfuriadiction. I hold thoae law. of that yew id my hand. Thelery fiift act abe paaeed after annexation with this Oovernmer..

!r1^n^Vide.(2!th,FebrU,r'' 184«) for the «>ect.oQ of

I thf. t .. ? JCon«re» of 'be United States. For

I but «h« fr *16 tile ®'ale 'nt0 Congressional district*,
! Se nart af N»»T" °f 2? C'ai,a f°r <eFe««tation

I Then' a«ain' 8 liu,e further on,

i,iin L' 8heestablished "judicial districtsof thedis-
i1 yf the State; but she did not go within a long

passetT "l^act^orTh 1 he"' ag*in' 0,1 lhe MDie da*' *he

it nf enumera"on of the inhabitants of the
! nII uJ The 8e,,alor from Texa. can nay if any

I
W" e:er counted ^ ^at enumeration7 .Again

andhi k
the counties of the site,

through ail'h 18¦e"- tbat onB sea8'0n thirty-one new ones,

i 2 M°n ; but ,hc did not »PPro*h within

,l ,
® ^

r
Mexico. She then passed fytr acts for

residents"and tht^'' l"' a?d Per,ona'> of residentaandnon-
and ,he den«1"" from Texas can say if a cent of

7 Per80na1, WM overtaxed in New Mexico.

edited it il !her,JT.V ^ ,Jverei«nty ! the right
sti wo"w b"e e",ds«i f°j

.nJexaibn" Sfen T® 01 ,he year after the treaty of

f
h'n T«"8 w«« one of the States of this Union,

8k hJ^LMiSV j10 Claj. aU hw righ,ful jurisdiction,
that thiH w» It ? 00 a,rn" And Pe"nit me here to say

£ c^Id°n]{ W>y in Which sbe> M a **«.«.» P.
er, could cla.m jurisdiction. It is idle to talk of what was

H«tawi Th105" °r thBt' " Wh#t Wa" ,aid in street.
" ' are the exponents of her intentions. This, then,

ZTnt^n f i°n^ tbi0g" m 1846» aod in that way tbey
j*v lf n^ k t t0 18,50- CoD«re8s met the first Mon
day of December last, and it was soon mooted about that there

n lL ? ?,La.,m# compromise, by which all things were
be settled, and among other things the boundary of Texas.

lJSJST ln
i

Pre83' U Was talked of in Private «nd

Shp, .k
8 5 D0W' In the vefy m,dal of 'hese things,

wttte i1VUPSt,0nr Whpe,her Con«re's diJ not intend^to
short a, f ? ^T '0"4' 7"" 8,°PPed forward> and, hy a
short act of legislation, clwmed jurisdiction over all .New

I h"w in * °hf "1° GrandC- 1 cal1 a,te"tion to thatact
I hold in my hands the acts of the Legislature of Texas for

1.Z7«IT °n the 4tb °' '"""I «a"tan act *as passed
entitled An act to provide for the civil organization of the
counties of Presidio El P.so, Worth, and Santa FeT The
substance is found in the fir»t section, which is as follows :

by an/wUhX?Sw£ a^co^nt^fThe sin"^ "J

^-T1 Tti0n,th6n Provide3» brief, that this one com¬
missioner lay off said counties into convenient districts and
election precmcts, and order an election for the county offi-
cers, who are to hold until the next regular county election.

coulJ"0,.."»

Mr. HUSK. If the Sehator will allow mo, I will state that
by previous legislation, I think in the year 1848 or 1849

Mr %Eigg*itFU? ?!?*' ",d lheJudKe8ent -.at.

.kJTS 8 lookcd w'th sone care through
the statutes of Texas, and I found no such act, but, presuming
m^tW, ""I laVle8Caped my attention- ma-v I ««vv be per-
mitted to ask the Senator from Texas whether any court was
ever held by that judge in Saiita Fe ?

Mr. RUSK. I believe not.
Mr. DAYTON. Then it does not amount to much ; it

was no court, and the inference, from the appointment of a

judge, is more than counterbalanced by the fact that he never
even assumed to act. I have the records before me. New
. lexico has never before been organized by Texas into coun¬
ties, nor formed into judicial districts. Nothing was done
upon these subjects until it was agitated here in Congress,
and then, penthng the discussion here, the Texans sent a

commissioner off some three or four hundred miles to orga-
nize forthwith four new counties. If this were intended as a
real thing, and not for effect, I find this somewhat singular
fact, in a subaequent act of this same session. In an act ap-

5e. J10. a"d ,tePre8entatives among the coun-

?a e7th0^nt'rc s,n,e » divided '"to twenty-six
^atonal diatncta-they put these four new counties, being
p! p v,#t section of country commencing aixty miles below
El Paso and embracing all NewMexico, with a population equal
I suppose to nearly one-half ol the present population of Texas,

iixth°ofth ,al d^ric'- uTbey alk)w them one twenty-
«xth of the representation in the SAate of Texas, and in the
House they allow two representatives out of sixty-nine, being
one thirty-four and a half part of the whole. If this be intended

XLli \ g' apfrmtnent matter in the organization ot

If «h» -gkS. Vure' 11 ,S certaia'y a somewhat scanty allowance
of the ught of representation to those citizens of Texas who
inhabit the large province of New Mexico, and down to sixty
milea south of El Paso !

y

h Mr'?fe®ident'.1 ,d<? not apprehend that the course of Texas
herse f in her legislative history is such as to show that she
herself et any past time claimed jurisdiction over this country,
bhe has left her title unasserted for fourteen years, and up to
he point of time when it was doubtful if her claim would not
be satisfied, and then she hurries her legislation and sends

hi 'rrT6'- rAn?' n°W' uP°n what are we told that
her title depends In the able speech of the Senator from

V* ,0 7 ? haVC referred before» we are that that
title depends, first, upon the sword, which unsettles all boun-
daries, and that it consists of two parts : 1. Title by revolt: 2.
11tie by treaty. This, in common parlance, would be title,
nrstj by conquest and possession ; second, by deed.

rJ?.?^W?a\7k8,hVitle 0f Teia8' ac1uired by revolt or

revolution Why, the very words revolt, revolution, ex
vi termini, confine the title to that country which revolted
.nd was revolutionized. New Mexico was not within three
hundred miles of the settled portion of that country which was

revolutionized, and had nothing to do with it. Texas cannot
claim New Mexico, then, by revolt or revolution. The Govern¬
ment of the State of Texas having revolutionized, and having
sustained itself, she is entitled to the extent of her ancient ac¬

knowledged boundary , just in the same way as an individual
who, happening to be in possession of a mansion-house with a

farm, where the lines are clearly marked, shall be considered
"legalty possessed to the extent of the known boundary.
I hus Texas or her Government may be considered legally
possessed by conquest and occupancy to the extent of her
known boundary, hut no further. But, before I pass on, let
me say here, that I do not mean to contest the title of Texas
to that part of the country between the Nueces and the lower

prande, up even to her old northern line, which was

much below El Paso. Although, upon strict principles of
national law, she would not, in my judgment, be entitled to
it { yet, in reference to the lower part of that country, at least,
there was a quasi, a mixed possession ; and the United States
has coaimittsd itself by its acknowledgments in behalf of
Texas too far to now to contest its claim. But it soems to me
that the Inited States has a thousand-fold better title to the
Lower Rio Grande than Texas has to New Mexico. Texas
says that her title consists not of revolt only, but that she ha*
also a papjr title.
Now, sir, what i« this paper title of Texas It consists of a

treaty with Santa Anna in 1836, and the act of the Texan Con¬
gress delining her own boundary passed in December ofthe same
year, and the subsequent treaty of Gaudalupe Hidalgo in 1848.
I have already had occasion to say that the treaty with Santa
Anna (so called for bre»ity, although it purporU to be a mere

article of agreement) never has been enforced. The Senator
from Texas say* that it must be recollected that the Govern¬
ment was at that time a military despotism; but the treaty on

its face shows that it was not a military despotism, and that
the Texans themselves treated with it as a Government of
such powers as our own. The tenth article of that treaty is
a stipulation on the part of Santa Anna and some of bis offi¬
cers that, on their parol of honor, they would plodge them¬
selves to exert their best influence to have the treaty ratified
by Mexico; and, in the event of its not being ratified, they
pledged themselves not to take arms against Texas. > The
treaty shows upon its face that this negotiation on the part of
i exas was made with officets who had no power to form a

treaty, and who merely gave . pledge to exercise their in¬
fluence to have the treaty ratified.

Mr. RUSK. One word in explanation. The cause of the
insertion of that article in the treaty was this- Santa Anna
was,at the head of the military despotism of Mexico, and at
the head of the army. Immediately after he was taken pris-
°nPr.'ii*78" he'ieved that the Government would be revolu-

Bt ..f36' as Santa Anna overthrew the constitution
o! B-4, which created a federative system of sovereign States,
and turned them into mere departments, subject to a sreat
central government in the city of Mexico. He had to do this
oy force of arms. One State particularly, Zacatecas, made a

desperate resistance, and never would have been conquered,
in my opinion, had not spme of the officers in command of
the Aacatecans been bribed. The Government of Texas
thought that probably the Government of 1824 would be
restored on the capture of Santa Anna. If it would not be
ireipas-ing too much upon the courtesy of the honorable
Senator, I would say that I have never bottomed the title of
Texas on the treaty with Santa Anna. It is the treaty of
Hidalgo upon which we base our claim.

Mr. DAYTON. I will come down UrHidaigo in a mo-

ment. I do not mean to overlook that, in the reguiar tracing
out of this Texan title; i cannot argue the whole question at

once, and the Senator's speech I found based the Texan
claim on this treaty with Santa Anna, which be copied entire.

J wa« saying, air, (and I do not see that the explanation of

the honorable Senator at all altera the nature of the case,)
that this treaty of 1836 waa a mere article of agreement
between certain officer*, and it abowa upon its face that the
Texan Government, with whom the treaty was made, knew
that those officers had no authority to make a treaty. It
further appears, from the eleventh article of that treaty, that
after Santa Anna was dismissed, the other Mexican officers
were to be holden aa hostages until it was teen whether or not
Use treaty would be concurred in by Mexico. It ia perfectly
obvious, therefore, on the face of this agreement, that no title
can take its origin there. The case now is just this, and
nothing more : The Texan Government, by an act passed
in December, 1836, claimed New Mexico, (then in the
actual adverse possession of another Power,) and up to
the 42° north, the latitude of Boston, though no Texan
had ever been within ope thousand miles of that line. This
is the basis ol' her claim, if she has any. Now, suppose that
South Carolina, or not to be invidious, Virginia, should
revolt for some cause or other, from the Federal Govern¬
ment, and should sustain herself or themselves by force of
arms, and should take prisoner our commanding general, and
he should thirik proper to enter into an agreement with them,
acknowledging (heir independence, and running the lines ot
South Carolina up around North Carolina, or, if it were

Virginia, running her line up around Ohio and Pennsylvania,
and that he should pledge himself to use his best etfjrts to get
such a treaty ratified. Would such a treaty be considered by us

as af»y thing but a mockery ? Yet it would be worth exactly
as much an the bests of tbi* claim of Texas to the province of
New Mexico. The different provinces of the Mexican Re¬
public stood in relation their Central Government as the States
of this Confeder&cy stand to the Federal Government, and it
was the central Government, and the Central Government
only, that could agree to any transfer of these territories, and
the treaty so shows upou its face. This treaty, therefore,
may be considered out of the way, as operating to convey title;
and, if so, the act of Texas dofining her boundary, which was

bassd on it, and it only, amounts to nothing.
But it is said that the Government of New Mexico itself

recognised the binding force of thi« treaty, and the Senator
from Texas, in proof of this, givee the letter of the Mexican
Secretary of War, the only evidence given to support that
position. Why, Mr. President, this letter was before the date
of the treaty ; it was to General Filisola, second in command,
and in reference altogether to other objects. He writes thus
to General Filisola :
" His excellency the President pro tem. count* upon your

Excellency's directing all his efforts to saving the remainder of
the urmy, by concentrating it, so as to render it more respect¬
able, placing it in a convenient placu for receiving provisions,
for which the most efficacious measures are adopted. The
preservation of Bexar is of absolute necessity, in order that
the Government, according tu circumstrnces, may act as they
see Jit."
He is told to cave the army, not by a treaty, but " by

concentrating itnot to transfer all the country east of the
Rio Grande, but that ''the preservation of Bexar" is of ab-1
solute necessity. Bexar is not only on the east side of the
Rio Grande, but, if I recollect aright, it'~is on the eastern side
of the Nueces, perhaps sixty or seventy miles from the Rio
Grande ; and yet this letter of the Mexican Secretary of War
is proJuced, and the only paper that is produced, to show the
recognition of this treaty. It was written before the treaty
was made. It was not written with reference to a treaty,
and the only injunction it contained was thut the Mexican
commander should take care to preserve Bexar, tfce..an act
utterly incompatible with a surrender of the country to the
Rio Grande. Now, how has the Government of Mexicoever,
at any time, recognised the binding obligation of this treaty >

My friend from Ohio (Mr. Cohwib) has just placed in my
hands MaillairJ's Hiatory of Texas, published in 1842, in
which it is said, among other things, on this subject.
" The 'jMexicun Government had passed a decree on the

20th of May anniilUiig ull stipulations entered into by Santa
Jhrna while a prisoner," $fc.

This shows that the Government of Mexico not only never

recognised the binding obligation of this treaty, but that she
by express decree annulled it; and yet, it is pretended that
that Government, by some act of her own, recognised this
treaty ; if so, what is it?

In the history of this title, the next thing which is re¬
lied on is the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, of 1818, and
the map accompanying that treaty. We have heard .

great deal of this map in the course of this discussion.
Tne Senator from Texas has frequently referred to it.
He says that this Government entered into a treaty with
Mexico to settle the line of boundary between the two coun¬

tries, and that connected with that treaty there was a map
which laid down all New Mexico as lying to the west of the
Rio Grande, and that we are bound, therefore, by that mip.
If I might be permitted to use a professional term, I would
say of that map that it was " res inter alios acta¦ " It was
used between Mexico and the United States, and for an en-

tirely different purpose than to specify the bounds of the
States east of the Rio Grar.de. The United States was nego¬
tiating with Mexico in reference to their line of future beun-
dary. The object for which the map was used and attached j
to the treaty was to designate the western boundary of New
Mexico, which western boundary was to become the line of
demarkation between the two couptrits. For the purpose,
therefore, for which the map was used, it was binding ; but it
was binding for no other purpose. I will now call the atten¬
tion of the Senate and of the Senators from Texas to a fact
connected with this treaty map. It is perfectly evident that
the map was not referred to for any such purpose as claimed
by the Senators from Texas. Let us see what the treaty it¬
self says on this point in describing the map. Article 5 says,
among other things :
" The southern and -western limits of JVeno .Mexrct, men¬

tioned in this article, Hre those laid down in the map entitled
. Map of the United Mexican States, as organized and de¬
fined by rurious acts of the Congress oj said republic, and
constructed according to the best authorities. Revised edition.
Published at New York, in 1847, by J. Disturnell.' Of which
map a copy is added to this treaty, bearing the signatures and
seals of the undersigned plenipotentiaries."

It was " the southern and western limit* of New Mexico"
only it was intended to describe. It could refer to nothing
else, and on its face shows that if would have been absolutely
false had it referred to the eastern boundary of New Mexico at
all, for it declares the map is according to the various acts of
the Meiican Congress and the best authorities. There is and
never was an act of the republic of Mexico, or any authorities
whatever, that show that New Mexico lay altogether on the
west side of the Rio Grande, and no man pretends it; and yet
it is said by the treaty that this map was a correct map; but
correct for what ? Obviously for the purpose for which it was
used, and nothing else. We all know, if we go beyond that
purpose, that the description of the map states a fact which
is not correct. There are no acts, no authorities any where to
be found, which lay down New Mexico aa west altogether of
the Rio Grande ; and yet it is supposed that because this map
is attached to the treaty of Hidalgo, it is binding to this Gov¬
ernment, not in reference to the western boundary of New
Mexico.which was to be the line of boundary agreed upon
by the two countries.but in reference to the eastern bounda¬
ry, of which Mexico, at that time, was not treating at all.
The map proves nothing which the Senators contend for, and
I pa«s it without further consideration.

But then it is further said that the United States Govern¬
ment, in negotiating thia treaty with Mexico, acted as the
agent or mere trustee for the State of Texas, and that yuo ad
hoc she mi®' have the entire benefit of the treaty ! Now, I
beg to take issue on these points. I say the United States
was not acting as the agent or trustee for Texas in this matter,
but on her own account. So far as repelling invasion from
known Texan soil was concerned, the United States actcd as

the agent, or rather as the sovereign power, protecting the
subordinate State, and she can ask nothing at the hand* of
Texas for the exercise of that act of sovereignty. But, so far
as the extension of the boundaries of the country go, she was
not acting as the agent of the Government of Texas. And
when you say *he»;n, you beg the entire question. You lake
it fur panted that the boundary of Texas was the line of the
Rio Grande to the 42° north latitude. You assume that tj be
true which is the very point to be proved ; and then you say
that the Government of the United States acted a£ the agent
of Texas in repelling Mexico and rc'.tling the boundary.
Why, that is the very question in issue. You prove the fact
by assuming its truth ? No, sir, that cannot be. The Uni¬
ted States, if acting as the trustee, cm!d not, as you say,
speculate in the trust« but that is no reason why the trustee
could not buy or conquer adjoining property; and that is ex¬

actly the condition of things in regard to thia matter.
But the Senator from Geo-gia, (Mr. Bibrikiy) thinks this

ia the same as the case ofthe northeastern boundary. He thinks
the cases are analogoua, and that Texas should have the lands
falling within her boundary, aa Maine had that small patch of
the land of Great Britain falling within hers. With great re¬

spect* I conceive that there is no just anology. The bounda¬
ries of the ancient colony of Massachusetts, including Maine,
were originally specified in her charter, and finally settled by
the treaty of peace with Great Britain in 1783. Subsequent
to that treaty of pesoe, there had not been a war, or conquest,
or purchase of any additional territory; there had been noth¬
ing done, either by thia Government or by the Government
of Great Britain, to change the status in quo; things re¬
mained just u they were at the peace in 1783. But that
waa not the condition of things between thia country and
Mexico } There had been . war, and Mexico bad been

driven beyond the border ; we likewise paid eighteen million
and took possession of a large portion of her adjoining terri¬
tory . the whole condition of partita had changed.

But, again, the analogy fails in this. In the negotiation
between the United States and Great Britain, with reference
to the northeastern boundary, Maine and Massachusetts
were sub parties by their commissioners, and the document*
accompanying that negotiation show the understanding be¬tween thoffl States and this Government, that the land which
was within the line of boundary fixed should be the territory
of the States within which the land fell. That was by un¬
derstanding or agreement between the parties, not by »ny
principle entitling them to it. There is, therefore, in my
judgment, no analogy whatever between the coses. Hut
again, my friend from Texas haa asked, where isthe_ title.of
the United States to New Mexico f Why, sir, who haa the
deed?. To whom did the treaty make the tranafet We
have got the paper title. Hence, if Texaa aays she has title,
the onus is upon her; let her prove it. In regard to the an¬
cient boundaries of Texas, ahe holds by revolt and oc<uPt"<7-
But how does she get New Mexico » By what act d.d the
title pa*s ? Upon the face of the treaty it ia in this Govern¬
ment, and it is the duty of those who allege title out oi the
Government to show how it got out. How did Texaa get it
Her Senator (Mr. Rusk) now admits that ahe could not
by the agreement with Santa Anna; he admits that she could
not by the bare act of her Legislature asserting her boundary.
If these things be ao, the treaty of Guadalupe Hida.go,
which vested the title absolutely in us, could not have ina-
lured it from an inchoate to a perfect right in Texas. But
has the United States ever claimed that Texaa, or ahe heraelf
aside from the treaty of Hidalgo, had ownership within the
limits of New Mexico > Never, sir, never. On the contra¬
ry, through her minister, Mr. Slidell, she offered to give the
Government of Mexico five millions, and the claims of our
citizens, estimated at four or five more, for the whole province
of New Mexico, or the claims of our citixena alone for that
part east of the Rio Grande. No pretence of claim was then
made by Preaident Polk north of El Paso, but, on the con¬

trary, expressly disclaimed. E«en after annexation we kept
a consul at San'a Fe, as a Mexican town, and allowed by act
of Congress drawbacks upon foreign goods exported there ana
to Chihuahua. That state of things continued up to the day
that we took military possession of the country. But last, no
least, the act of this Govtrment, when she accepted and
annexed Texas, chows that we never considered New Mexi¬
co as a part of Texas. We took Texas, knowing that no
citizen of New Mexico held a seat in the Convention whicb
made the transfer, or was ever invited to one thero. Here we
have one representative Government dealing with another re¬

presentative Government for the transfer of the allegiance of
an entire country, the sinking of its sovereignty ; but yet it is

pretended that we annexed New Mexico with Texas, when
we knew that New Mexico had. had no representative in the
body that made the transfer! Sir, if it be true, it is an out¬
rage unparalleled in political hiBtory ; it would shame a des¬
potism. Poland was destroyed before she was dmde^ Uut
New Mexico is actually made the object of traffic between
two representative Governments, without an act ot
sion, without her knowledge, and without her consent Her
national characteristics are destroyed, and her allegiance trans¬
ferred to a foreign Power, and that Power or Government ib
one which boasts that its basis rests wholly upon principles ot
popular representation ! Sir, it cannot be. It would violate
the first principle of our Government, the very organic law ot
our Confederacy. No, sir, neither Texas heraelf nor this
Government has ever dealt with this subject as though I exaa
had title to any part of New Mexico. 'Iexas, in my judg¬
ment, has no title.

,The only question then is, how much will you pay, not tor
her tide, but for her claim ? How much will you gj.buy your peace > Let this be settled as it may, I take it that
the number of slave States into which it will be claimed that
Texas may be divided will not be diminished by the amount
of territory taken from her. What price are we called upon
to p«y ? I am willing to compromise even this groundless
claim ? I am willing to buy my peace at all times, by paying
as much as the claim may seem to be worth. But I have no
idea of paying for a claim double the full value of the property.
It is difficult to treat upon this subject without assuming
some hypothetical price. I have heard it stated here, by toe
Senator from Texas, in his place, that ten or twelve million*
must be paid for the claim. Take ten millions, merely by
way of hypothesis. We paid five millions for ibe Florid*-,
fifteen millions for all Louisiana, and eighteen millions only
for all New Mexico and California ; and now we are called
upon to pay ten millions, not for this part of New Mexico

I alone, but for this claim to a part. And what are the in-
| ducements holden out for this in the committee a report
| The first is that that tract of country will contain nearly one'hundred and twenty-five thousand square miles of public
land, and that, perchance, we shall get back our money in
whole or in part by the sale of these lands. Why, sir, do
we recollect that New Mexico is the oldest settled part of th.s
continent ? Do we recollect that she was settled at the tune
the Atlantic slope from the entire sea board to the mountains
was trodden by wandering savages ? Is it not probable,
therefore, that all that part ofthe valleyof the Rio Grande which
is worth cultivation has already been located But what
do the Convention of New Mexico themselves say on thia
subject ? I have their ins'ructions to their Delegate upon my
table, and in these they state a fact which goes to show what
they think of the value of their public lands. They say :

>i That, as our public lands are comparatively worthless,
and the grant of five hundred thousand acres be impracticable,
that said Delegate insist on an equivalent: in;n"»ey» *
least, that the United States pay us annually $JO,000, for the
period of ten years, for the purpose of sustaining such govern¬
ment."
Thus we see that, in the opinion of their own Convention,

in the event of getting a State Government, there «e not pub¬
lic lands enough, of any value, in all New Mexico, to make
up the five hundred thousand acres ordinarily given to a nesr
State. It is perfectly obvious, therefore, that little is to
derived from that source. And how much from the rest of it,
now the roving ground of the Camanches, none can gu«s».
What is the next inducementwhich is bolden out It is said

that the debt of Texas, to a certain extent at least, was secured
upon the import duties of the country, and that, inasmuch aswe
have taken the revenues, we ought to liquidate thedebt, ai »y
supposed that it would come to that; I always supposed that,
in the long run, it would be made . question whether the
United States should not assume the debt of Texaa. It com¬
menced, in the first place, in reference to a debt of some se¬
ven or eight hundred thousand dollars, in regard toTrertein
vessels which it is said were transferred to u», and on whicfc
the creditor who sold them to the State of Texas had, as wo

thought, an equitible lien. The next step in th* pro¬
gress of this movement is the present. Certain of^ her
debts (nearly all) are charged upon certain parte of her
revenue ; we have taken that, and ought therefore to pay
them. I do not know that there would not be some equity
in this Government paying the entire debt of Texas, taking
her public lands. But if we ever attempt it, I want to be
brought up to the thing square ' I want it done face to
face.directly, and not indirectly. In the firat place, at the
time of annexation, toe could have had Texas, paying her
debts, and taking all her public lands; but that we would
not do. The proposition in effect now is, that we are
to pay all her debts, and, substantially, leave her oil her
lands, and give her, likewise, a full share in our own. That
ia the result of this thing exactly. The entire debt of Texas
as shown by the return of her comptroller in 1848, was only
eleven millions and odd ; some of that has doiibtless been li¬
quidated by land scrip at fifty cents per acre only, or in other
ways, and*we are now to pay her for this portion of New
Mtxiro, and that miserable part of Texas above her north
line, (the roving ground of the Camanches,) a sum sufficient
to liquiJate her entire indebtedness, and, I suppose, leave her
a comfortable balance ! As I before said, we could bav<J
taken Texas bodily, lands and all, and paid her debts ; but
we refused to do that, and, now we are to pay all, and yield
al', and, besides, give a full share of the great public domain
of this country!

....I am opposed to this thing out and out. Leave the b0015-*
ary of Texas to the courts. Let her rights be settled by ihe
Judiciary, as the rights of other States, as great as she, ha^e
been settled before.

Here Mr. Ditto* gave way to a motion to adjourn,
and continued his speech the day following in reviewing and
discussing the other provisions of the compromise bill.

^

FOR HARVEST..Having recently received a large and
complete assortment of implements tor harvest, I am pre-

pared tcTsupply orders for Grant's Patent Premium Gram
Jrallies ; the best in use.
Wilcox's Patent Revolving Hay Rakea.

e._fke.Genuine English Waldron Cra.s and (.ram Scythes.
American J. ..jYankee Snatiies, patent and pl*-n, and
Hand Rakes of superior quality.

i Hivs also IK STonf'
Grant's patent Facing Mills, warranted to clean 60 buafcr-

C' Bo'eardu*' and other horse powers and Thrashing Machines.Pierson's patent Seed Drilling Machine.
Together with every variety of Agricultural implements re¬

quired for farming purposes. All of whi^ are offered wfooreasonable terms. MTZHUGH COYLL,National Agricultural Warehouse, 7th street |june 13.SawSwifcp


