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Report of the Select Committee on Mexican

Claims, and I>ebate thereon.

In Skvatk, March 28, 1854.
Mr. BRODHEAD said: During the last

Congress, Mr. President, a select committee,
of which Mr. Soule was chairman, was ap¬
pointed by the Senate, to which were referred
memorial* 011 the files of the Senate in relation
to the proceedings of the board of commission¬
ers on the claims against Mexico. Before the
report was made at the conclusion of the last
session, although the basis of one had been
agreed upon, Mr. Soule was appointed to a
mission abroad. I was a member of that com¬
mittee, sir, and now, as such, I beg leave to
submit the report of that committee. I will
read the arrangement of the papers which I
desire to lay before the Senate and to have
printed: First, is the report of the committee;
second, the journal of the committee; third,
testimony taken before the committee; fourth,
documents and papers referred to in the jour¬nal and testimony; fifth, journal and report of
the commissioners sent to Mexico by the comj
mittee to examine into the Gardiner and Mears
cases, and also testimony, documents, and pa¬
pers accompanying the same. I will odd that
a number of documents and papers, not deemed
material to the elucidation of the matter refer¬
red to the committee, will be filed in the office
of the Secretary of the Senate. Although the
documents look pretty formidable, the whole,
when printed, will not form a very large book,
hs the books of testimony and the journal are
not written in full. 1 beg leave to submit the
report, and the accompanying papers, and ask
that they may lie on the table and be printedfor the use of the Senate.
REPORT OK THE SELECT COMMITTEE ON MEXI¬

CAN CLAIMS.
The select committee to whom were referred

"the memorials 011 the files of the Senate in
relation to the proceedings of the board of
commissioners on the claims against Mexico''
beg leave to submit the following report:
That sixty-three memorials were submitted

to their consideration, complaining of the ac¬
tion of the late board of commissioners, and the
committee shortly after their organization ad¬
dressed a circular to the memorialists request¬ing to be furnished with such information as

might enlighten them in reference to the sub¬
ject-matter of their memorials. The journal of
the said committee and the testimony taken be¬
fore them, which are appended to this report,will show in detail the action of the committee
upon the various cases examined.

By the tveaty with Mexico of the 2d Febru¬
ary, 1848, and the act of Congress of March 3,
1849, under which said board was organized,three and a quarter millions of dollars were ap¬propriated to liquidate the claims of American
citizens against Mexico. The said trcatv and
act of Congress made the decisions of the board
final and conclusive, and did not provide for
.the publication thereof, or make it the duty of
the Attorney General or any other officer to givehis attendance, the commissioners alone repre¬senting the government. One of the principalpoints of inquiry before the coininittec was:
How much of the money mentioned in the
treaty was paid 011 spurious, fraudulent, and
fictitious claims ?
The attention of the committee was early di¬

rected to the case of George A. Gardiner ond
John H. Mears, in the first of which the sum
of §428,750 was allowed, and in the secoud the
sum of $153,125.

Gardiner claimed the sum of $500,000 for
the destruction of certain mines in the State
of San Luis Potosi; and iu order to ascertain
the truth of the allegations respecting the same,the committee organized anu sent to Mexico,
at unavoidably considerable expense, (a state-
ment of which can be seen in th^ office of the
Secretary of the Senate,) a commission com¬
posed of the Hon. Henry May, Jamer K.
Partridge, Buckingham Smith, Li^ut. W. W.
Hunter, United States navy, and CaptainAbner Doubleday, United States army, the
last two of whom were designated by the then
President of the United States, at the requestof the committee, to accompany the commis¬
sion and form part of it; all highlv respectableand intelligent gentlemen. It will appear bythe records of the committee that, before this
commission departed for Mexico, offers of the
most liberal character were made to Gardiuer
to accompany the said commission, and pointout to them the mines which he alleged had
been destroyed, and for which he claimed com¬
pensation. Having first accepted the offer of
the committee, he subsequently declined, on
various pretexts, as will be seen by the re¬
cords of the committee, and the commission
proceeded to Mexico without him. It was

supposed that mines alleged to be so valuable,and which he had worked with steam-engines,affording also employment to hundred of per¬
sons, could have been easily pointed out and
readily identified, and that he would have
taken pleasure, if innocent, in so doing. Such,
however, was not the fact. The commissoners
having faithfully, and with great skill and
ability, discharged the duties imposed uponthem, which were of a delicate auu hazardous
character, presented their report, (hereto an¬

nexed,) and concluded the same as follows,
(after fully commenting on the evidence bythem obtained :)

" We believe that we have now very thorough¬ly, and with a spirit of impartiality, investigatedthe [claims of George A. Gardiner and John H.
Mears at the place where they were said to be lo¬
cated, and wherever any information about them
could be obtained in Mexico.

" We have the honor to submit to the consider¬
ation of the select committee of the Senate the
following: conclusions as the result of our labors.

" 1 st. That George A. Gardiner is not, and never
wag, a citizen of the I'nitcd States.

"2d. That neither the said Gardiner nor John
11. Mears ever owned, or were interested in, a sil¬
ver or quicksilver mine, ot any kind of mine, in
the State of San Luis Potosi, in Mexico.

3d. That neither said Gardiner nor Mears wasexpelled from that State.
"4th. That, during nearly the whole period of

tune in wliich »aid (iardiner alleges he was en¬gaged in Siin Luis Potosi working his mines, he
was in fact at places remote from that Slate, en¬gaged as a manager of a Mnall mining concern, as
a dentist, and as a pedlar in small vares.uf>th. That every paper presented by both saidGardiner and Mear*. ax coming from Mexico in
support of their claims, is false and forged..' We consider that thf»*e conclusions are firmlyestablished by the proofs collected l>y us, and towhich we invite n careful consideration."
The evidence thus obtained (and it was of

the most conclusive character) has been used
in court by the government, represented by the
district attorney, (Mr. Fendail,) and the dis¬
tinguished head of the commission, (Mr. Mav,)
ana a conviction of one of the offenders ob¬
tained.
The committee nlso examined several wit¬

nesses respecting the alleged mines, some
brought from Mexico by the commissioners, all
of whom testified that none such existed, or
were ever worked by said Gardiner, and that
the papers and evidences of title upon which
he predicated his claim before the said board
of commissioners were forged and fraudulent.
The committee therefore report that the said

snm of $428,750, w hich was allowed to GeorgeA. Gardiner, was awarded upon fraudulent,forged, and fictitious papers.
The case of Mears, in which was allowed

$153,126 for alleged destruction of a quick¬
silver mine, and which was presented through
the agency of the said George A. Gardiner,
was of a "character somewhat similar to his
own, and, as appears by the report of the com¬
mission and the testimony taken by your com¬
mittee, was fraudulent and fictitious, and the
award obtained upon forged and fabricated pa¬
pers.
The committee do not deem it proper to ex¬

press any opinion as to the extent of the lia-
^

bil.ty of those who acted as the agents or at-
toraeys for Gardiner and Mears, but recom¬
mend that the Executive be directhd to take
steps to test the liability iu law or equity of all
or any ot the parties who received any portion
o. the moneys awarded to said Gardiner or
Mears to refund the same to the treasury of the

.?11 te,8' J ,ie evidence herewith exhib¬
ited shows who their agents and attorneys were,
liow and by whom employed, and the sums re¬
ceived by theui.

Whilst the committee are of the opinion that
the commissioners have in general exhibited de¬
cided ability in the opinions prepared by them,
they cannot but express their regret that there
were irregularities iu their proceedings scarce¬
ly compatible with a judicial inquiry, and still
less with a judicial determination, "which was
intended to be a final disposition of claims in
which wero involved the rights of the citizens
on one .side and the obligations of the gov¬
ernment on the other. The papers, it appears'rn°Hmti^6 ev'den<*, wen* kept with little care,and the mode adopted by the commissioners of
deciding on the validity of the claims without
making an award as to the amount, though the
amoant was in fact agreed upon and registered
in private memorandum-books bv the coromis
siouers, and in some cases made "known on pri¬
vate application, was, in the opinion of your
committee, calculated to excite suspicion, and
ought not to have been adopted. And this
course of action appears the more objectionable
from the fact that claims were in some cases
favorably acted upon which were represented
by gentlemen whom it is diflicult to suppose
were employed from any benefit to be derived
from professional skill. Besides, it is in evi¬
dence that such persons were related to or had
verv intimate persoual intercourse with some
0 the members of the board of commissioners
or others holding high official stations.

1 he committee are also of opinion that there
was palpable carelessness and neglect npon
the part of the commissioners in some of the
cases, and especially in those of Gardiner and

fismwinn I ® <act °,f ,an am0unt exceeding
¥900,000 being awarded upon a mere assertion
ot title, without any effort being made, either
by the parties to produce the title or to show
its loss or destruction, or on the part of the
commissioners to require such productions or

proof ot such loss or destruction, they beiu-'
authorized to require it, is evidence of want of
attention, if not of gross neglect.
The following is a list oAhe witnesses ex¬

amined by the committee:
General Waddy Thompson, Major F. F

Lally, li. G. Corwiu, John S. Phelps, James
{I. Causten, Alexander J. Atoeha, Oliver
1 helps, jr., J. P. Levy, George W. Slacum,
Buckingham bmith, Richard S. Coxe, Peter
A.' Hargous, 0. P. Van Ness, W. W. Corco¬
ran, James right, David Sayrs, John M.
loago, Isoah h. Smith, Jose Antonio Barra-
gan. Pantoleon Galvau, Juan Baptiste Barra-
gan, Ldwni liarriman, Thomas C. Connolly,

. ."^uier' Juan Adasjl, Charles W.
lJavis, \\ llliam Ryan, Charles F. Maver K H
Sauhi.er L. S. Hargous, Charles E. Bowes,'
Alired A. Lewis, Richard L. Jones, and John
H. Houston.
The committee, after full examination, have

agreed to ask to be discharged from all the
memorials submitted to then., except those of
Jonas P. Levy and Jose Maria Jarrero. In
these cases the committee, on the ground of
plain mistake in law, have agreed to recom¬
mend the passage of a bill referring them to
the accounting officers of the Treasury for re¬
examination, settlement, and payment, under
the pronsions of the treaty with Mexico.
The opinion of the committee, in each case

will be lound more fully stated in the journal'
ot their proceedings.

In the case of Alexander J. Atoeha the com¬
mittee came to no decision, Mr. Clarke bein"
absent and the other members of the committee
being equally divided in opinion.

1 he committee deem a more elaborate report
unnecessary, as the records of the committee
herewith submitted, fully exhibit their doings!
and as the chairman of the committee, (Mr.
boule,) who had its business specially in
charge, and the duty of preparing a report,the basis of which had been agreed upon
specially entrusted to him, was appointed to an
official station abroad, and left the United States
before drawing up said report.

Mr. BAYARD. Mr. President, I will ask the
indulgence of the Senate to make a lew re¬
marks in connexion with the report of the se¬
lect committee on Mexican claims, under the
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, before the order
is made to print the document. I was a mem¬
ber of that committe; and I make this request
in justice to the committee, so that what mar
look like delay or negligence on our part may
be wholly explained. The petitions were re¬
ferred to us two years ago. They were some
sixty-three or four in number, and of course
the general course of proceeding in the action
of the committee.m that as in other cases.
was regulated by the determination and views
of the chairman of the committee. Immedi-
ately after our organization, we directed a
notice to be forwarded to all the different pe¬
titioners with a view of eliciting any testimonywhich they might have as sustaining their
grounds of complaint, fnder this notice, we
also received information which led us neces¬
sarily into an investigation of the claims of
Gardiner and Mears; and they occupied the
greatest portion of the time. The examination
ot witnesses in that case produced so stronir a
conviction of fraud, that, arriving at the con-

SLrTl 6 could <k'<.inod
trsis^rr y
to Mexico, which should ascertain the exis¬
tence or non existence of the mines for the de¬
struction of which indemnity was claimed, the
committee determined upon that course. Then
the Executive must a so be represented uponthis commission, which occasioned unavoidable
delays m the sending out of the commission.

After the return of the commissioners the
committee, during the last session ofCongress
during the executive session, I may sav have
completed their labors, agreed upon the basis of
their report throughout, and the heads of that
agreement were noted by the chairman of the
committee. He had then been appointed
minister ;o Spain, but had not yet accepted
that appointment; and he undertook to pre¬
pare, from the determinations ofthe committee
a report, which was to be submitted and printed
bv order of the Senate. But, from reasons of
which I have no knowledge, he left the country
without performing that duty, and without any
communication with any member of the com¬
mittee whatever. I have no doubt, from what
I have heard, that his reason.and I think it
was a good one.was that the case of Gardi¬
ner had not been disposed of; and it was a

son-s°olarim,n J"ri,prndence' in which a per-*
/ ,n.OUghtnot,° be prejudiced by any

& sr; "r,h,! °f"*
thai re.,.rt', f ft. ' il »'«« »°' to file
deterZ^.0
the reason why, contrary to li?« 1111181 6 f1
the committee^ the X'then represented the Stat* r.f f w|>°
Senate, did not make a reportTnT"* Twith the determination of ft? *<*ordance
think that the reason was sufficient?Ut<t' 1
isted in his mind; but itH£*
awkward predicament, that when w(> Vtur IS
here, at the commencement of this «Cssion ^fCongress, no member of the committing i i

.Ugh,.., id., that the JSt *£££?£.!pared, as was expected; and it fell urw.n . .

colleague, as the member of the committor
next,,. order, to prepare that reZt wS 'r

i-

Union
P*r'' "n<1 r""'1"r"<l » rc«iri'on"!f'the7<^'

timony necessary, in order to .k » .

matter to a Droj>er conclusion. 'AifwaT one
reason why the report of the commit u
been »o long delayed. co'nm,ttee has

T T/16. waa.R,*° «>*h%er reason, and it i« this .

In the investigation of the complaints of these

petitioners, the mode which, as one of the com¬
mittee, I adopted to conduct the examination
was to govern myself by two general rules. I
considered that the duty whicn devolved upon
us, maiuly, was to ascertain whether these com-
plaints of the petitioners were well-grounded,and required a revision of their claims by the
appointment of a new commission: because
that was what the petitioners asked for. In
order to determine that question correctly, it
seemed to me that there was only one course
to be pursued ; aud that was, to look over the
whole series of decisions, and to compare the
evideuce in each case whore complaint was
made with the memorial of the petitioner and
the adjudication and opinion delivered by the
board. The committee did that, and the Sen¬
ate will easily perceive that it was a labor of
no slight extent. For my own part, I think I
can say with safety that I examined at least
fifty-five of the opinions given in these cases,in which petitious were presented, out of the
sixty-three in all. I read over all the papersiu every case which I examined, in order to
arrive at the conclusion whether the generaldecisions of the committee showed such laxity
or such disregard of the rights of the petition¬
ers, that we should be justified in saying that
there had been such a non-performance of dutythat we must recommend to the Senate a revi¬
sion of those claims which had been previouslyacted upon. In that investigation, I found but
one solitary case myself in which I could saythat injustice was done to the petitioners, or
that the commissioners had allowed less than
they were entitled to. I think the committee
were unanimous in that; and we could, there¬
fore, find no sufficient ground whatever, arising
out of the decisions of the commissioners as
against the claimauta, to impeach those deci¬
sions, or to require a review of the action of
the commissioners for the benefit of the peti¬tioners. We therefore determined against re¬
commending any additional commission.
But there was another class of cases. I also

looked at those cases, and 1 believe the com¬
mittee did, on this principle: that if there had
been a plain and palpable mistake in law in
any one decision, as against the petitioner, on
the face of the petition itself, without goinginto details of the facts, or the reasonings uponwhich it was founded, in such a particular
case, the committee would feel itself justified in
recommending that this particular case should
be reheard before the accounting officers of the
treasury. The result of that mode of investi¬
gation was, that in two cases the committee
arrived at the conclusion that they ought to be
reheard, and it is their intention to report a
bill for that purpose. One was the case of Mr.
Herrera,in which the mistake consisted in this:
The commissioners had decided previously that
a claim made by an American citizen which
was of Mexican origin, though hold by an
American citizen at the time of the conclusion
of the treaty, was not within its terms, and
therefore they had rejected then#, and, I think,
upon sound grounds. But, contrary to their
principles as established in relation to all this
class of cases, in the case of Air. Herrera, al¬
though the claim, they say, was an undoubted
claim, yet, because it was held by him, theyrejected it.' In what manner it was transferred
to him did not appear before the committee ;but there was an American claim.American
in its origin.of which the benefit would go to
Mr. Herrera, whether as collateral security or
absolutely, the committee have no knowledge.But IJtake the statement of the commissioners.
They rejected even the hearing of that claim,
as we thought, clearly in violation of a plainprinciple of justice. Hence we thought that
that claim ought to be reheard by the account¬
ing officers of the department, so that they maydecide whether or not it was a valid claim un¬
der the treaty. That is one case. The other
case was in reference to a portion of the claim
of Mr. Levy, which a majority of the commit¬
tee believed stood upon the same principles,
and they regard it as proper that it should have
a rehearing.

These- arc the only two cases in which we
have come to the conclusion that the petition¬
ers ought to be reheard; and while I say that,
I will also add that, as against the rights of the
petitioners on their statements of facts, the
committee could discover 110 grounds for relief
whatever. I couple it further with this fact,
that in my own opinion, and, I believe, in the
opinion of the committee so expressed in their
report, there was eminent ability displayed iu
the general investigations and opinions of these
commissioners; but I am sorry to say, Mr.
President, that as regards the cases of Gurdiner
and Mears it was not displayed. The opinions
of the committee, and the conclusions which
they draw from these cases, are as mild an
could be drawn. But, without entering into
that matter, I will say that there is also one
one other case, at least, where the decision
was in favor of the allowance of the claim
against the United States, in which I have been
unable uij-self to appreciate or understand bywhat possibility a lawyer could have arrivpd at
the result at which these commissioners ar-
rived in reference to the allowance of that
claim. I allude to the claim of Aaron Leggett,
upon which the American commissioners and
the Mexican commissioners had differed. One
rejected the claim in toto, and the other ad¬
mitted it to the amount of over four hundred
thousand dollars. An umpire heard the case,decidcd it, and allowed the claim to the extent
of $1)9.000, and the commissioners under the
treaty of Oiuadalnpe Hidalgo admitted that it
was not within their jurisdiction, and that theyhad no right under the treaty to revise the de¬
cision made bv the umpire; and yet they drew
as fanciful a distinction as could possibly be
drawn, for the purpose of making out an
original claim against the government of
Mexico, and so revising the decision of the
umpire, and allowing an additional aroouit for
injuries sustained, under a claim which had
been adjudicated under the treaty of (iuada-
lupe Hidalgo.

I state these facts generally, without goinginto details; but 1 confess that of all that 1
read, and of all the cases which I examined in
reference to the proceedings of the commis¬
sioners, the most unfavorable impression was
made upon my mind by the decision in the
case of Aaron Leggett. There wfis no tp*ti-
raony whatever before the committee in regard
to it, and this is nothing but the result to which
1 arrived as to the almost legal impossibility of
the conclusion which had been arrived at bythe commissioners in that case,

Mr. BROWN. This report is the result of
a tedious investigation into a matter which has
created a great deal of public excitement and
talk. The report, when printed, will be soughtfor very generally. I will suggest, therefore, to
the honorable senator from Pennsylvania, who
submits it, the propriety of asking the publica¬
tion of a few extra copies.

Mr. BHODHEA1). That can be cjone hcre-
after.

Mr. BROWN. I thought this was the propertime to make the order.
Mr. BRODHEAl). Before the vote is taken

on the order to print, J beg lpavp to make a
remark respecting the case of Mr. Leggett, U>
which my colleague on the committee [Mr.
Bayard] has referred. 1 concur with him in
the opinion that there was no jurisdiction over
that case in the last board of commissioners,
organized under the treaty of 1848 with Mex¬
ico : that, although Mr. Leggett may have had
injustice done him by the mixed commission,
which I deny, still the matter had passed in
rem jinJicafain, and the last board could not
properly take jurisdiction of the case. Hut
yet, air, as there appeared to be no fraud, no

concealment* no undue influence In the case,
upon the part of those who presented it, we
make no special recommendation in regard to
it. Ninety-nine thousand dollars was allowed
to him by the mixed commission, and one bunr
dred and seven thousand dollars by the last
commission. There appears to be no evidence
of fraud in the case, but only a misconceptionof jurisdiction.

Congressional.
T11IRTY-TH1KD CONGKES£.

FIRST SESSION.

Ill Senate.Thursday, March 30* Ids'!.
Mr. EVERETT presented the memorial of the

American society for the advancement of science,praying that Congress would establish a geograph¬ical department connected with the CongressionalLibrary.
Mr. BELL presented the memorial of members

of the Baptist denomination ofTennessee, prayingthat some provision maybe inude to secure to
American citizens ahroud freedom ot religious
worship.Mr. BELL also presented memorials in favor of
Cougress granting a township of land to each col¬
lege in the United States.

NEBRASKA BILL.
Remonstrances against the passage of the Ne¬

braska bill were presented by Messrs. Whiqht,Bayard, and Badgkr.
Mr. BADGER said I desire now to present the

remonstrance to which I alluded u few days ago,of David White, senior, and forty-two others, citi¬
zens of North Carolina, against the passage of the
Nebraska bill. Among the signatures which are
appended to it, I find sixteen of the name of White.
I presume they are all members of the respectableretigious society of Friends in various parts of
the State. I merely wish to mention that their
opposition to the bill is grounded upon the suppo¬sition that the provision in the bill to which objec¬tion is made will be au act of injustice or some
breach of national faith ; and as I have every rea¬
son to believe, from the character of the remon¬
strants, as far as I know them, and from the fact
that they are citizens of North Carolina, that they
are reasonable and just men, I think it highly pro¬bable that by this time, alter the discussion which
has taken place, they have found that they were
entirely mistaken, and that the bill is neither un¬
just nor in violation of the national faith, and have
therefore withdrawn their opposition to it. 1
move that the remonstrance lie upon the table.
The motion was agreed to.
A bill for the relief of John Guzman, of Louisi¬

ana, was reported, considered, and passed.
DEFICIENCY BILL.

The Senate resumed the consideration of the
deficiency bill.
The question pending was on the followingamendment, proposed yesterday by Mr. Bad«f.r:
" And be it further enacted, That the provision

contained in that portion of the seventh section of
the ni t of 2Cth August, 1852, entitled 1 An act to
provide for executing the public printing and es¬
tablishing the prices thereof and for other pur¬poses,' which provides 'that when any document
shall be ordered to be printed by both houses of
Congress, the entire printing of such document
shall be done by the printer of the house which
first ordered the same,' is hereby repealed ; and
when different printers are elected, each shall do
the printing for tlic house electing h<m ; and so
much of the printing for the executive depart¬
ments and bureaus of the government as is or¬
dered by the said act to be done by the public
printer shall be equally divided between the
printers of the two houses.''
Mr. BAYAR D moved to amend the amendment,

by providing that the whole act regulating the ex¬
ecution of the public printing should be repealedfrom and after the 4th ol March, lb55.

Mr. FlTZl'ATltlCK said he was opposed to
the amendment. It was out of place on the defi¬
ciency bill. It would increase to a large amount
the expeuses of the public printing. He conceded
that there was, under the present law. great dif¬
ficulty in disposing of the printing of the two
houses. But thai matter was now before the
Printing Committee, and was under consideration
by that committee at that time. He was free to
admit the law was defective; but it could be
amended without increasing the cost of printing.If this amendment were adopted, itVould increase
the expense by ten or fifteen thousand dollars for
composition. Though the law provided for the
eleolion of a printer by each house, it vvus formed
on the hypothesis that the work was to be done
by the same printer. The law provided that, when
both houses shall order the printing of tins same
document, the work shall be executed by the
printer of that house first ordering the same. A
case of much embarrassment had arisen under
this clause. The first or mechanical part of the
Patent Office Report had been ordered to be
printed first by the Senate, and was sept to the
Senate printer. Afterwards, the second part of
the same report, being the agricultural part, wasfirst ordered to be printed by the House. The
question which has arisen is: Did the ordering of
the first part to be printed carry with it the print¬
ing of the second part/ This was a legal ques¬
tion, and had not yet been determined. It was a
question which ought not to be decided in this
way. He would be in favor of any amendment
which would remedy the defects in the law, and
not involve any additional expense. In consider¬
ing this question, he was not influenced by Anyfavor for either printer.Mr. WELLER said that ho dillercd from the
Senator from Alabama. This amendment, as he
understood it, provided for nothing more than that
each body shall have the control of its own print¬
ing; that the printer of the Senate shall execute
the printing ordered by the Senate, and the House
printer the printing ordered by that body. Under
the law the Senate had ostensibly a printer; but, in
the operation of that law, it was found that, bytrickery or otherwise, it might be that all the
printing ordered by the Senate might pass into
other hands than the officer chosen for that pur¬
pose by the Senate. So long as the Senate had
the right to elect its own printer, how could it
concede to the House or to any other persons,the right and the power to decide how much print#ing shall be done hy thp officer chosen by the
Senate I There would be as much propriety in
giving to the House a controlover the sergeants-at-
arms of the two houses. There ought not to be,
us there seemed to have been, any contest be¬
tween the two houses, as to the disposal of their
printing, or as to which should first order the
printing.
Mr. BAYARD said he disliked to embarrass

any proposition with an amendment, and he there¬
fore withdrew his amendment. He thought that,
unlpss tjiis amendment were adopted, the Senate
would find itself involved in a very undignifiedscramble as to whether the Senate or the House
printer should have the greater share of the work.
He was in favor of a repeal of the whole law.
He was opposed to the whole system. It was
corrupt and corrupting. It had a tendency to-
corrupt the newspaper press.
Mr. HUNTER said he would vote for this

amendment. He had no doubt but it would
add to the expense of public printing, but not to
the extent which sume senators supposed. Un¬
less something of this kind were adopted, the two
houses would find themselves engaged in the
scramble mentioned by the senator from Dela¬
ware. The law as it now stood placed it in the
power of the departments to say who shall exe¬
cute the printing of the Senate. The Senate had
a printer, and it ought to have the right to send its
own printing to be executed by him.
How was it with twoofthe most important doc¬

uments which the Senate had ordered to bo print-
o4 3 A &ei)ntqr from pennsy(v«tni> intrpducpd a
resolution ordering the printing of an abstract of
the census. It was referred to the Committee on
Printing; that committee reported against it, but
afterwards, in union with the House committee,
reported in favor of printing another book, or ab-stracjoftlic census. That report of the joint com-
piiltpc was made to the Housp on fhe l!it|| of Feb¬
ruary, and on that day agreed to ; while the same
report was not made to the Senate until the 10th,
when the work had already been ordered by the
House. The Senate had had no chance to give
that printing to its printer.Mr. HAMLIN suggested that there was some
mistake respecting this particular.
Mr HUNTER read from the journals of the two

houses the proceeding8 0H l^e repoft.
So with respect to the agricultural part of the

Patent Office Report. That document was sent
to the House, and he happened to be present when
they were voting on printing it; and, upon inquir¬
ing of the Secretary of the Senate, he ascertained
that the document had not at that Jime feeen re¬
ceived in the Sci«at?. U the Senate had a right to
elect a printer, it ought to have the right to have
its printing executed by the officer of its own
choice.
He had always been opposed to giving the pub¬lic printing to editors or to the newspaper press.

He v as in favor of the contract system, or of es¬

tablishing a government printing office; and when
the senator from Delaware should bring forward
a proposition of that kind be would give it his
support.

lie was informed by a senator, who had the in¬
formation upon what he deemed good authority,
that the additional expense inpurred by this
amendment would not exceed twenty-five hun¬
dred dollars.

Mr. HAMLIN was opposed to the amendment,
ltecause it added to the expense of printing in con-
sequence of the doable composition. He hid no

Eprsonwl feelmg between individuals, governug
iin in thin matter. Under the existing law nil

printing which should be ordered by both houses
was executed by the printer of that house first
ordering the same, and i# this way both houses

were supplied with a single charge for composi¬tion. Under this ameudiueut each house would
have to pay lbr that composition which was now
paid lbr but by one.
Wih reaped to the printing of the census ab.

atracl, mentioned by the senator, he had to say,that the proposiliou which the senator from Penn¬
sylvania introduced was to print additional copiesol a very imperfect and unreliable abstract of the
census. The committee reported against that,and there its action ceased. The House, how-
e*er- a resolution respecting the printingol a different work,and the two committees agreed
to report in favor of printing that. But it being a
proposition originating in the House, it was first
reported to that body. Had the matter originatediu the Senate, it would have been reported to the
Senate first. As to tbe Putent Office report, he
knew nothing.He then read a statement from the superintend¬
ent of printing to establish that, taking the rela¬
tive cost of House and Senate printing during the
last Congress, it would be perceived that the Senate
printer would have at the end of this Congressfully his relative share of the public printing. That,according to the same ratio, the 1,192 pages of the
mechanical part of the Patent Office report, which
was to be executed by the Senate printer was
equal relatively to the 3,548 pages ol the agricul¬tural part ordered to be printed by the House
printer.
He alo read from an estimate prepared by the

superintendent of public printing, to show that
the increased expenditure for composition under
this amendment would amount to $15,000.Mr. BUTLER referred to the abstract of the
census returns prepared and ordered to be print¬ed by the House of Representatives, and denied
the propriety o( that House preparing a work to
be printed by the Senate, without giving the latterbody any opportunity of determining what it
should contain. It contained columns for statis¬
tics of lunatics, idiots, paupers, colleges, and
newspapers, and omitted much that was reallyvuluable. He would have preferred a column
showing the number of acres of cultivated land
in each State, to the statistics of paupers, luna¬
tics, and idiots. Because of this great defect in
this work, he had arrested the order for printing50,000 copies of it by the Senate. He would changethe law, if for no other reason than to have an
opportunity for the Senate to publish this work
with much that was valueless omitted, and much
that was valuable supplied.Mr. PEARCE said the only possible argumentagainst the amendment was the one of the addi¬
tional expense it would incur. But this to him
was not a sufficient reason why the amendment
should not be adopted. He thought it highlyright and proper that the Senate should have a
control of its own printing. It had elected a

printer, and it ought to see that its printer had
enough of the work ordered by it to maintain his
establishment. The argument of expanse was
not one which ought to appal those senators who,
some years ago, voted sixty thousand dollars to
the public printer who was a contractor.

It was unjust that the House should have the
power, either by accident or design, to order all
the Senate printing. If it was to be so, tbe Senate
might as well as(c the House to elect a printer for
it. The Senate had nov control over the House
printer. It had over its own, and could dismiss
him. It ought certainly have the right of orderingits own printing by its own officer.
Mr. BAYARD thought that, even if this changein the law did cause an increased expenditure of

$15,000, that sum was not too much to pay to
avoid the state of feeling which would ensue if
this scramble for patronage was continued.
Mr. FITZPATltlCK renewed his objections to

the ameudment. and Mr. BADGER replied.Mr. STUART opposed the amendment. lie
regarded it as a proposition to give the Senate
printer $15,000 more than he was entitled to under
the law. If any evil resulted under this law, mightit not rsst at the door of the Senate ? The obvious
reason for providing for the election of a printerby cach house was, that possibly at some time the
political sentiments of the two houses might be
different. This law was a just and economical
one, and he thought it would be found that all the
evil in the working"of this sound and wholesome
law was in the fact of the choice made by the Sen¬
ate in its election of printer. Should the govern¬
ment of the United States be put to this additional
expense merely for the purpose of sustaining an
organ ? The whole argument in favor of this pro¬position was, that the Senate, having elected a
printer, was now bound to sustain him.
He desired to leave this indecent scramble, if

any existed, where it was, and not to make either
house, as a body, a party to it. He cared verylittle, personally, as to who the parties were. He
confessed that his estimate of the two organs in
this city was not a very high one.
Ho also opposed the amendment becausc it

would delay this bill.
Mr. PRATT followed in support of the amend¬

ment. He did not think there was any scramble
in this case; it was all one way. The members
ol the Senate committee were not over favorable
towards the Senate printer. The members of the
House committee were friendly to the printer of
that body. They naturally desired to give all theycquld to their officer. And, as the Senate com¬
mittee were rather indifferent, the House conunit-
tec had it pretty nearly all their own way.Messrs. FITZPATltlCK and HAMLIN dis-
claimed all feelings of hostility to the Senate
printer.
The question was then taken, and the ainend-

ment was agreed to .yeas 24, nays 13, as fol¬
lows:

^ KA8.SIoww. Alien, AtdiUon, liiul^er, Bayard, Brod-
taend. tlrnwn, Butler, Claytou, Douglas, Kverett, Klsh, Koot,(Seyer, Hunter. Miuton, Morton, lVaree, l'etttt, JVatt, Husk,Sum nor, Thompson of Kentucky, Welter, an<l Wright.24.NAYS.Mensrs. Bell, Dodge of Wisconsin, Podge of Iowa,Ke^enden, Klt/patrlck, Qwln, llnnilin, Jonea of Iowa,Morris, Slide] 1, Stuart, Wade, and Williams.13,

Mr. Thompson, of Kentucky, moved to amend
(he bill by adding appropriations for custom-houses
at the following places the following amounts: St.
Louis, $100,000 j Mobile, $ti5,000; Cincinnati,
$10,000; Louisville, $40,000; Bangor, $20,000;Bath, $20,000; Wilmington. (Delaware) $12,000;Providence, (Rhode Island) $21,000.
Mr. HAMLIN moved to add to the amendment

an appropriation for the purchase of a new site
for a custom-house nt:San Francisco, $250,000;and for rebuilding the custom-house at Portland,
Maine, $200,0Q0.
Theso amendments were advocated by Messrs.

THOMPSON, GWIN, HAMLIN. BAYARD,GEYER, BELL, and WELLER, and opposed
by Messrs. PRATT and HUNTER.

Without taking any question, the Senate at a
late hour adjourned.

House of Representatives*
Nathaniel G. Taylor, elected a representativefrom Tennessee, in the place of Brookins Camp¬bell, deceased, appeared and qualified, and took

his seat.
NEBRASKA.

Mr. BENNETT said that he had received n pe¬tition from the district of his colleague, (Mr. Tay¬
lor,) numerously signed, against the passage of
the Nebraska bill, accompanied by a statement
that his colleague, at a puMic meeting, declared
that he would vote against that bill, qr resign his
scat. He called the a^tenlion of the gentleman to
the fjipt, and itsked him whether he did make such
a declaration, or whether an article in the Union
newspaper, stating to the contrary, was written byhis authority.
Mr. TA\ LOR had nothing to say as to what he

had declared at any public meeting, or as to whatopinions he had exnresspd elsewhere. Hp did not
kn°W, nor did he believe, that this was a propersubject on which to make an explanation. He was
willing that his colleague should present the peti¬tion. If it had been sent to him, he should have
presented it, although he was opposed to its views.
As it had been sent to his colleague, it made no
moans of difference, whether his colleague or him¬
self presented it; and the gentleman had his con¬
currence to present ij.
INCREASE OF THE NAVY.MISSOURI RESTRICTION*.
The House resolved itself into a Committee of

the Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. Hamil¬
ton in the chair, and took up the billj providingfor the construction of six first-class stoarn-frig-
ates.
Mr. KEITT, after introductory remarks, said

that thirty years ago Mr. Jefferson announced that
the Missouri restriction fell on his ears like the
tones of a fire-bell at midnight, awaking and fillinghim with terror. That statesman's prophetic eyeflashed along the chain of momentous results, and
his eye forever closed as his vpjpp uttered words
of warning and foreboding'.' Sectional strife, bit¬
ter feuds, and altercations have been the offspringof the unnatural union l>etween principle and
policy. The Missouri restriction was a source of
unnumbered woes, enabling the majority to tram¬
ple on the Constitution and the rights of the weaker
section of the oountry, until resistance was fast
becoming a law of self-preservation. But now a
star had risen in tbe west.a star of promise.He proceeded to show, in the course of his re?marks, that the ordinance of 1787 was unconstitu¬
tional and a mo*} graceless act, and the Missouri
restriction its offspring; and, in this connexion, he
.aid that just before Mr. Calhoun died he received
a letter from that statesman, in which he re¬
marked : " t think those Questions can be settled
by the extension of the Missouri line to the Pa-
ciic ; I will not vote for it, but I will acquiesce."

He weujtl waive the right to save the Union. H«
contended that it was the duty of the government
to protect slavery as any other property in th«
Territories ; and, ia conclusion, defended the in
stitutioa of slavery and eloquently contended lot
the rights of the south.

Mr. BENTON said that, from the war of 181^
to the present time, the question of a navy, more
or less, has been the theme of American stales
men. It seemed to be admitted on all hands that
we must have one. llow much, was the ques¬tion, aud that question waa governed by consider¬
ations national in themselves, and by others indis
pensably connected with our position. A navy foi
defence wus granted, and a navy for the protectionof commerce Was granted, but wbeu we come tc
a navy of conquest, and a navy to contend with
the navies of the world, that was another ques¬tion, which was not granted by th« early foundersof the republic. Ours is a continent, not an island
our policy is peace, not aggression ; it is defence
not conquest. This is our policy, and this wai
the doctrine of the earlier times. A standing arm)has always been condemned by the Americau peo¬ple; a standing navy, a navy in lime of peace, wat
ong rejected by the American people. We have
been going on ever since 1812, laying a broad foun
dation of the navy. He believed we have seven
navy yards, while the British have two; and, not
withstanding this, these frigates proposed to b«
constructed by this bill may be built by private
contract, according to the discretion of the Secre¬
tary of the Navy. This looks discouraging. What
would gentlemen think of a man having five mills,
carrying his tub of corn to a neighbor's to have it
ground i [Laughter.|
He thought it was a radical error in undertak¬

ing to build up a navy to contend with the world
for the dominion of the seas. He thought, too,that the policy of stationary squadrons was a mis
taken one. It was a British policy. The British
government lias squadrons for the island al
home, *nd squadrons for its possessions in all
quarters of the world. We have no inducement
to follow their plan of stationary squadrons, and
he could see no adequate reason for keeping up
our five stationary squadrons. After dwelling on
this subject at some length, he said he was foi
cruisers ; and that the building of ships in time ol
peace was building them to rot. He believed that
the business of creating navies in the countries ol
Europe was but a contest in ship-building and
ship-carpentering; and when they gel the ships, theypiny the game of cannon-balls against arms, legs,and heads, and when all is done, no more is effect¬
ed in the way of settling questions than if two
private citizens fight at home. We want shipafor the protection of commerce, and should goback to the wisdom of our ancestors.
Mr. CLINGMAN said he expected to vote fot

the bill, and that the naval policy originated in the
war of 1812. He did not believe that it was ac¬
tually stronger than it was thirty years ago, At
that time our commerce was one million or twelve
huudred thousand tons, now it is four millions. II
the navy thirty-five years ago was not loo strongto protect commerce, it was too weak now.

In 1812, Great Britain followed the old mode ol
ship-building, erecting lazy hulks ; and the conse¬
quence was,'one of our second-class frigates,such as Porter commanded, could easily keep out
of the way of the British ships. Though, per¬haps, sailing vessels may travel with iavoringwinds as fast a steamer, yet the latter have de¬
cidedly the advantage in all kinds of weather.
He was proceeding with his argument, when the
time to which the general debute was limited ex-
pired.
Mr. BOCOCK addressed the committee (havingthe privilege of doing so, as he reported the bill)in support of the measure under consideration,lie replied to a portion of the remarks of Mr.

Benton, and showed that Great Britain hadeleven
navy yards, or where it carries on the work ol
ship-building. They could not contend with other
countries at the present day, without keeping pacewith them iu the improvement in naval warfare,
auy more than an army with breastplates and hel¬
mets and spears could contend against cannon
and artillery. It is necessary to build the vessels
proposed by the bill. They are needed for the
protection of commerce; no one pretends that
they are for aggressive purposes.Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, said that, al¬
though he should vote for the bill, he agreed inthe main with what had been uttered by the gen¬tleman from Missouri. He did not, however, be¬
lieve that our present naval force is too large;but thought that we should have vessels of the
proper kind.such as this measure proposed.Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island, offered an amend¬
ment that three of the said ships shall be given out
by contract; but that no one contractor shallbuild more than one bull and engine. He did not
want a navy as large as that of England or France,
nor did he wish a descent on Cuba. Vessel*, hesaid, could be built by private contract at one-
hull" the cost at the government yards.Mr. CUMMING opposed the amendment, show¬
ing that the vessels built by private contract forthe government could not be depended on.
The amendment was rejected.
Mr. PHILLIPS moved an amendment, propos¬ing, to build, in addition to the six first-class

steamers, two sloops-of-war.Mr. BOCOCK opposed the amendment, appre¬hending thut it would embarrass the success ofthe bill.
Mr. LYON proposed to amend the amendmentby providing for the building of six sloops-of-war.Mr. CHANDLER opposed it, for reasons simi¬lar to those assigned by Mr. Bocock.
Mr. GKOW was opposed to voting any more

money until the coutract with Collins, aud Slooand Company, shall have been terminated, or until
notice to this effect shall have been given. Headvocated naval reform, and wanted officers like
Captain Ingraham, not old fogies, to command
our vessels.

Mr. BOCOCK replied, saying, in the course ofhis remarks, that no instance could be shown in
our history where an American naval commander
ever proved false to his Hag.Several other amendments were offered, but allof them, after debate, were disagreed to.
Without disposing ofthe bill, the committee rose,And the House acjourned.

PRESENTATIONS.
Mr. RIDDLE presented the memorial of Mc-Cullough & Co., and other citizens of the State ofDelaware, praying Congress to equalize, in the

revenue laws, the duties on certain classes ot im¬
ported iron.
By Mr. ELLISON: The petition of one hun¬

dred and fifty-one citizens of the counties of High¬land and Fayette in the Slate of Ohio, for the es¬
tablishment of a mail roule from Greenfield, High¬land county, through Goodhope, in the county of
Fayette, to Washington, the seat ofjustice of said
county.

Referred to the Committee on Post Offloe andPost Roads.

Lord Clarendon and General Webb..General Webb, now in London, writes to his
paper, the New York Enquirer, as follows:
" I was dining a few days since with Lard Clar-enilon, the secretary of foreign affairs, where

many of the foreign ministcts were presentrasalso rnapy members of the English cabinet. LordClarendon was saying to me how important it
was, for the 'cause of peace and the triumph ofsound principles at this crisis, that the voice of our
country should be heard in rebuke of Russia:
when Lord Palmerston entered the room. LoruClarendon immediately exclaimed: ' Come here,
my lord, and confirm what I have just been say¬ing to General Webb. I have been impressing
upon him that, In this age of the world, publieopinion is more prompt than armies; and that the
expression of pulilicopiuion in America as againstthe conduct of Russia would be worth to the
peace of the world more than her fleets or arm\es.Am I not right?' Lord Palmerston promptly and
most emphatically gnve his approval of the senti¬
ment ; and expressed a hope that so valuable anauxiliary would not be withheld in behalf of whatis unquestionably the interest of the wholecivilized world.''
The icebergs have been notified to " clear thetrack'' for General Webb's return; tfoprp is not

room for both on the Atlan^ip ocean-

A Theatrical Calculation..With the assist¬
ance of several quires of paper, we have arrived
at the following estimate of the crimes, sins, anddoings of some of our eminent actors, Accordingto this calculation Forrest has been shot 11,000times as M^tainora, and he has stabbed Iago 0,038aud smothered Desdemona an equal number oflimes. Mis# Dean has eaten 1,100 chickens asMrs. Oakley,been ruined 300 times as Madeleine,and has been '. outdid by yon sordid fcuokster''&0 times. Miss Logan .mptied the chaliceif guilt 4?7 ;imes, denounced her husband 520limes, and has b«on buried 120 times. Mrs.Mowatt has been taken by Clifford 301 times )ind notwithstanding all these facts, the above la-lies and gentlemen are highly respected.

[ Boston firming Gazette.

Omlnons..At the close of the morning session>f the anti-Nebraska convention at Columbus,)hio,on Wednesday, the 20d, as the members wereeaving the church in which the meeting had
Wen held, the siepsgave way, anJ a considerablelumber of gentlemen were injured; only five oriix seriously, however.

j Jfmip
The War la the Bast.Cosstantikom.*, Feb¬

ruary 25..By the last news from Erzerouiu and
! Trebizond, we hear that the excessive cold haa

entirely put a atop to all military operationa on the
Georgian frontier.

1 From Odeaaa, (6th February,)we hear that Prince
Menschikoff haa decided on establishing fortified
poata on the ahorea of the Black sea, and that Ad-

. miral LermontolT, military governor of Sebaatopol,

. is eutruated with the construction of aome near
Theodoaia, ou the eastern coast of Crimea.

The news from Greece is creating an uneasy
feeling here. At first we were told that it was a
mere local outbreak, speedily suppressed. But
private letters in abundance prove that it is an at¬
tempted Greek revolutionary movement. There
is a general agreement in these letters that crimi¬
nals let loose from the caatla at Athena, and from
jails at Chalcia, &c., joined by vagabonds and
atudenta, provided with arms and ammunition,
and guided by Generals Grivas, Tzavella, Ace.,
have invaded the Turkish territory, anar Arta,
carrying a Greek dag. These vagabonds are said
to be well supplied with money, and are directed
by several councils at Athena and elaewhere.
One of theae ia aaid already to have furnished
5,000,OOOf.
The Greek government pretenda to be power-leaa to repress this movement, but it is thought to

be really encouraging it. Of course this particu¬lar movement is attributed to Russiau intrigueand Russian geld. But though we have heard
much of this for some days past, the governmenthas not yet despatched auy troops From hence.
Does this prove that the affair is trifling, or that

i the government is dilatory and half-asleep 1 Two
1 Turkish ateainera are under ordera for conveying

troops to Volo, near the northeaatern frontier of
Greece, to be eacorted by her Britiah majesty's
steamer Niger, bat they will not be ready till Mon-

i day evening, the 27th, and probably not till Tuea-
i day or Wednesday. It doea not seem very pru-
. dent to neglect ihia matter, however trifling may
f be ita commencement.

A ferment at this moment, among these disunited
P races, would terribly complicate matters; but it is

hardly probable if the government are tolerably
> prudent. In general, the GreeksofTurkey, though
, bearing their rulers no great love, do not seem to

have caught the enthusiasm of the natives of
Greece proper. They seem to be biding their
time, and to trust more to plotting and betrayals
than to actual insurrection.

Despatches from Vienna atate that the sick and
wounded of the Russian troops in Wallachia are
exceedingly numerous, the proportion ol sick be¬
ing at least 15 per cent, Typhus fever and dys¬
entery are making great ravages.

From Hamburg we learn that the owners of
Russian vessels take every opportunity of selling
them. Hungarian and Polish contractors have, it
is said, negotiated for laage quantities of provi¬
sions for the British fleet.

Berlin, March 9..We learn that Russia will
place all her forces in the harbors of the Baltic
under the chief command of General Von Berg.
General liudiger will be at the head of the admin¬
istration in Poland.

Malta, March 5..Yesterday, the first division
of the expeditionary army nrriVed here. Three
regiments from Gibraltar, and three from hence
will follow. These troops, it ia stated, will ren¬
dezvous at Constantinople on the 15th April.
The Russians seem to fear mischief in Bessara¬

bia, for the reinforcements which arrive Are now
detained there, instead of being sent on to Walla¬
chia.
The Wallachian Monittur publishes a Russian

decree, giving effect to the forced currency of pa*
per money iu Wallachia. Merchants and others
who refuse to receive the notes, are to be consid¬
ered in a state of rebellion, and are to be treated
accordingly.
Royal Vlait to Baltic Pleet^-On the 10th.her

majesty, the prince consort, and the royal family,attended by a very numerous suite, left Bucking¬ham Palace in five of the royal coachcs, escorted
by a detachment of the 17th light dragoons, (lan¬
cers,) for the Vauxhall station of the southwestern
railway,where the royal special train was in readi¬
ness, and the august party at once took their seats,
and were soon lost to sight on their rapid way to >

Portsmouth. The royal train proceeded on its way
at a quarter to eleven o'clock, and expected to ar¬
rive at the royal Clarence yard, Portsmouth, short¬
ly before one o'clock, when her majesty and suite
would embark on board the royal screw yacht-tender Fairy, and at once proceed to Spithead, andinspect the fleet, en route to Oaborne.

It is understood the queen would be again
amongst the fleet on the 11th, when, according to
present orders, at 12 o'clock at noon the fleet
would proceed en route to their destination. The
rendezvous, it is said, at present fixed being at a
concerted anchorage some distance below the Cat-
tegat.
The total force will consist of 23 ships, compris-in 1,32G guns, 13,320 men, and the steam-squadronof 8, 340 horse power. The four sailing vessels,

304 guns; thirteen screws, 944 guns; and six
naddles, 78 guns.

Minie rifles have been distributed to the marines.
A detachment of sappers and miners are on board
fer shore service. Advices from the surveving-ship Hecla, dated Nyborg, Hoatein, March 3d,
state that the servico of surveying for the fleets
bad been performed satisfactorily, and that the
Norwegian authorities had been quite cordial in
their attentions. It is surmised that the destina¬
tion of the fleet is Kiel. France will send ten
ships of the line.

Letters from Portsmouth represent that town as
crowded to excess with visitors, anxious to bid
farewell to relatives about proceeding to the Bal¬
tic, or to witness the graud sight at Spithead.A second expeditionary force of artillery, undercommand of Lieut. Colonel Strangways, is beingrapidly formed, and will embark very shortly after
the first detachment; 62 pieces of ordinance, of
various calibre, ranging from 12 to 24 pounders,
are to be sent out to the east to be employed r>*
position. Another battalion of artillery is to be
raised on the 1st of April. Recruiting is activlyfoing on at London, Birmingham. Belfast, and
>ublin. 180 recruits joined Woolwich garrisonlast week. Each company of artillery for active

service musters 158 privates, 20 non-com misstateedand five commissioned officers, and an nssiatant
surgeon.

Dublin, March 9..Orders were received yes¬terday afternoon by the military authorities here,for the following corps to hol^themselves in readi¬
ness to proceed to Turkey: The 11th hussars,4th dragoon guards, and Major Dupuis's brigadeof artillery.
Marseilles, March 0..Our intercourse witt^Algeria is becoming very animated. Almost daily

steamers leave our port for Algiers with from 400
to 500 raw conscripts. The plan of the govern¬
ment is to draw from its army in Africa most of
the best soldiers for the eastern expedition, and
to fill up the regiments with recruits. It cannotbe denied that the French amy ia Algeria is in a
most efficient state as regards decipline and mili¬
tary knowledge, having b«en accustomed now forupwards of twenty years to constant marchingand hrfrd fighting.
The officers belonging to the army of Algeria,who have received leave of absence, on their

arrival in Msraeilles, are ordered to return im¬
mediately to their regiments.

Twelve steamers were being tiled out atToulon to convey French treons to the east. Thefirst division was tQ leave on the 20th instant; thesecond division on the 15th of April. Prinoe Na¬poleon, with * force of chasseurs was to proceed(a the Greek frontier. General Moore and fortyEnglish officera were at Marseilles on the 5th.
Hambubo, March 9..<A lelearanhic order fromthe Britiah admiralty directs all English steamers

to quit this port immediately, in order to conveytroops and munitions of wsr to the Baltic.
It now sppear* certain that hostilities onthe part both of Englsnd and France will com¬

mence almost immediately ia the Baltic.
Marshal St. Amaud's 'pay, as comaumder ofthe French forces in the east, is about $125,000per annum, besides an outfit of $00,000.
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