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19tr CoNGREss.] No. 875. ~ [2p Sessiox.

LAND CLAIM IN WEST FLORIDA. .
COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 13, 1827.

Mr. Reep, from the Commitiee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the petition of James Moore, of
Mississippi, reported:

That it appears to the satisfaction of the committee, by the petition and affidavit of the said James
Moore, and by the corroborating testimony of one of the committee, (who has some knowledge upon the
subject,) that the petitioner and the other heirs of Alexander Moore, deceased, have claims to land in
West Florida, by virtue of British grants issued from the government of West Florida while it was a
British province; that the said Alexander Moore, in his lifetime, became a Spanish subject, after the con-
quest of Florida by the Spanish arms, and continued so until the time of his death; and that the said
lands, or some of them so claimed, were settled and cultivated during the continuance of the British gov-
ernment in West Florida. It further appears that the original patents and other evidences of title to the
lands so claimed came into the possession of the said James Moore after the death of his father, as one
of his heirs-at-law; and that the said patents and other evidences of title were, in due time, transmitted
by the said James Moore, to be laid before the board of commissioners for the adjustment of land titles
in West Florida, but were lost at sea; which accident prevented their being presented to and acted upon
by the said board in due season, during the existence of said commission. It further appears that the
British and Spanish archives relating to lands in Florida have been transmitted to the commissions there,
and are not now in any of the departments at the seat of government in this city. The committee ave of
opinion, under these circumstances, that the said petitioner, and the other heirs of Alexander Moore,
deceased, have a well founded claim upon Congress to have their titles investigated and decided upon,
and have, therefore, instructed me to report a bill accordingly, which is herewith presented

191 CoNGREss.] No. 576. [2p SesstoN.

ON CLAIM OF A RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS FOR COMPENSATION FOR BRINGING UP
‘ ARREARS OF WORK.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 13, 1827.

Mr. Reep, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the petition of Josepb Dunbar,
receiver of public moneys in the district west of Pearl river, State of Mississippi, reported:

That it appeavs to the satisfaction of the committee that when the said Joseph Dunbar entered upon
the duties of his office as such receiver of public moneys the books af his office were very much in arrear,
and that he was instructed to cause them to be brought up with as little delay as possible, that he
accordingly employed clerks to do a part of the work which was so in arrear, and the balance was done
by himself and in his own handwriting. He has been allowed at the Treasury Department, in the settle-
ment of his accounts, $1,500 paid for clerk hire in bringing up the arrearages of business in his office,
which sum was actually paid to clerks employed by him; but for his own clerical labors he has received
nothing, and one of the objects of the petition is to obtain compensation for those services. The committee
are of opinion that the justice of this claim is beyond doubt, and the only difficulty has been with the
committee to ascertain what the amount of compensation should be. The chairman, therefore, addressed
himself to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who, in reply, communicated to the committee
a report made to his predecessor by A. Anderson, who had been directed to examine and report on the
condition of the said office. The following is an extract from Mr. Anderson’s report: “The books are now
complete, and the work has been neatly and correctly executed. The same work could not have been
done, had clerks been employed to perform the whole of it, for a less sum than $2,000. The receiver has
been allowed a credit of $1,500 paid to the clerks for the above labor; he also claims $500, in addition to
that sum, as a compensation for the work which he executed and the necessary and general superintend-
ence of the whole business. I examined the books page by page, and found that a considerable portion
of the work was in the handwriting of Mr. Dunbar. In answer, therefore, to that part of the communi-
cation in relation to clerk hire, I feel it my duty to say that the sum allowed appears to me, from my
acquaintance with bookkeeping of that description, to be less than reasonable, and less than I have
known the same extent and style of work executed for.” The committee think, therefore, that $500 is a
fair and reasonable compensation for the extra services of the said receiver in bringing up the arrearages
of business in his office, and have instructed me to report a bill accordingly.
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19t CoxerEss.] No. 577. [2p Sesstox.
LAND CLAIM IN MISSISSIPPI.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 15, 1827.

Mr. Reep, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the petition of the representatives
of William Scott, deceased, with the accompanying documents, reported:

That, April 26, 1787, William Scott, the ancestor of the petitioners, preferred his petition to the
governor of Louisiana for the grant of a tract of land on the river Homochitto, in the district of Natchez,
and that on the 21st of May in the same year an order of survey was obtained from Don Estevan Miro,
governor of the province of Louisiana, according to the prayer of the petitioner. It also appears by the
certificate of William Vousdan, a deputy surveyor under the Spanish government, dated November 23,
1787, that a survey was actually made in favor of the said William Scott for two hundred acres of land
situated in the district of Natchez, and about seventeen miles from the fort on the Homochitto river. It
also appears to the satisfaction of the committee that the heirs of the said William Scott duly registered
their claim before the board of commissioners west of Pearl river March 29, 1804, but that proof of settle-
ment and cultivation not being made the said claim was not confirmed by the board of commissioners,
and the said tract of two hundred acres was subsequently sold as public lands belonging to the United
States. .

It is proved by the depositions of John Bolls and Catharine Bolling that the said tract of land was
settled and improved by the said William Scott previous to and during the years 1792 and 1793. It is
also proved by the deposition of John Bolls that “the said tract of land was in cultivation October 25,
1795, and for a number of years before and after, and that the children of said William Scott were at that
time inhabitants of the province and ever since.” From those facts it results that the title of the petitioners
was protected by the act of Congress of March 8, 1803, and that the United States have sold a tract of
land to which they had no title, and in derogation to the rights of the petitioners. The committee have,
therefore, instructed me to report a bill for their relief, which is herewith presented.

191s CoxerEss.] No. 678. [2p Sesston.

CONDITION OF DUNCAN McARTHUR’S CLAIM WITH REGARD TO THE DISPUTED LAND
BETWEEN ROBERTS AND LUDLOW’S LINES IN OHIO.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 16, 1827,

The undersigned, agent of the United States for defending the suits in ejectment, Duncan McArthur
vs. John Reynolds, and the said McArthur vs. Henry Vanmetre, now pending before the court of common
pleas of Champaign county, Ohio, for the recovery of land in the valley of the Great Miami river, westward
of Ludlow’s line, south of the Greenville ireaty line, sold by authority of the laws of the United States,
hereby certifies that the said land lies westward of a direct line from the termination or head of the valley
of the Scioto river to the termination or head of the valley of the Little Miami river, and that no part of
the land which is proposed to be made the warrant of a donation to the said McArthur of $65,000, lies
befween the rivers Scioto and Iiittle *Miami, or within the territory reserved by the Commonwealth of Vir-
ginia for the satisfaction of the land bounties of the officers and soldiers of that Commonwealth who served
in the continental line of the revolutionary army; and further, that, by the running of Ludlow’s and
Roberts’ lines into and across the Great Miami country, and the permission given to the holders of warrants
granted for these bounties to locate up to these lines, about 160,000 acres of land, without the limils of the
reserved territory, have been lost to the United States.

Given at Chilicothe, February 15, 1827, CADWALLADER WALLACE,

The Copnriee on Privare Lanp Cranss of the Senate of the United States.

191m CoNecrEss.] No. 579. [2p Sessron.

PURCHASE OF LANDS FROM THE INDIANS; SURVEYS, QUANTITY, SALES, EXPENSES OF
THE PUBLIC LANDS; THE AMOUNT PAID, BALANCES DUE AND AMOUNT FORFEITED
BY THE PURCHASERS OF PUBLIC LANDS SINCE THE DECLARATION OF INDEPEND-
ENCE.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 16, 1827.

To the Senate of the Uniled States:
I transmit to the Senate a report from the Secretary of the Treasury, with statements prepared at
the Register’s and General Land Office, in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 16th of May

last in relation to the purchases and sales of the public lands since the Declaration of Independence.
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS.

‘W asHINGTON, February 16, 1827.
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Treasury DepartvENT, February 15, 1827.

The Secretary of the Treasury, to whom was referred a resolution of the Senate of May 16, 1826,
“requesting the President of the United States to cause to be prepared and laid before the Senate, at the
commencement of the next session of Congress, a statement showing the sums annually paid since the
Declaration of Independence for purchasing from the Indians, surveying and selling the public lands,
showing, as near as may be, the quantities of land which have been purchased; the number of acres which
have been surveyed; the number sold and the number which remain unsold; the amount of sales and of
forfeitures; the sums paid by purchasers, and the sums due from purchasers in each land district; keeping
in separate columns or tables, as far as practicable, the statements for every State and Territory in which
there are public lands,” has the honor to submit to the President a communication from the Register of
the Treasury, and one from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, both dated the 14th instant,
which, with the statements to which they respectively refer, contain the information required by the said

resolution.
RICHARD RUSH.
The PresmENT of the United States.

Treasvry DeparmMENT, Register’s Office, February 14, 1821,

In compliance, in part, with a resolution of the Senate of the United States of May 16, 1826, I have
the honor to transmit herewith statements numbered from 1 to 7, inclusive, viz:

No. 1. Exhibiting the expenditures of holding Indian treaties from 1776 to December 31, 1825.

No. 2. Exhibiting the expenses of surveys of public lands to December 31, 1825,

No. 3. Exhibiting the expenses of selling the public lands to December 31, 1825.

No. 4. Exhibiting special sales of public lands made prior to the opening of the land offices.
b No. 5. Exhibiting the quantity of land sold in each State, and amount of purchase money, to Decem-

er 31, 1825,

No. 6. Exhibiting the amount paid by purchasers, balances due by individuals, and total amount of
purchase money from the opening of the land offices to December 31, 1825.

No. 1. Exhibiting the amount of money forfeited to December 31, 1824.

I have the honor to be, with great respect, sir, your obedient servant,
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register
Hon. Ricearp Rusn, Secrefary of the Treasury.

No. 1.

Statement of expenditures on account of holding Indian treaties, &c., from July 4, 1116, to December 31, 1825,
stated in pursuance of a resolution of the Senate of the United States of May 16, 1826.

Year. Amount. Year. Amount.
From July 4 to December 31, 1776 covvevacanscococnns $42,928 64 Forthe year 1801 cceicenccsssccccnnees cocenrsanns £9,000 00
57,622 29 1802... 20,000 00
10,322 11 1803... ceselecerncntcasscreaanes
3,3645 || 180dee..eee... . 53,000 00
2,337 79 41,000 00
219560 || J806eiiieiesiinsinisseenisisessnnineefsetnniinininiaeen,
905 00 180700cenccacossces 60,825 00
1,718 00 1808... 70,725 00
4,534 48 1809... 169,150 00
8,738 &8 1810... . 53,925 00
27,092 & 1811..csee . 57,725 00
750 00 1812¢cccvceviscvosccones 55,975 00
4,747 10 ) PR PP PPN 55,475 00
1814uceecnrennes TP PP resene
29,650 10 111,750 00
82,075 00
13,648 &5 91,276 06
27,282 83 230,409 54
13,042 46 185,522 77
21,475 68 197,278 01
55,563 98 118,050 60
32,3% 33 182244i0uecsennnnteccrncncsrnceasannes 379,611 99
16,470 09 1823, 201,017 71
20,302 19 1824eceseascecrscssccsssocseccccesones 227,341 50
3122 1825400 sesnsnrenssossorsesssnseccesas 519,979 12
3,392,494 67
Estimated amount forthe year 1826. veve coressvenene 475,884 85
3,868,379 52

The expenditurcs commencing in 1776, and extending in the above statement to 1780, inclusively, were in the paper medium then current. The sums
extended for those years, after depreciati d, are reduced to specie by the table of depreciation fixed by Congress.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register,

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 13, 1827,
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PUBLIC LANDS.

[No. 5179.

No. 2.—Statement of expenses of surveying public lands, and salaries of surveyors and clerks.

2 U U
€2 @ g8 N
Surveyor’s name. Year. 7 5 P Surveyor’s name. Year. z o S &
B8 B 8 85 RS
2= 2 2= Z
E% 2 R &
& & E &
Rufus Putnam, surveyor northwest of | 1797 | $5,964 26 {....... «+...f| Isaac Briggs, surveyor south of Tennes- | 1806 {e..co.cv.oeco  §2,000 00
Ohio river, including Michigan Terri- | 1798 6,034 40 see—Continued. 1807 Jeeveeoracens 3,000 00
tory. 1799 | 12,486 95
1800 | 11,415 40 ceevreenee] 53,792 34
1801 16,661 52 |... vees
1eo2 2,000 00 | §15,986 36 || 50ppy Pease, surveyor south of Tennessee| 1807 | $1,733 34 | 12,874 77
1803 2,000 00 9,339 24 1808 2,961 50 22,791 0
. 1804 UWR| L, 1809 | 2,49 07| 15,489 42
1810 2,230 00 20,184 3L
56,808 35 | 26,899 76 1813.]  @119| 1,175 09
1820 {oveerccocens 533 40
Jared Mansfield, surveyor northwest of { 1803 §00 00 1,252 50
Ohio river, including Michigan Terri- | 1804 2,691 48 | 15,536 19 10,362 10 73,048 58
tory. 1805 | 2,905 82 | 25,483 53
1806 2,950 00 | 37,034 28 Thomas Freeman, surveyor south of | 1810 J...eceaensee 3,450 00
1807 | 2,950 00 | 36,867 35 | pe;possee, 1811 | 29021 51,703 00
1808 | 2,677 84| 13,827 60 w12 | 340971 800000
1809 | 2,289 95) 3,900 09 w13 | 4,33750 | 15,000 00
1810 2,976 72 | 17,645 17 1814 1,767 94 11,642 14
181l ( 3,00959 f 11,487 &3 1815 {cevsroneness| 20,000 00
1812 3,414 42 6,905 51 10,000 00
1813 194 02 41 &8 b L3 L PO { 25,000 00
1817 11,112 50 35,000 00
26,859 87 | 169,951 93 1818 | 3,337 80| 40,000 00
1819 3,671 66 29,000 G0
Josiah Meigs,surveyornorthwestof Ohio | 1813 1,883 51 | 2,130 82 1820, 1,750 00 | 22,500 G0
river, including Michigan Territory. 1814 3,050 00 | 11,417 79 182t 6,112 32 43,000 00
1815 5434 feeeerennas . 1822 211 96 leeerananoces
4,987 65 | 13,548 61 38,651 60 [ 314,205 14
* Deduct repaymentecsccecesefecarcace]ecssascceees 2,305 35
Edward Tiffin, surveyor northwest of | 1315 3,183 16 | 13,140 91 N
Ohio river, including Michigan Terri- | 1816 | 3,975 00 | 22,636 75 sesevenneens| 311,089 79
tory. 1817 | 4,000 00 | 12,626 40
1818 5,225 00| 5,221 32 [[ Levin Wales, surveyor south of Ten- | 1822 925 00 18,000 00
1819 | 3,075 00| 48,271 83 || nessee. 1823 | 2,775 00] 5,000 00
1820 4,100 00 | 40,000 00 1824 925 00 4,000 00
1821 [ 4,100 00 { 35,000 00 o 1825 | 2,23055] 18,55 63
18R 4,100 00 | 20,000 00 _—
1823 | 4,100 00 | 15,000 00 6,855 55 | 45,536 63
1824 4,100 00 | 10,000 00
1825 4,100 00 | 14,197 50 George Davis, surveyor south of Ten- | 1824 1,649 78 { 53,266 00
nessee. 1825 2,949 75 2,442 00
44,038 16 | 236,094 71
4,589 53 | 55,708 00
Aaron Greely,surveyor of Michigan Ter- | 1812 |iccccieeees]| 5,565 93 —_—— —
ritory. John Coffice, surveyor of Alabama ......[ 817 30,000 00-
William Rector, surveyor of Illinois, | 1814 37500 |eveeennnnnes 1818 Jeeecaceees..| 40,000 00
Missouri, and Arkansas. I815 |eeeseescanas 625 00 1819 875 00 37,000 00
1816 53,969 54 1820 5,250 00 40,500 00
1817 99,717 43 1821 | 2,625 00| 39,000 00
1818 oo ~eud| 64,241 96 1822 1,807 51 feceeecnsasas
1819 3,000 00 | 109,650 00 1823 4,315 00 23,000 00
1620 | 4,000 00 | 40,520 53 1824 | 2,62500| 3,000 00
1821 | 4,000 00 | 50,000 00 1825 | 3,500 00 | 8,864 00
1822 | 3,999 99 | 62,818 00 e f——
1823 | 3,966 66 | 84,136 00 21,057 51 | 226,364 00
1824 2,972 52 feececescnecs
Robert Butler, surveyor of Florida.ce...| 1824 feeecanicncas 7,000 00
25,314 17 | 565,678 46 710 50 |eennenrenens
1825 | 3,80342| 408,789 23
William Clark, surveyor of Illinois, Mis- | 1824 |............| 30,000 00
souri, and Arkansas. 1825 2,869 26 | 30,000 00 451302 47,7728
2,869 26 | 60,000 00 | 5105 Brent, surveyor of Louisiana......! 1807 512 30 [eecnsarencas
1808 500 00
William Mcl{ge? surveyor of Illinois, | 1825 1,527 48 | 20,500 00 1800 375 00
Missouri, and Arkansas. 1810 500 00
Isaac Briggs, surveyor south of Tennes- | 1803 [cceeeceeces.| 2,800 00 1811 500 00
see, ) ) . 1804 Jeviearerenns 105 00 1812 375 00
1804 fieeeeesseasd) 1,895 00 1813 625 00 eeesesoonnee
1805 15,808 59 —_— et s
1806 [veeienseee.s| 28,183 75 3,387 30 [eessesrascne

* A repayment by Thomas Freeman, in 1825, of §2,305 35 to be deducted.
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RECAPITULATION.
z . 2, z . 3
s £ 54 £
g3 2 £: Z
Surveyor’s name. Year. Z o ) Surveyor’s name. Year. iz S %
53 ] T3 z &
- 2 = H]
R = 22 ]
S g = g
%) 2 - LER
& A I & A
FIRST DISTRICT. 1Vs;:r:o:m pisTRicT—Continued
Surceyors northwest of Ohio Surveyors south of Tennessee.
river, including Michigan I5220 BEIGEs s eeeevsvnenessess] FROMITO7101807.}eeeeernen..] €33,702 34
Territory. Seth Pease ...veevsseeess...| From 1807to 1820.| §10,362 10 73,048 58
Rulus Putniam . eeeseeeeseesso| From 1807to 1804, $36,808 35 | $26,899 76 || Thomas Freeman.eeeessses.| From1810to 1822.1 33,651 60 | 311,939 79
Jared Manstield.. From1803to 1813.| 26,859 87 | 169,931 93 | Levin Wailes.e.evseaeaesea. | From1832t01825. 6,855 55 43,536 53
Josiah Meigs ... From1813t01815.{ 4,987 65 | 13,548 61 || George Davis cevuveeenseane..} 1824 and 1825,...| 4,599 53 53,708 00
Edward Tiffin ceevevenecssess| From1815t018235.| 44,058 16 | 236,094 71 :
Adron GreelVeseeeesesveeeese| 181200000 vennneci]eceneeneness) 5,565 93 60,468 78 | 540,095 34
Surveysr of Alabama.
132,714 03 | 452,090 94 || Jonn Coffee s eevrurerenene..| From1817t0 1525.| 21,057 51 | 226,364 00
Principal deputy surceyor of
SECOND DISTRICT. Louisiana,
Surceyors of Ilinots, Missourd, Silas Brent voeeeees +. ovve..| From1807t01813.) 3,357 30 [euuvreennen.
and JArkansas,
Surveyor of Florida,
William Rector.eeee.... eeese| From18l4to 1824 | 25,314 17 | 565,673 46 _ -
William Clark, acting ........| From 1824101825, 2,869 25 | 60,000 op || Robert Butlereeooeeeevrreeo. [1824a0d 1825 0] 4,513 92 | 47,787 23
William McReCosee cooosnnns] 1625 c0enneeceees] 1,527 48 | 20,500 00 || Total expenses of surveys of
public lands to December
29,710 91 | 646,178 46 BL 1825 cereneenincnenenafoarconannanenanassf 231,852 45 11,912,515 97

TREASORY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 14, 1827

vor. Iv—114 ¢

JOSEPH NOURSE, Register,



No. 8.

Txpenses of selling the public lands, consisting of the emoluments of the registers and receivers, and the incidental expenses paid by the recetvers.

Land offices, 1800 to 1614, 1815, 1816. 1817, 1818, 1819. 1820, 1821, 1822, 1828, 1824, 1825, Total.
01110,
MOHE e vrseenrsonsenenssssrsssesernrsnee]  §6,72421 5088 926 §1,704 65 51,220 98 $1,633 97 $1,618 17 §1,319 64 31,186 &0 $1,286 30 §984 64 $1,270 30 | $1,620 68 521,466 90
ZONCSVIIIC e s ss ssasssasveotvsssssansenasens 25,491 31 6,767 91 5,215 92 5,293 56 4,532 54 3,795 93 2,546 72 1,774 36 2,530 47 1,543 60 1,875 01 2,119 70 63,487 03
Steubenvilleaeessarvvressrssrcersasniisesnns 62,166 03 5,646 &0 5,524 76 4,673 30 3,408 51 2,514 93 2,515 00 2,188 33 2,748 73 1,878 87 2,182 31 2,875 67 98,323 24

Chilicothe.. .. 48,981 R 3,510 12 3,765 97 3,482 05 33644 87 2,616 43 1,949 37 1,573 00 1,985 33 1,464 65 1,744 83 1,045 64 76,264 18
Cineinnati. 87,574 12 10,555 78 9,013 63 12,570 91 8,429 48 4,744 49 3,837 65 3,192 04 3,654 27 1,645 27 2,081 23 8,570 24 155,878 12
WOoOSterverss 17,919 19 7,249 88 6,830 72 7,970 23 5,211 51 3,418 75 2,288 16 1,900 11 2,374 08 1,739 72 1,978 66 1,666 69 60,767 70
B Ty T R T I IR T TR R T N ST TN (YT T YRR T YRR IPPPPRRTTPRTRTLY] CERYRYRRS seerassnnesseresficrtannisecsaies 702 05 1,225 08 1,871 23 1,314 97 1,078 76 1,211 17 7,403 26
D410 L 1 DO PR (TR TTTTTRTITN) FIYTRYTPRYTIRTLTS FOTSPRRTTERTRN) B 1,966 17 3,031 08 4,186 76 2,601 70 1,595 83 1,462 53 14,844 05
248,856 78 (¢ 34,618 76 32,0355 65 35,210 33 26,760 88 18,708 70 17,124 76 16,070 78 20,637 17 13,173 42 13,8156 93 21,401 32 498,434 48

INDIANA.
JefTersonVillCessass ears vensvessonasnes 16,261 26 3,493 31 8,873 61 8,082 36 6,279 77 5,365 38 4,821 13 2,584 33 2,542 52 2,065 03 2,425 35 1,968 44 64,772 49
ViNCCNNECS + sesoes soen veseesesnasrrasene 14,284 82 1,980 35 6,325 70 10,516 79 7,226 82 5,892 63 4,366 76 3,311 83 3,106 94 1,628 11 1,816 62 1,647 46 62,106 21
Fort Wayne... U UTTUEUTSS FEUUOURORUUIN FTOPTRRTOUOUR HTEEIUTIUCRTN IPPTPPPUPPRIITN PP TIPUIR FUPPPRTRvEN FPRTPIRTI VRIS PR CEITTETITTN CEEEN I 949 73 1,065 12 1,324 01 3,338 €6
Crawfordsville. J N T LR T YT TTT TRvess PR PP PP PPN FET PRV R TP T LSRR T T PR TP 1,310 55 1,562 67 3,196 &3 2,680 37 3,207 70 3,281 04 15,239 16
INAIANAPONS +evensorrsersssssrsanssensasanns[seesrsrsscanennifornencans vinrnfrentiiienniiane rrnecnncinnindioniieen snneneliennaresesann 2,651 90 6,651 89 5,011 75 3,216 83 2,448 94 2,699 14 23,613 45
30,546 08 5,473 65 15,199 31 18,609 15 13,506 59 11,258 01 13,150 34 14,113 77 14,758 07 10,571 07 10,961 03 10,920 09 169,070 17

ILLINOIS.
SHAWNCCIOWI ¢evssonscrnsrssssaosnosssersns 1,871 25 1,818 59 2,343 23 2,159 00 5,292 93 3,749 01 2,342 79 2,560 18 1,769 93 1,455 93 1,576 G 1,412 05 28,360 55
Kaskaski® eeeesssrssisrossrssraorssesscnacs 5,268 45 6,507 &6 3,771 69 3,085 11 . 3,657 30 2,594 40 2,693 32 1,002 07 1,372 52 1,544 86 1,303 33 1,215 41 34,106 32
Edwardsville .. PR L Ry T P LR T Y PR R TR YT IN 1,831 53 2,502 51 3,954 36 2,936 51 2,216 93 2,565 04 1,525 94 2,114 96 1,662 71 1,449 40 22,760 80
Springfield .. Ceeresaseiesenns O T O P S P Py CXTR LT CYTTRTEYYTRTIINN CEIRIL RS EERIE 1,203 74 2,713 03 1,538 5+ 5,455 28
Vandalia ooos veees T S T S (XTTTIRTIYEIITY cevtscesases vcoifecroneorerronses [XTERLITER 1,898 56 1,279 01 634 33 855 69 1,045 84 5,713 43
PAlCSHNC verssecosesseraes veereevennnnsene]erenneensesrvnnsliesaseonsennsaseforssserasrrennes]iersiernrennareferrecsresrrsanes]orerenens oo 966 32 1,945 23 1,666 55 1,618 73 1,255 45 7,452 98
7,139 70 8,326 45 7,946 45 7,746 62 12,904 59 9,279 92 7,253 04 9,001 17 7,893 63 8,620 37 9,73011 " 7,916 70 103,848 75

MISSOURL.
St LOUiBeversesaonsssssnosrorseassssessacesfeossssarresocannifinriaennsiciinniforsesesssniiannfeeserorenarannes 4,267 55 5,881 50 3,061 98 8,481 22 3,102 20 3,104 49 3,400 02 f..ecverennannn 25,848 96
Franklin.eeeeesseeconssans (R PPPON Errees . saressanen 988 70 9,259 80 3,803 96 3,146 66 2,284 43 2,565 90 2,051 21 1,628 68 25,729 34
Cape Girardeau, , [P PP LT T Y P PR TR TTY P TR T TP TSN CETT RIS TR TILN) 1,831 83 1,700 54 1,634 25 1,290 33 3,205 26 9,712 26
Palmyra... D P P R EX TR TITTL RTINS F O P O T YT TR TTTR YOSy PP PO TP FPPT PR PR PR 2,063 13 2,063 13
T e g I LT TT TR TSR TTRYS PEPPTPRTTRPROLeY IRPTTSTRRTTRIVE) SUINITRIRLETIRLY cessseesresanes teresessrestsie 971 20 1,150 22 2,121 42
vesreresssenans 5,256 25 15,141 30 7,465 94 8,450 71 7,087 17 7,304 64 7,712 81 8,047 20 86,475 11

sssessceasenns

setrsscassiineas

‘SANVT D11d0d 906

615 ONJ



No. 8.—Ezpenses of selling the public lands, de—Continved.

Landoffices,

1800 to 1814,

1815,

1816,

1817.

1818,

1819.

1823,

1821

MISRISSIPRL.

Washingtonssessesessssorrseccstscansss
Choctaw distriet .,

AUgnstlassssssossesnsssssvresscosasnaces

LOUISIANA.

OpClOUSAS cevasasareresasssevasanronnans
New OrlennSeesesssescossessssceccce oon

Ouachita seeossssasrsvansssrsaccrnrrssss

ALABAMA.

Huntsville.oosveseernssnnnne
St. Stephen’s «
Cahaba..,

Tuscaloosa «
Sparta.e..

.

MICHIGAN.

ITTRTTTTY TS

MONIOO.ssesessocsssssnsrecssrecrsvernes

ARKANSAS

Batesville, cesesesssesassescennsessannes
Little Rockiasasananstctiiraasanninanss

FLORIDA,

Tallalasseesesseeesvans severesesasranss

518,761 16

tesresesvrnstoes

§3,001 75

srssessenant

5,887 53

seesssstessenans

*teeseresertrian

£8,002 60

YT RYTT R YT YT

£2,556 16

52,293 13

sessessascncones

§13,983 08

1,714 72

54,221 01

1,002 17

£3,007 03

479 18

56,143 92
2,837 16

sessesccesvans

£3,230 77
3,408 40
208 20

2,780 07°
3,016 59
4476

Total.

565,689 19
10,177 15
1,330 03

13,761 16

3,001 75

5,887 53

3,902 60

9,556 16

2,903 13

15,697 80

5,314 21

3,487 11

8,071 08

6,032 37

7,471 42

§0,176 37

IEXTRTRTRTTTRTILN

etaennses serses

tessrsaesansens

setsnsreanis ese

reseetensrenane

XY PRI NI AN)

“essercsnatorene

sesvsecssasrsene

aseenssesseraens

sesesssssssenane

serssersirsnene

XTI

4seses sttt nscnes

seevsscieacannes

eseseurseibiein

4,840 €5
1,815 46
10 56

1,168 33
1,392 64
1,213 64

971 48
9,638 38
£89 86

1,119 13
1,767 18
1,020 02

1,054 88
333 31
786 89

9,154 63
7,306 97
2,920 97

sesseesscsesnone

sssees tssestnee

sessi.eseneraens

essssasessresens

ETTTITTRTIT YN

esesersesennrenn

TR YT RITTR YT

6,066 &8

3,774 61

3,915 33

9,175 08

13,900 65
10,336 12

2,007 88
1,995 19

seesease sevees

3,531 63
4,110 36

YT TP RPTT TN

1esessssssnnane

9,205 47
6,100 23
6,808 93

“6etsensristines

96,455 25
6,024 80
6,797 36

tenee

X TYERTTERTITe Y

6,288 36
7,174 92
9,051 93

esavascecansoane|s

4,806 88
4,326 06
5,400 69

3,417 47
9,462 46
2,170 20
5,02L 13

“esersesrevrsae

3,086 13
9,393 10
6,630 76
4,507 03

12 18

9,923 71

1,353 70

4,469 96

Jevsrerersrnianas

vseresvessenss

5,001 98
902 36

74,977 28
48.840 33
43,778 28
17,603 09
9,277 95

24,236 77

4,003 07

7,641 99

15,193 68

39,077 41

14,632 63

13,071 26

16,658 20

9,916 82

9,236 27

10,464 30

166,776 91

aesesrtancenes

seessesessiiean

teesenaansanenar

sesssssasess e

R PP RY PR T TR

besreseannssrens

1,885 03

1,865 15

Ry

1,601 89

sresessesnorens

1,497 30

tsseassvssessess

1,965 54

sssrescssrerense

1,879 28
625 40

9,598 12

1,404 43

3,068 67
1,508 56

16,451 90
3,533 39

tesrssertntases

teeesstereeranes

XYL R TR TN

1,885 95

1,865 15

1,691 89

1,497 30

1,965 54

2,504 68

4,002 55

4,577 93

19,990 29

cessensssesanene

[ETTY TR PRTRTEIN

sessessrenes see

IYTTITRLTTRTT LY

tessesessetasaan

L T Y

sesesessnetnrine

ETIITRITTT RN

XYY TRITTRYYTIRY

[EXTE TR TR TR

832 03

9,208 6

sess sesssersvens

819 32
1,231 77

1,204 24
525 00

420 15
249 11

4,661 67
9,837 93

TR YTRY TR

seetreceacserans

sesssecssansenss

ceesrvrstes e

832705

2,208 06

2,051 09

1,729 24

678 26

7,499 G0

teeassrsseesenss

creceesertesiass

esssssesenrsneas

.

“sen sessrecssse

TR TITETTY RETN

LT RYTTRYTYRTIN

XXYERTTYRTRN T
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i

RECAPITULATION

OF empenses of selling publio lands, from the opening of the land offices to December 31, 1825,

States and Territories, 1800 to 1814, 1815, 1816.. 1817, 1818, 1810, 1820, 1821, 1822, 1623, 1824, 1825, Tatal.

o
OllOrveverannnnnornnnsensereosnensenanes] $248,85678 |  994,61870 | §52,05565 | 35,210 33 | g00,70088 | 18,708 70 | 17,124 76 $10,000 78 | $20,037 17 | 13,1042 [ §13,81583 | go1,401 32 §498,434 48
INQIANA oovy voeressaensrenesansrrsseens] 30,546 08 5,473 66 15,100 31 18,609 15 13,506 59 11,258 01 13,150 34 14,113 77 14,758 07 10,571 07 10,964 03 10,920 09 169,070 17
THNOIE « os v sessaveeaensoesrensersansses 7,130 70 8,220 45 7,940 45 7,748 62 12,904 59 9,270 03 7,253 04 9,001 17 7,893 63 5,030 87 9,730 11 7,016 70 103,848 75
BIESSOUIL ey o eseneevenenassannssenessess Jenarnernassnsens(onnposssssoossssfonnnrsrsancssansfonorrtsnessunns 5,286.93 15,141 30 7,465 94 8,459 71 7,087 17 7,304 64 7,712 81 8,047 29 66,475 11
Mississippi . 13,761 16 9,901 76 5,867 58 8,003 60 9,856 16 92,202 13 15,697 &0 5,314 21 8,487 11 8,071 08 8,032 37 7,471 43 80,176 37
Louisiana.. FRTUPRRIUON! UPPTRTITOUIU FAPTTSURTUPRIIN IORRRUTUCRRRrI! FRPORUTRRTCUURS ITOTUUUTRRTTR FRPTPON 6,000 83 9,774 61 4,519 3,015 43 9,175 08 20,451 62
Alobama veyes 94,356 77 4,003 07 7,041 90 15,123 68 39,977 41 09,514 51 14,032 63 13,071 26 16,638 20 9,916 &2 7,236 27 10,464 30 186,776 9t
Michigan ..., EUPTTRRURUN STTPRTTRRRUTUUNN FPRRRRTRN T OURI 1,885 03 1,865 13 1,001 89 1,497 80 1,985 54 9,504 68 4,002 53 4,577 23 19,990 29
ATKANSDS 1reaesssrrerrssaresos ceereesrenrereessnarnonprerersfeoreseersennsnneenesinessnesessJunnisscnnn nenes o3 1 2,208 96 9,031 09 1,720 24 678 26 7,499 60
TFIOIA0s ¢0ves oeeraeasrennsnsnnsrenssese|sorssssvsnvasans]esnevensruunnens|ensssrneneesreas]sonsntennesenees|ersrnnensereanaeliossenessssronnefseesnnsennnranae|or sorneesnnnnnsfonensessorernnns] senerennsnennelocssnennvnrneene 2,98 54 2,998 54
ABEICEMO sunsns srsess sovsenses) 324,560 49 56,929 69 68,730 03 80,592 88 102,147 63 81,060 73 77,018 40 4,517 13 78,450 48 67,692 89 08,038 64 73,880 23 1,154,951 84

e

)

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Register's Qfficoy Fobruary 14, 1837,

JOSEPH NQURSE, Register.

‘SANVT 9ITd0d 306

645 "ONJ



18217.] PURCHASE OF LANDS FROM INDIAN , ETOC. 909
No. 4.
Statement exhibiting special sales of public lands prior to the orgonization of the land offices.
Sales of public lands.
Year. Where and to whom sold. De;;zisti; for- { Total proceeds. Remarksz.
Quantity. Purchase money.
Acres.
1757 | New YorKeeeeoeseonocccscecnes 72,974 £87,325 59 £29,782 65 $117,108 24
1782 | To the State of Pennsylvania... 202,187 151,640 25 151,640 25 | Paid in certificates of public debt.
1792 | John Cleves Symmes .... 272,540 189,693 00 189,693 00 | Paid in army land warrants.
1792 | Ohio Company .... £92,900 642,836 66 642,856 66 | Paid in certificates of public debt and
army Jand warrants.
1796 | Patsburg ...... 43,446 99,901 59 525 94 100,427 53
1,484,047 1,171,417 09 30,308 59 | 1,201,725 68
. - JOSEPH NOURSE, Register,

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 14, 1827.

No. 5.

Statement exhibiting the net amount of public lands sold in the several Stotes and Territories, after deducting
lands reverted and relinquished; olso the amount of purchase money thereof, including interest and moneys
JSorfeited, from the year 1187 to December 31, 1825.

States and Territories.

Net amount of sales, after deducting
lands reverted and relinquished.

Remarks.

Acres.
2,974.00 §117,108 24
43,446.61 100,427 53
£92,900.00 642,856 66
272, 510,00 189,693 00

7,496,854.74 15,185,033 32

Sales at New York in 1787,

Sales at Pittsburg in 1796.

Sales to the Ohio Company.

Sales to J, C. Symmes and associates.
Sales at the land offices in the State.

Total in Ohio ceeees 8,778,715.35 16,235,123 75 Including lands sold at Cincinnati, situate in Indiana.
Indiana .... 3,068,863.42 5,611,197 22 Including lands sold at Vincennes, situate in Illinois.*
Illinois.. 1,222,442.95 1,729,145 58
Missouri T T 980,372.41 1,971,217 84
Mississippi 1,155,562.23 2,220,132 81
AlRDaMA eeveveeesocrsocscccnnsnrones 3,496,369.68 11,763,351 €8 | Including lands sold at St. Stephen’s, situate in Mississippi.*
LOUISiAND seeseeeseseccssacssocssanas 150,375.67 263,907 22
Michigan..... 9291,839.98 416,096 07
Arkansas.. 89,177.61 49,115 90
FIOTida ceeeeeseceensectensscieccannas 55,689.08 90,591 92

19,239,412.03 40,351,820 19
" In of the bal due on these lands being a charge on the respective offices at which they were sold.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, Felruary 14, 1827,

JOSEPH NOURSE, Register.



910

PUBLIC LANDS.

[No. 579.

No. 6.

Statement exhibiting the amount paid by purchasers on account of public londs, the balances due by individuals,
and the amount of purchose money, including interest poid and money jforfeited, from the opening of the

land offices in 1800 fo December 31, 1825,

States and Territories.

Land offices.

Paid to purchasers.

Due by individuals.

Purchase money, in-
cludinginterest and
forfeitures.

Remarks.

OO seevevences seerssvnnsae

INdiana cecees vaenseoecnnanss

THNOIS . vvveenvnennnnnnenens

MiSSOUricaseaerneacrecesvennes

Louisiand, ceveeencees saesses

DisSISSIPPI e eoeave » sue eovaes

AlnbamMadessessransssssacssonce

Marietta,euuees s
Zanesville. ..
Steubenville. .
Chilicothe evve.
Cincinnatic.evesoes
WOO0Ster.seensresvenr

Piqua ceeeneceincnine o0
Delawareseeses ceees avnseees

£320,494 73
1,659,327 94
3,099,964 93
2,130,943 26
5,113,478 01
1,685,984 71
41,147 16
388,313 87

£28,881 58
119,013 17
81,568 26
96,208 52
301,751 09
117,961 09

sresesvesenntes

teetesacsseserssanns

§349,376 31
1,778,341 11
3,881,533 19
2,227,151 78
5,415,229 10
1,803,945 80

41,147 16

338,313 87

14,459,654 61

745,383 71

15,185,038 32

Jeffersonville .
Vincennes. ...
Fort Wayne. ...
Crawfordsville
Indianapolis.

1,803,419 70
1,817,995 42

309,939 82
393,622 11

9,113,359 52
9,211,617 53

16,108 57 16,108 57
417,674 95 417,674 95
852,436 65 |.eaeervnneereceenes 252,436 65

4,907,635 29 703,561 93 5,611,197 22

ShawneetoOWn eeeveessacennns
Kaskaskia.,
Edwardsville ..
Springfield..

seee

aese

495,315 92
296,043 99
394,242.79
110,279 87
17,123 &9
59,657 28

202,265 07
81,384 39
7,832 88

cresre sevee

et eveseessaes saee

697,580 99
317,438 38
467,075 67
110,279 37
17,123 89
59,657 28

1,372,663 24

356,482 34

1,729,145 58

St. Louis.ceeeeeeves
Franklin «...
Cape Girardeau.....
Palmyra....
Lexington ceesecevessconsoens

560,497 24
905,518 88
69,598 17
93,566 13
25,210 99

203,082 41
93,744 02

B PP

253,579 65
999,262 90
69,598 17
93,566 13
25,210 99

Opelousas eesecsssrtacnanans
New Orleans.ces seseassecses
OUAChitd eeevas coserenansens

Washington «veeeees sececeen
Choctaw districteceessaaenees
AUZUStAicseasacoaessnsacscens

1,884,391 41 386,526 43 1,971,217 84
56,195 03, 47,219 93 103,414 95
157,731 58 leveevecrneennnnnnns 157,731 58
4,760 68 |evussreeceesennnnes 4,760 68
218,687 29 47,219 93 265,907 22
1,481,590 71 526,756 61 2,008,347 32

197,154 03
14,631 46

seesssesssessrenanes

“eetecesrscsssnsvaas

197,154 03
14,631 46

1,603,376 20

526,756 61

2,220,132 81

Huntsville. veesseesonneasees
St. Stephen’s sues ecesssccnss
Cahabi..c.eesanroncensssenss
Tuscaloosa .

sectsean

2,884,047 47

9,298,213 66

5,183,161 13

ArKansas cesessesesesesecenees

Floridaw..e..

Monroe. ...

Batesville cacvearsesrasncens
Little RoeKeeeseeescreannaese

Tallahassee seeesencsserennnne

1,091,890 28 07,752 04 1,799,642 32
2,068,883 33 2,145,963 94 4,214,847 27
512,477 30 |eesseeseencnsnecnns 512,477 30
53,233 86 [eeveereerscercranens 53,223 €6
6,611,422 24 5,151,929 64 11,763,351 88
335,168 13 37,670 44 372,838 57
43,257 50 Jerrrsenerscenncennns 43,257 50
378,435 63 37,670 44 416,096 07
40,154 12 [eeesenieneneciarnnns 40,154 12
8,961 78 |eeesrevecsnsccerenes 8,961 78
49,115 90 feeerenreeecesernrens 49,115 %0
90,591 92 |seeeseneersessarenes 90,591 92

To December 31, 1821,

To May 27,1824,
To December 31, 1824,




1827.] PURCHASE OF LANDS FROM INDIANS, ETC. 911

RECAPITULATION.

Land offices. Paid by purchasers. | Due by individuals., | Purchase money, in-
cluding interest and
forfeitures.

OBIO sevvereonstesennscnssreeetesnnsasasescroreorencssssssssassesssscocssncscnas $14,439,654 61 §745,383 71 $15,185,033 32
IndiaNa.ceeeeeeneerscsosrreercreereeecnnsecscreonncncses snsssrasscsacssccanean 4,907,635 29 703,561 93 5,611,197 22
TR0 e aeaaesesncssssonsacesosasensone 1,372,663 24 356,482 34 1,729,145 58
Miss0UTiensssasiosensoresosscnnnnss 1,534,391 41 326,826 43 1,971,217 84
Louisiana.. 218,687 29 47,219 93 265,907 22
Mississippi. 1,693,376 20 . 526,756 61 2,920,132 81
Alabama,.. 6,611,422 24 5,151,929 64 11,763,351 €3
Michigan .. 378,425 63 37,670 44 416,086 07
Arkansas .. 49,115 90 |.eerecreccnvrrnsianes 49,115 90
2y 1 2 L 90,591 92 [ieeenerecrcnnnnccnsens 90,501 92

T T S PN 31,345,963 73 7,935,831 03 39,301,791 76

Note.—The proceeds of the sales of eertain lands in Ohio, retroceded to the Undited u?‘tmss by u{ﬁ United Brethren, and the proceeds of the sales of
P s in Mississippi iated to support Choctaw schools, are not included in the above table.
certin lands in Mississippi appropriat pport ¥ 'y JOSEPH NOURSE, Register.

TReasvRY DEPARTHMENT, Register’s Office, February 14, 1827,

No. 1.

Statement exhibiting the amount of forfeitures which accrued annually in the several land officesin the respective
States from the year 1800 to December 31, 1825,

Years. Otio. Indiana. Illinois. DMissouri. |Mississippi.| Alabama. | Michigan. Total.

1800 euearecncnvassnnncessncecnsesnsacosasanees]  S140 00 [euivrenvnreferesnnnsrnes]orsesrncsnce]sossransonse]oeasnnosnsan]oscsoncennns §140 00
1801 evnsanenesenevecesnenensoressessenansoces] 1,300 00 [eeveeeaeenas]onns RPN [N RN FOUTPOUOTIN I 1,100 00
18020 uinsnnnenns 397 24 luveeenrinasifonnsrorncenafocriienioncifons srseceni]iceenrannenafocoresanncns 397 24
18030 eurennsene 245 00 [vevnneuesans]eecannnssnns]sunsasscceclocinccorceesfensacennnens 243 00
1804, cieevennones 1,487 69 [N P AU [ 1 i
1805, vennsnee cooeons veeeesess]  1.040 91 vereeranseesfeniiirnnea]iencnnanenes 1,040 01
JE06eeueeverecnrsoncesnarocnssnssnsasonnennenes 3,672 87 |.. cererereneas|  3,67287
1807, e0enes coeeens] 3,55208| 343504 ceeeenenanns| 3,987 12
1£08. 0 enees ceeeens| 4,372 09 B OIS T I8 PR PO IR [N T, ceeeed| 4,485 28
1800, e iiiiesnserssaesessennesssenasnesnnscennes] 13,086 32 113 68 $112 98|  g291 20 S22 14,5240
S P B+ N (111 I 64 00 129 91 152 57 {eeveecaeen| 39,356 36
1811uauinareccasencressosesnasns seonssensosesel 69,769 17 318 53 {eeveneennnenfeesnnnnnnens 150 02 458 49 |eeerieneaal] 70,696 21
18120 usseeeneresseecrnrsssoncccnscsnscnscnoncel 23023121 L1819 04 lievevivienenfoceranenonnn 345 87 237 36 |eernernannns 25,475 39
1813, 000es 59,220 05 [ 8,044 53 crercreeeses| 12,070 12 4300 [eecennninans| 79,3271
1314, ..uues 5851 05] 3,35189| &153 51 feerrnnnnnnnn 102 61 914 58 {veeveveneens| 10,378 64
E:3 E o 6,632 44| 4,877 55 560 €0 32,500 77 34417 [eeeennnnnss| 44,9573
18160 0vereanne ceevese] 12,958 481 5,849 43 472 92 8,574 69 | 1,860 90 [ieavrenrinnd] 29,716 42
h£5) | S, 15,829 27 | 6,148 03 | 1,371 52 |eeeuiuinnnns 5,044 93| 8,608 22 [veeennnsii.| 37,962 02
1818, eerenressancessananes ceeees| 4,84007] 2,87020 ¢ 4,09542| $45728| 5,69374| 1563591 275 81| 383,886 7
E53 1 cereeeend] L4078 1,479 09 | 2,995 56 | 11,94299 | 1,96212 | 25,919 20 39372 45,8327
180 eiviiercencnsennnirenticincansncnnnsacenes 315 25 413 00 982 14 670 08 25 97 | 8,208 01 66 06 | 11,011 41
2 PPN 694 03 212 3 205 09 [eececaananes 769 61 939 90 feveveenasensf 28246
1822..... 99 06 198 76 24 160 [eevreceennse] 1,970 11 [eeveeeaans] 220977
1623, 00eenerens 478 [eeeneirnnans 110 18 80 280 00 [euveriravarefronaoccnnans 304 68
S RO 27 Ay & I\ § 289 03 | 7,421 75 121 69 | 7,419 20 579 42 |iveiinnanes.| 43,570 59

297,220 05 | 35,597 82 | 18,965 05| 13,241 74| 76,362 59 | 66,218 24 760 84 [ 508,666 33

TreasvRy DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 14, 1827, JOSEPH NOURSE, Regisler.

GexeraL Lano OrFrice, February 14, 1821.

Smr: In compliance, in part, with a resolution of the Senate, dated May 16, 1826, I have the honor to
submit the statement marked A, which exhibits the quantity of land purchased by the United States, the
quantity of public lands_surveyed previous to January 1, 1826, and the estimated quantity of the public
lands remaining unsold January 1, 1826.

The quantities of the lands purchased have been ascertained, as far as practicable, from actual
surveys, and, in default of such, by geometrical calculations made from the best maps. The quantities of
the lands surveyed have been taken from the surveys which have been returned to this office, and do not
include large quantities of land, particularly in the States of Mississippi and Louisiana, which are known
to have been surveyed previous to January 1, 1826; but the returns for which have not yet been for-
warded to this office, This item also includes the amount of lands surveyed for Indian reservations
surrounded by the public lands, but the amount of such reservations have not been included in the column
of purchased lands. The tabular. statements accompanying this report, numbered from No. 1 to No. 10,
will exhibit the data on which the column showing the amount of land remaining unsold in each State and
Territory is formed.

I have the honor to be, with great respect, your obedient servant, GEO. GRAHAM.

Hon. Ricaarp Rusg, Secretary of the Treasury.



912 PUBLIC

LANDS.

[No. 5%79.

A,

Statement exhibiting the quantity of public land purchased by the Uniled States in each State and Territory,
the quantity actually surveyed, surveys of which have been received af the General Land Office, and the esti-
mated quantify remaining unsold on Jonuvary 1, 1826.

State or Territory ot— Quantity of public land | Quantity of public Jand | Quantity of public land
purchased by the U. | ;surveyed to January remaining unsold Jan-

States. 1, 1826, uary 1,1826.

Acres. Aeres. Acres.

OBIO et veveneenninienartitaieaettntensvnaaesonssvassscsassnsssnsanes 21, 388,745.80 17,820,852 80 6,191,927.53
IndianZecesceeteettereonctentstiieesiasieetsiosiessiesassesasenonsscnnass 16, 060,036,70 16,546,533.70 12,131,461.90
THINOIS teee ceneeieneneietnanieinecsesassecssssnsssnnnsnnsosenseransccnsss 29,517,262.62 27,530,748.31 24,161,662.93
BMECHIZAN cavt cieiiioies curierennriieiiteiesterctrttrotesenottcecnennsens 17,561,470.00 6,248,348.51 16,600,554.26
DMISSOUIT e00e sevnanensccetassenrssnrensssssecssssesansssnsssnsssnsesnnes 39,119,018.39 22,387,577.65 35,522,350.69
ATKANSES eoveoieaancens cievttocanntornsnssonassossscsscessssassossssasces 33,661,120.00 11,353,619.03 31,441,309.31
Louisiana... 31,463,040.00 2,768,663.68 23,392,602.67
Mississippi. . 14,183,454.00 8,733,928.78 11,643,275.05
L 24,482,159 €3 22,602,754.83 20,268,863.58
FIOMdR ceeenanens Feeeaeeeenentante ettt tasereastetsatssenaserstrsnens 31,254,120.00 2,995,192 09 30,237, 952,17
TOMAl cecenrerereracireseescserseccencconssscnnnsconseasens 261,695,427.84 138,9¢8,224.38 213,591,060.09

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, General Land Office, February 14, 1827,

No. 1—O0HIO.

GEORGE GRAHAM.

Tuble showing the quantity of land in the State of Ohio, and the manner of s appropriation.

Aeres.
Quantity of purchased land in the State.................0oo0e e aeetiieieeia e 24,388,7745.80
Of which the following items are appropriated:
Virginia military lands ... oo vnieniie oottt . 3,709,484.00
United States revolutionary military—
In Zanesville district.......... Cetetteecscsenonnanonnan . 640,490.69
In Chilicothe district .....ccvvvrininniieiianianeninnan. 821,176.07
———— 1,461,666.76
Connecticut reservation, including free lands...... Ceesenrcettentaaans 8,267,910.00
Two townships granted for Athens College..........ovuuiune.. ceeens 46,080.00
One township for an academy, act of March 3, 1803, in lieu of the one granted
to J. C. Symmes for same purpose, act of May 5, 1792.............. 23,040.00
Donation tract to Ohio Company, act of April 21, 1792.........cconttn.. 100,000.00
Saline reservationsinthe State.....oviieiieeiiiiiii i, 23,680.00
Grant to Arnold H. Dohrman......covevvvvnnnnan. Ceseessasasecaannn . 20,480.00
Grant to French inhabitants of Galliopolis......ocvievnnieviiiaian .. 25,200.00
Grant of three sections to Ebenezer Zane......c..vvviieoenieennnnnnns . 1,920.00
Grant to State, for road from Connecticut reserve to Perrysburg......... 49,177.00
Grant of Schoenbrun, Gnadenhutten, and Salem, to the United Brethren. .. 12,000.00
N N 8,740,637.76
One-thirty-sixth part of purchased land in the State is reserved by law for
common schools ........... chenen B N cererananns 67'7;465.16
Sold to Ohio COmMPanY...cveeeeeaienseeeersosnaeceracanansoncoanns ees 892,900.00
Sold to John Cleves Symmes, including the township for an academy.....  272,540.00
Net quantity of public land sold at New York................c.oonl.n. 72,974.00
Net quantity of public land sold at Pittsburg......ooeveeiieii il 43,446.61
Net quantity of public land sold at the land offices in the State to January
1, 1826, which includes land sold at Cincinnati, lying in Indiana..... 7,496,854.74
- ——————  18,196,818.27
Quantity of public land remaining unsold.........c.oviiiaiiiiiiiaial, cereseeees  6,191,927.53
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No. 2—INDIANA.
Toble showing the quantity of land purchased in the State of Indiana, and the manner of its appropriation.

Aeres.
Amount of purchased land in the State...... g terrecennan 16,060,036.70
Of which the following items are appropriated:
Amount of private claims.......oooviii i 277,2'74.25
Donation to Canadian volunteers.........coeeeiieeeeececnacaccnanes 64,640.00
Two townships granted to the State for a seminary of learning, act of Aprll
T R 46,080.00
Granted not exceéding one township, for saline purposes, act of April 19,
1816 ......................................................... 23,040.00
Four sections granted for seat of government..........coeeuvenneensn. 2,560.00
. 413,594.25
One thirty-sixth part of purchased land is reserved by law for common
T ¢ T ) 446,112.13
Net quantity of public land sold at the land offices in the State, to January
1, 1826, which includes lands sold at Vincennes, lying in Tilinois. ... 3,068,868.42
—  3,928,574.80
Quantity of public land remaining unsold.......ccvvviviiinieniiana.. Ceieeaan veeses  12131,461.90

No. 3—ILLINOIS.
Table showing the quaniity of purchased lond in the State of Illinots, and the manner of s appropriation.

Aeres.
Amount of purchased land in the State, to January 1,1826.....c.000ueeveeiiiinn... . 29,517,262.62
Of which the following items are appropriated:
Amount of private claims ..... ... il 179,904.23
Saline reservations in Shawneetown dlstrlct mcludmg the Great Wabash
TESEIVE o vvrnervenscoeedonnsoacncacens e eeisaseserestasetanonan 181,256.33
Saline reservations on the Velmlhou b 91 =) AP 24,872.92
Amount of military locations. .......eeeeriiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiii it 2,878,560.00
Four sections granted to State for seat of government.................. . 2,5660.00
One township for seminary of learning, selected.........covvvvininnannn. 23,040.00
One township for seminary of learning, part selected...... cereeienaas cee 23,040.00
’ 3,313,233.48
One thirty-sixth part of the purchased land is reserved by law for common
BCHOOIS L it itiintiiieiiiiiittetiteocensasanasoncnsnoasonanes 819,923.96
Net quantity of pubhc Tand sold at the land offices in the State, to J anuary
T R PP 1520, % 3 8431
) ————  5,355,599.69
Quantity of public land remaining unsold.....ccoviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiia, 24,161,662.93

No. 4 —MICHIGAN.
Table showing the quantity of land purchased in the Territory of Mickigan, and the manner of is appropriation.

Acres.
Amount of purchased land in the Territory . ..covverine i iiiiiiiiinieannenns 17,561,470.00
Of which the following items are appropriated:
Amount of private claims.......oiiiiiiiiiae, ceeenaann Ceteecraeeeaaas 148,2117.85 -
Donation tract for public buildings.............ooee.een. tesevesreeenna 10,000.00
One township granted for seminary of learning in Detrozt district, act of
March 26, I804. . .cvet ittt iiie ittt ieeee e eeiaeannns 23,040.00
181,25%.85
One thirty-sixth part of the purchased land is reserved by law for common
T2 1T ) G e 487,818.61
Net quantity of public land sold in the Terr1t01y, to January 1, 1826...... 291,839.28
_ 960,915.74
Quantity of public land remaining unsold........ et e eeetateaneateaaasteranenas 16,600,554.26

VOL. Iv——115 ¢
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No. 5—~MISSOURIL

Table showing the quantity of purchased land in the Siate of Missours, and the manner of is appropriation.

Aeres.
Amount of purchased land, it being the total within the State limits.....c...co0.nn.. . 39,119,018.89
Of which the following items até a,ppr'opi'izit'ed
Amount of privateclaims. ....ooiuin i i e 966,086.52
Two townships granted for a seminary of .lc_armng, acts of February 17,
1818, and March'6,1820. ... .. ccuseaernrnennnn RN eereeenees 46,080.00
Amount of military TOCAIONS - - - v s s e s es P 468,960.00
Saline reservations allowed by act of March 6, 1820 .............. eeeoen 46,080.00
Donations to State for seat of government act of March 6, 1820 ........ 2,449.86
S 1,529,656.38
One thirty-sixth part of the-purchased land is reserved by law for common
ST 1T T0) £ 1,086,639.41
Net quantity of public land sold in the State, to January 1, 1826 -........  980,372.41
_ — ——  3,596,668.20
Quantity of public land remaining unsold, which quantity includes all the —_—
unconfirmed private claims inthe State......ooivviie it iiena.. eeeess  35,5223850.69

- No: 6—ARKANSAS.
Table show%ng the quantity of land purchased in the Territory of Arkansas, and the manner of is appropriation.

Acres.
Amount of purchased land in the Territory ............ cesterieiiteeeans Ceeieeeaens 33,661,120.00
Of which the following 1tems are appropriated:
Amount of privateclaims...... oo il ceaes 59,681.97
Appropriated for satisfying mlhtary warrants of the late war ............ 1,162,880.00
One township granted for seminary of learning, to be located on the waters
of the Arkansas river, act of February 17, 1818 .................... 23,040.00

1,245,601.97

One thirty-sixth part of the purchased land is- 1eserved by laW for common
SChOOIS vt T e e e e e e eee 935,031.11
Net quantity of public land sold: to J anuary 1 18"6 ..................... 89,177.51

2,219,810.69
Quantity of public land remaining unsold, whlch quantlty includes all the ——
unconfirmed private claims in the Terrxtmy .................................... 31,441,309.31

Table showing the quanmy qf Zand pw'chased ‘in the State of  Louisiana, and the manner of s appropriation.

JAeres.

Amount of purchased land inelidés the total of the land in the State, estimated ........ 31,463,040.00

Of which the following items are appropriated:

Two townships granted for seminary of learning, act March 8, 1811....... 46,080.00
The private claims in this State are numerous, the surveys of which are so

limited, and returns so few, it is 1mp0s51ble to give a correci statement

of the number of acres the claimants are entitled to, including grants

and donations from the French, Spa,msh Enghsh a,nd American gov-

ernments, they may be estlma.ted abosoied i, e i e iieaa, 5,000,000.00

5,046,080.00
One thirty-sixth part of purchased land is reserved bylaw for cormmon schools  8%73,981.66

Net quantity of public land sold to January 1, 1826..........0. 0 oeeenn. 150,375. 67
. 6,0'70,437.33
Quantity of public land remaining unsold. .................. e cerrerecees ceeees  25,392,602.67

No. 8.—MISSISSIPPL
Table showing the quantity of land purchased in the State of Mississippt, and the manner of is appropriation.

JAcres.
Amount of purchased land in the State lying north of 81° of latitude......cocovv vnnen 12,474,854.00
Land lying south of 81° of latitude, estimated by Tanner’s Atlas................. R n 13, 160000

Ovwned by the United States originally.......ccociiieieiaeeennnens Ceeeeieenaens 14,188,454.00
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Brought forward........c.o toieiiiiiii el 14,188,454.00
Of which the following items are appropriated, lying north of 81° of latitude:. .

Amount of private claims, surveys of which have not been received at the .

General Land Office......ooiteieiinnieionerronneecaaesconnccanes 564,451.88 Y
Amount of private claims, surveys of which are on file in the General Land - - = - -
Office, January 1, 107 SO ... 17,432.12

Two townshlps granted for seminary of learning, (see act February 20 1819,)  46,080.00
Fifty-four sections appropriated for support of Indian schools by treaty of

October 18, 1820. .. vvireiiinrieennracacerronocsonscacnoannsnen, . 84,560,00. ...
Two sections granted for seat of government to State, act February 20, 1819 1,280 .00
Four sections granted to Indians by treaty, January 20, 1825............ 2,560.00

One thirty-sixth part of purchased land is reserved by law for common schools 394,123.72
S oL 1,060,487.72 . .
............ oo 1,484,691.23
te s 9545 178.95
Quantity of public land remaining unsold.....coveuevnieniiiiiiaiiaad e eeellt * 11,643, 275 05

Net quantity of public land sold to January 1, 1826..

Nore.—Quantity of land sold includes those lands lying in Mississippi which were sold at the St.
Stephen’s land office, Alabama, and all the private claims in the State lying south of 81° of latitude.

No. 9.—ALABAMA.
Table showing the quaniity of land purchased in the Staie of Alabama, and the manner of its appropriation.

Acres.

Amount of purchased land in the State..... heecetteteteeaerraa. Ceterereeiaananaas 24,482,159.83
Of which the following items are appropriated:

Amount of surveyed private claims ............... ettt 57,909.35

Amount of private claims selected from surveys..........oooooeiiiL.. 13,230.23

Four townships to French emigrants, for the cultivation of the vine and olive 90,995.95
Two townships granted to State for seminary of learning, act March 3, 1819 46,080.00

One township granted to Connecticut for the education of deaf and dumb. . 23,040.00
Indian reservations, of 12 miles square, within the surveyed district...... 92,160.00
Amount of Indian selections from the public surveys........coiiinaa., 17,920.00
One town lot granted to State, act March 2, 1819...........ccoiiinn..n. 1,620.00
One township granted for use of salines, same act...........ccciunn... 23,040.00
365,995.53
One thirty-sixth part of purchased land is reserved by law for common schools  680,059.99
Net quantity of public land sold to January 1, 1826, in the State........ 3,167,240.73
4,213,296.25
Quantity of public land remaining unsold.....ccoveeieiiiiiininiineereccrrananannns 20,268,863.58

Nore.—The quantity of public land sold at St. Stephen’s, lying in Mississippi, is deducted from the
amount of sales, and added to the Mississippi item of sold land.

iAll private claims lying south of 81° of latitude are included in the quantity of public land remaining
unsold
No. 10.—FLORIDA.

Table showing the quantity of land in the Territory of Florida, and the manner of s appropriation.

. Acres.
Amount of purchased land, being an estimate of allin the Territcry, except the
Indian possession, surveyed by order of the War Department, of 4,032,940
ACTES e evee.vreannnas S e teeseseeanecaastacasesasscassoaserans soenas 31,254,120.00
Of which the following items are appropriated:
Selected for Deaf and Dumb Asylum of the State of Kentucky.............. 23,040.00
Township one north, of range one east, selected by General Lafayette, and
patentedto him........oiiiueiiii it 23,028.50
Granted for seat of government, town of Tallabassee...................... 160.25
Two townships granted for seminary of learning, act March 3, 1823......... 46,080.00
92,308.75
One thirty-sixth part of purchased land is reserved by law for common schools 868,170.00
Net quantity of public land sold to January 1, 1826.....ccccveenevnenn.... 55 689.08
1,016,167.83

Quantity of public land remaining unsold, which includes all grants and private
claims under the British and Spamsh governments............ RN Severeanaaen 30,237,952.17
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Statement exhibiting the estimated quantity of unceded land and reservations of land in the possession of the
Indians in each State and Territory wherein the public lands are situated, January 1, 1826.

Ohio......... teeeeneceann ... 409,501.60 Indian reservations.
Indiana ...oovviiiininannnnn. { 5’233122388} Indian reservations.
Minois.ccveeeiiiiiinnannn.. 6,424,640.00

Michigan, on the peninsula.... 7’2?)?122883 } Indian reservations.

Missouri, none. )

Arka 4,316,400.00 Cherokee lands. . . .
DSBS cvvnrnoevnereneennne 8,317,760,00 Choctaw lands. This item was included by mistake in

the table of unsold lands.

Louisiana, none.

Mississippi..... Ceessbecaanne 14,188,454.00
Alabama ..oeveeeeennann cous 9’42%833)83 } Indian reservations.
Florida ...oovvveveivnnnnnnn. 4,032,640.00
ACIES.eeceanseassnoeons 55,94'7,453.60
19t ConerEss.] No. 680. [20 Sesstox.

LAND CLAIM IN INDIANA.
COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FEBRUARY 21, 1827.

Mr. Moorg, of Alabama, from the Committee on Private Land Claims, to whom were referred the petition
and documents of the heirs of Jeremiah Buckley, deceased, reported:

That George Musser, Sarah Musser, John Smith, and Margaret Smith, James G. Ennis, and Catharine
Ennis, the petitioners, represent: That about June 11, 1796, Jeremiah Buckley, of the State of Pennsylvania,
purchased of one T. Dubois, then of the territory northwest of the river Ohio, a tract of land containing
one hundred acres, situate on the Wabash river, about three miles above the town of Vincennes, for the
consideration of one hundred and forty dollars, and shortly thereafter returned to Pennsylvania and deceased,
leaving the said Sarah, Margaret, and Catharine, and one son, namely, Thomas Buckley, his infant heirs,
of tender years; that afterwards the said Sarah intermarried with George Musser, Margaret with John
Smith, and Catharine with James G. Ennis, all living now, and citizens of the county of Warren, and State
of Kentucky; that the said Thomas Buckley has sold and transferred his interest in the same to the said
John Smith. That the said Dubois, subsequent to the sale and contract as above to the said Buckley, viz:
about June 11, 1808, conveyed one hundred arpents of the said land, equal to eighty-five acres, to the United
States for the purpose of erecting a garrison, &c., and made a deed of conveyance accordingly, from which
it also appears that the said Dubois recognized the conveyance made to the said Buckley, and provided
therein for indemnity from the United States, in case the heirs of the said Buckley should ever call on him
or his heirs for the land. The petitioners affirm that Dubois sold to the said Buckley one hundred acres,
and not one hundred arpents, as represented by the deed to the United States. They now ask a retroces-
sion of the land, and compensation for the destruction of timber, &c., during the time it was occupied by
the troops of the United States.

The material facts, as set forth, relative to the contract by Dubois to Buckley, and the deed subse-
quently made by Dubois to the United States, are satisfactorily proved by documentary evidence. Itis
also proven by the affidavit of three persons, certified by a magistrate to be respectable citizens of Knox
county, Indiana, that the United States kept possession of the said land from 1808 to about 1813; that
during this time the timber was destroyed, or made use of for building the garrison, &c., and that its value
might be estimated at something like four hundred dollars.

. The committee are of opinion that the prayer of the petitioners, as relates to the retrocession of the
land, is reasonable and just, and report a bill for that purpose; but, as respects the amount demanded for
the timber and use of the land, they consider this extravagant, but propose to give a reasonable compen-
sation, which is also provided for in the bill herewith reported.

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Statesof dmerica in Congress assembled :

The undersigned, the legal heirs and representatives of Jeremiah Buckley, deceased, formerly of
Pennsylvania, respectfully represent: That the said Jeremiah, their ancestor, on or about June 11, 1796,
purchased of one Touissaint Dubois, of Vincennes, in Indiana, one hundred acres of land, in Knox county,
about three miles above the town of Vincennes, on the Wabash river, the metes and bounds whereof are
described in the said Dubois’ agreement with Buckley, herewith filed, and marked A; that the said one
hundred acres so purchased of the said Dubois was valuable and heavily timbered; that their father, the
said Jeremiah Buckley, shortly after his said purchase, departed this life, leaving your petitioners infants
of tender years; that since they have arrived at age and investigated the said purchase, they find that said
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Dubois, by deed bearing date September 11, 1803, conveyed the said one hundred acres, or rather one
hundred arpents, of the same to the United States, which deed is duly recorded in the county of Knox
aforesaid.  Your petitioners would also state that, by reference to said deed, a copy of which is herewith
exhibited, marked B, the said Dubois recognizes the sale so made to your petitioners’ ancestor, and provides
therein for an indemnity from the United States in case the heirs of said Buckley should ever call on him
or his heirs for the land. Your petitioners do not admit that said Dubois sold to their ancestor one hundred
arpents only, as he has represented in said deed of conveyance, but they insist upon the sale and purchase
of one hundred acres.

Your petitioners do not admit that their ancestor owed the said Dubois any balance for said land, nor
for money paid as security, which said Dubois has claimed and received of the United States; the receipt
of said Dubeois for the full amount of the purchase money of said land is herewith filed, marked C.

Your petitioners would further state that at the time the United States took possession of said land
under the purchase from Dubois the timber thereon was very valuable, and that the United States officers,
soldiers, and agents, as they are informed, have cut down, taken off, and destroyed the whole of the timber
on the same, or nearly so; that they are informed that the timber so taken off and used by the United
States was reasonably worth §800. Your petitivners are informed that the United States occupied part
of the same for a garrison and fort, &c., but that it is not any longer needed by the government for such
purposes. Your petitioners, the premises considered, pray that the title to said land may be conveyed to
and invested in them; and that they may be compensated for the timber so taken, used, and destroyed by
the officers, soldiers, and agents of the government, with interest thereon from September, 1803, until paid,
and such reasonable sum for the occupancy thereof as may be deemed reasonable and just.

They represent that said Jeremiah Buckley died, leaving Sarah Musser, late Sarak Buckley, Margaret
Smith, late Margaret Buckley, Catharine Ennis, late Catharine Buckley, and Thomas Buckley, his only
children, his heirs and representatives; that the said Sarah intermarried with George Musser, the said
Margaret with John Smith, and the said Catharine with James G. Ennis, all living, and citizens of the
county of Warren and State of Kentucky; that the said Thomas has sold and transferred his interest in
the same to said Jobn Smith, as per his writing berewith filed, marked D, and is about removing to the
State of Missouri.

And your petitioners, in duty, &c., will, &e,

GEORGE MUSSER.
SARAH MUSSER.
JOHN SMITH.
MARGARET SMITH.
JAMES G. ENNIS.
CATHARINE ENNIS,

Srare or Kextuery, Warren County, ss:

This day John Hess and Margaret Hess, of said county, personally appeared before the subscriber, a
justice of the peace in and for said county, and made oath that they were well acquainted with Jeremiah
Buckley, formerly of Pennsylvania, and then of Virginia, and who departed this life about the year 1800,
and that he has been acquainted with Sarah Musser, Margaret Smith, Catharine Ennis, and Thomas Buckley,
from their infancy until the present time, and that they were the children and beirs of said Jeremiah
Buckley, deceased, so represented and believed and held by every one always, and yet are; which said
Sarah Musser, Margaret Smith, Catharine Ennis, and Thomas Buckley are the same named in the foregoing
petition; and that the said George Musser is the husband of Sarah, John Smith the husband of Margaret,
and James @. Ennis the husband of Catharine, as set out in the same.

Given under my hand this 1st day of October, 1825,

JOHN A. WHITE, Justice of the Peace for Warren County.

B.
Deed.~Touissaint Dubois and wife o the United States.

This indenture, made the seventh day of November, in the year of our Lord one thousand eight
hundred and three, between Touissaint Dubois, of Vincennes, in the county of Knox, in the Indiana Territory,
of the one part, and the United States of America, of the other part: Whereas, by certain articles of
agreement bearing date the 11th day of June, 1796, and made between the said Touissaint Dubois, of the
one part, and one Jeremiah Buckley, of Cumberland county, in the State of Pennsylvania, of the other
part, the-said Touissaint Dubois, for the consideration of one hundred and forty dollars, did grant, bargain,
and sell unto the said Jeremiah Buckley all his, the said Touissaint Dubois’, claim and interest of, in,
and to one hundred acres of-land lying and being in said county of Knox, which said tract of one hundred
acres of land was part of three lots, amounting in the whole to five hundred and sixty acres, binding on
the Wabash river, and adjoining the lot of Conifou on its northeast side, purchased by him, said Dubois,
from Pierre Latulip, Pierre Gamelin, sen., and Pierre Gamelin, jr.; bounds of the aforementioned one
hundred acres of land, as follows: beginning on the bank of the said river, in the line of the entire tract
and midway thereof, and to extend from thence with the same up the river to its northeast corner on the
river, and thence, out from the river with another line of the entire tract, a sufficient distance to include
the hundred acres, making the corners at right angles; and reciting therein that the said Dubois was not
then in possession of a patent title from the government in and to the said land, and of course could not
at that time legally convey to the said Buckley the tract sold to him; under these circumstances the said
Tounissaint Dubois promised and engaged for himself and his heirs that he would thereafter, as soon as
might be in his power so to do, after he had received a patent for said land, make and convey 2 full and
suflicient title in fee simple to the said Jeremiah Buckley in and to the aforesaid land then sold to him,
under the penalty of forfeiting to the said Buckley, his heirs, executors, or administrators, the sum of two
hundred and eighty dollars, as in and by the said articles of agreement, reference being thereunto had,
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will more fully and at large appear; and whereas the quantity of land by the said Touissaint Dubois,
then sold to the said Jeremiah Buckley, was one hundred arpents only, although the same is, through
mistake, mentioned in the said agreement to have been one hundred acres; and whereas there now remains
due from the said Buckley to the said Touissaint Dubois, as well for the residue of the said one hundred
and forty dollars in the said agreement mentioned as for money he was security for to Thomas Jones, for
the proper debt of the said Jeremiah Buckley, the sum of eighty-seven and a half dollars, which, with
interest for the same from the year 1796 to this day, amounts to the sum of one hundred and twenty-six
dollars; and whereas the said Touissaint Dubois has long since obtained a patent of confirmation for the
said tract of land, and was always ready and willing to convey to said Buckley the land by him sold to
said Buckley; and whereas no accounts or information have been received or heard from said Buckley
from the sald year seventeen hundred and ninety-six to this time, although every possible inquiry has
been made after him and hiz family; and it is therefore believed that he is dead without heirs; and
whereas the United States have, through the application of William Henry Harrison, esq., governor of the
Indiana Territory, and Cornelius Liyman, esq., captain in the first regiment of infantry, and commanding at
Fort Knox, applied to the said Touissaint Dubois, by the direction of the Secretary of War, to convey to
the said United States, for the purpose of building and establishing a garrison thereon, the said one
hundred arpents of land so by him agreed to be sold to the said Jeremiah Buckley, which he, the said
Touissaint Dubois, has consented to do on their paying him the said sum of one hundred and twenty-six
dollars so, as aforesaid, due by the said Jeremiah Buckley to him, and on condition of the said United States
satisfying and compensating, or otherwise agreeing with the said Jeremiah Buckley, or his heirs or assigns,
for his or their estate, right, title, or interest of and in the said tract of ore hundred arpents of land, by
virtue of the said above-recited agreement:

Now, this indenture witnesseth that the said Touissaint Dubois, for and in consideration of the said
sum of one hundred and twenty-six dollars to him in hand paid by the said United States, at or before the
sealing and delivery of these presents, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged, hath granted, bargained,
and sold, and by these presents doth grant, bargain, and sell, unto the said United States, all and singular
the said tract or parcel of one hundred arpents of land, situate in the said county of Knox, and which is
particularly bounded and described as follows, to wit: beginning at a small sassafras on the bank of the
river, near to two white oaks; thence south thirty-eight and one-half degrees east, along a line of Antoine
Marashal’s one hundred and fifty-four perches, to a post near two elms and a hickory; thence along another
of said Marashal’s lines, north fifty-one and one-half degrees east, eighty and two-tenths perches, to a sugar
tree on William McIntosh’s line; thence with said line, north thirty-eight and one-half degrees west, to a
sugar and sycamore trees at high-water mark, one hundred and eighty-six perches; thence down the
‘Wabash river to the place of beginning; containing one hundred arpents, together with all rights,
members, and appurtenances whatsoever to the same tract or parcel of land belonging or in anywise
appertaining, and all his estate, right, title, and interest of, in, and to the same; to have and to hold the
said tract of one hundred arpents of land, and every part thereof, with the appurtenances, to and to the
use of the said United States forever. And the said Touissaint Dubois and his heirs the said tract of land,
with the appurtenances, to the said United States forever, against himself, the said Touissaint Dubois, and
his heirs, and against all and every other person or persons whomsoever claiming or to claim by, through,
from, or under him or them, other than and except the said Jeremiah Buckley, his heirs or assigns, by
virtue or in pursuance of the said recited agreement, shall and will warrant and forever defend by these

resents.

P Provided always, nevertheless, And it is hereby concluded and agreed upon by and between the said
parties to these presents, and it is their true intent and meaning, and true intent and meaning hereof, that
if the United States do not and shall not satisfy and compensate or otherwise agree with the said Jeremiah
Buckley, his heirs or assigns, for his or their estate, claim, or interest in and to the said tract of one
hundred arpents of land, to the clear indemnity and discharge of the said Touissaint Dubois, his heirs or
assigns; or if the said United States do not, and shall not, from time to time, and at all times hereafter,
well and sufficiently save, keep harmless, and indemnify the said Touissaint Dubois, his heirs, executors,
and administrators, of and from all costs and charges, damages, sum and sums of money and expenses
which he shall or may bear, pay, or put unto, for, or by reason, or on account of, this executing of these
presents, or by reason or on account of the said agreement and sale so by him made to the said Jeremiah
Buckley, then these presents, and every clause, article, matter, and thing herein contained, shall from
thenceforth cease, determine, and become absolutely void to all intents and purposes whatsoever, anything
hereinbefore contained to the contrary thereof in anywise notwithstanding.

In witness whereof, the said parties have to these presents set their hands and seals.

. DUBOIS. [ 8]
JANE DUBOIS. [n s ]

Sealed and delivered in the presence of—
H. Krox.
Roserr Barrp.

Inpiana Terrrrory, Knox County, sct:

This day came before me Touissaint Dubois and Jane Dubois, his wife, she, the said Jane, being first
examined touching her right of dower, and voluntarily relinquishing her right of dower to the lands herein
mentioned; each did, severally, acknowledge the annexed deed to be their act and deed. Given under my
hand November 7, 1803.

THO. S. DAVIS.

Recorded in my office in Vincennes, Knox county, the 6th day of January, anno Domini one thousand
eight hundred and four, on book D, pages 50, 51, and 52.
JOHN GIBSON, Jr., Recorder, Knoxz County.

I certify that the foregoing is tmfy copied from the record of deeds in this department.
C. VANDEVENTER, Chief Clerk.
DeprartuENT oF W AR, December 2, 1823.
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State oF INprawa, Knox County : Vincenxes, Oclober 28, 1825,

Whereas Messrs. John Smith and George Musser, of Kentucky, have applied to us, the undersigned,
to state the value of the timber which was on a certain tract of land sold by Touissaint Dubois to the
United States in the year 1803, which said land was sold to one Jeremiah Buckley in the year 1796 by
the said Touissaint Dubois: This land is situate on the river Wabash, about three miles up said river
from Vincennes, and contains, agreeably to said Dabois’ conveyance to the United States, one hundred
arpents French measure, or about eighty-five acres English measure; but said Dubois appears to have
sold to said Buckley one hundred acres English measure, and on which said land the United States, by
their officers and soldiers, erected a garrison and named it Fort Knox:

Now, we, the undersigned, being well acquainted with the situation of said land, and of the timber
thereon in the said year of 1803, are of opinion that the said- land might be called a goodly timbered
tract; that is to say, not of the first quality of timbered land, but perhaps the second; and after mature
deliberation. we are of opinion that the timber on said land was worth, at the time it was taken possession
of by the United States in the year 1803, the sum of four hundred dollars. We know that there is now
no timber of any value on said land. We know that the said timber was taken off of said land by the
United States officers and soldiers for the purpose of building the fort, for firewood, and rails for fencing
Jand for the use of said officers and soldiers in raising corn, vegetables, &c.; that the said fort was
occupied and held in possession of the United States from the year 1803 until removed to Vincennes, which
was in 1812 or 1813.

In testimony whereof, we have hereto set our hanq and seals.
HOMER JOHNSON. [i s.]
AQUILA RAMSEY. [u s.]
SAML CARRUTHERS. [L. s. |
Signed and sealed in presence of—
D. C. Jomxsox.,

Srate or Inpiana, Bnox County, ss:

Personally appeared before me, Frederick Graeter, a justice of the peace of said county, the within
named Homer Johnson, Aquila Ramsey, and Samuel Carruthers, and made oath that the foregoing and
within statement and valuation is correct and just, to the best of their belief, knowledge, and understanding.

In testimony whereof, I have hereto set'my hand and seal this 28th day of October, A. D. 1825; and 1 do
certify that the said Homer Johnson, Aquila Ramsey, and Samuel Carruthers, are all respectable citizens

of Knox county.
fr. s ] F. GRAETER, J. P.

State oF Inpiana, Knox County, ss:

1, Homer Johnson, clerk of the circuit court in and for said county, do certify that Frederick Graeter,
before whom the above oath was taken, is, and was at the time of taking the same, a justice of the peace
in and for said county, duly commissioned and qualified, and that full faith and credence is and ought to
be given to all his official acts as such.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of office, at Vincennes, this

28th day of October, A. D. 1825.
L. s ] HO. JOHNSON, (Clerk.

.

Srate or2INpiaNa, Knox County :, Vincenxes, Oclober 28, 1825,

® Whereas Messrs. John Smith and George Musser have applied fo me to make a statement of the
situation of a certain tract of land, and timber thereon, in 1803, which was sold to one Jeremiah Buckley
in *the year 1796 by one Touissaint Dubois, and again by said Dubois conveyed to the United States in
the month of September, 1803, said land being situate on the river Wabash, about three miles up said
river from Vincennes, and contains, agreeably to said Dubois’ conveyance to the United States, one
hundred _arpents, or about eighty-five acres English measure:

Now, I, Robert Buntin, jr., formerly a lieutenant in the army of the United States, and now a citizen
of Vincennes, do hereby state that I am not able to say anything as to the timber in 1803. In the year
1812 I commanded at the said place, called Fort Knox, and know that all the timber of any value, or
much value, was then cut off of the land; that in 1813, the fort being moved to Vincennes, all the buildings
and timber then at the fort was rafted down the river to Vincennes, and used in building another fort;
and, further, I always understood that the timber taken off of said land was made use of for building said
Fort Knos, for firewood for the fort, and for rails to fence ground to raise corn, vegetables, &c., for the
use of the officers and soldiers; that he has understood and believes the United States took possession of
said land in said year of 1803, and that it was finally evacuated and removed in the year 1813 to
Vincennes.

In testimony whereof, I have hereto set my hand and seal the day andfdate above written.

L. s.] R. BUNTIN, Jr.

Signed and sealed in presence of—
Ho. JomNSsoN.

Srtare or Inpiana, Knox County, ss:

Personally appeared before me, Frederick Graeter, a justice of the peace in and for said county, this
28th day of October, 1825, Robert Buntin, jr., formerly a lieutenant in the army of the United States, and
now a respectable and credible citizen and witness, and made oath that the foregoing statement is cor-
rect and true, to the best of his knowledge and belief.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and seal, at Vincennes, the day and date before
written.

[ 8] F. GRAETER, J. P.
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Srate or Inpiana, Knox County, ss:

I, Homer Johnson, clerk of the circuit court in and for said county, do hereby certify that Frederick
Graeter, esq., before whom the above oath was taken, is, and was at the time of taking the same, a justice
of the peace in and for said county, duly commissioned and qualified; and that due faith and credence is
and ought to be, given to all his official acts as such.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of office, at Vincennes, this

28th day of October, A. D. 1825. )
[L.s] HO. JOHNSON, Clerk.

A,

Articles of agreement entered into, made, and concluded, the eleventh day of June, anno Domini one
thousand seven hundred and ninety-six, between Touissaint Dubois, of the town of Vincennes, and
county of Knox, in the territory northwest of the Ohio river, of the one part, and Jeremiah Buckley,
of Cumberland county, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, of the other part, witnesseth:

That the said Touissaint Dubois, for and in consideration of the sum of one hundred and forty dollars
to him in hand paid this day by the said Jeremiah Buckley, the receipt whereof is hereby acknowledged,
hath bargained and sold, and by these presents doth bargain, set over, and sell, unto the said Jeremiah
Buckley, hig heirs and assigns forever, all his, the said Touissaint Dubois’ title, claim, and interest, of,
in, and to, one hundred acres of land lying and being in the county of Knox aforesaid, which said tract
of one hundred acres of land is part of three lots, amounting in the whole to five hundred and sixty acres,
binding on the Wabash river, and adjoining the lot of Cunnifou on its northeastern side, purchased by
him, the said Dubois, from Pierre Letalip, Pierre Gamelin, senior, and Pierre Gamelin, junior; bounds of
the before-mentioned one hundred acres of land now intended to be conveyed by the said Touissaint Dubois
to the said Jeremiah Buckley to be as follows, that is to say: beginning on the bank of the said river, in
the line of the entire tract, and midway thereof, and to extend from thence with the same up the river to
its northeast corner on the river, and thence out from the river, with another line of the entire tract, a
sufficient distance to include the hundred acres, making the corners at right angles. And whereas the
said Touissaint Dubois is not now in possession of a patent title from government in and to any of the
above-mentioned land, and of course cannot at this time legally convey to.the said Buckley the tract now
sold to him; under these circumstances the said Touissaint Dubois promises and engages, for himself and
his heirs, that he will'hereafter, so soon as it may be in his power so to do, after he shall have received a
patent for said land, make and convey a full and sufficient title, in fee simple, to the said Jeremiah Buck-
ley in and to the aforesaid land now sold to him, under the penalty of forfeiting to the said Buckley, his
heirs, executors, or administrators, the sum of two hundred and eighty dollars; but, in case it should so
happen that the said Dubois cannot obtain a legal title at all to the before-mentioned premises, using proper
endeavors to that end, it is to be understood that he shall be no further accountable to the said Jeremiah
Buckley, his heirs, executors, or administrators, than to return and refund to him, or his heirs, &c., the
sum of one hundred and forty dollars above, said 1o be paid by the said Buckley to him at this time.

The said Jeremiah Buckley, for hig part, promises and engages to and with the said Touissaint Dubois,
that whereas there appears to be a body of stone useful for building adjacent to the river, and which may
be altogether included within the hundred acres now purchased by him; that in case said stone should
be so included within his lot now purchased as aforesaid, that the said Dubois cannot on the residue of
the tract discover stone as fit for building as that on the lot now sold, within two feet of the surface, that,
in that case, it is agreed by the said Jeremiah Buckley that the said Touissaint Dubois and his heirs shall
and may forever enjoy the privilege of quarrying stone for his or their own use on the said lot now sold
to him, the said Buckley; and, further, the said Buckley grants the privilege of getting building stone from
his lot aforesaid to Francis Vigo, for his own necessary use, at any time and at all times during his life
or residence in the neighborhood; but this privilege to be allowed him, the said Vigo, only in case, as
was before mentioned with respect to said Dubois, that stone may not be had as aforesaid on the residue
of the entire tract. Lastly, the said Touissaint Dubois further promises and engages to sell to the said
Buckley forty acres more of land, adjoining the south end of the hundred acres now sold to him, in the
ensuing fall, at a proportionate price with that now sold; that is, in proportion of one hundred and forty
dollars for one hundred acres, should the said Buckley wish to purchase, making prompt payment for the
same, and provided that the said Dubois shall not have sold such land, now engaged, to some other person
in the meantime.

In witness of all which agreements, the before-mentioned parties have interchangeably set their hands
and affixed their seals the day and date above written. DUBOIS

JERRY BUCKLEY.

N. B.—In addition to the before-mentioned agreements on the part and behalf of the said Jeremiah
Buckley, he agrees that the said Francis Vigo, in case stone for building cannot be had adjacent to the
river on the residue of the above tract, that he shall have liberty of taking stone from his Iot on the river
bank.
N. B—The words “within two feet of the surface” interlined between tenth and eleventh lines from
the foot of the page on the other side, and the words “he agrees,” in the above N. B., were interlined

‘before signing.
Teste: JOHN CORDELL.

JAMES JOHNSON.
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C.

Received the 11th day of June, 1796, of Jeremiah Buckley, the sum of one hundred and forty dollars,
in full payment for one hundred acres of land this day sold by me to him, and particularly described in
articles of agreement this day interchangeably signed by myself and the said Buckley, as by reference to
which will more fully appear. I say received by me.

DUBOIS.
Teste: James JorNsox.
JoaN CoRDELL.
191 CoNGRESS.] No. 581. [20 Sessron.

APPLICATION OF ILLINOIS FOR A CESSION, ON EQUITABLE TERMS, OF ALL THE MINERAL
LANDS IN THAT STATE.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 22, 1827,

Resolved by the senofe and house of representatives of the State of Illinois, That our senators in Congress
be instructed, and our representatives requested, to use their best exertions in procuring the passage of
a law by Congress to surrender to this State, on equitable terms, all the mineral country now owned by
the United States and lying within the territorial limits of this State.

J. McLEAN,

Speaker of the House of Represenfotives.
WILLIAM KINNEY,
Speaker of the Senofe.

Srare or TrLivors, ss: SecreTarY’s Orrice, Vandolia.

I, George Forquer, secretary of state of the State of Illinois, do hereby certify that the foregoing is
a correct copy of the enrolled resolution on file in this office.
In testimony whereof, T have hereunto subscribed my hand and affixed the seal of the State this 24th
day of January, A. D. 1827, and of the independence of the United States the fifty-first.
GEORGE FORQUER.

© 19m CoxeRESS.] No. 582. [2p SEssioN.

APPLICATION OF INDIANA FOR FURTHER RELIEF TO PURCHASERS OF PUBLIC LANDS.
COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FEBRUARY 26, 1827.

JOINT RESOLUTIONS of the general assembly relative to the purchasesjof public lands.

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Indiana, That our senators in Congress be instructed,
and our representatives requested, to use their best exertions to procure the passage of a law to extend
the time of payment on all lands now forfeited or liable to forfeiture, and to authorize each and every
purchaser whose lands are either forfeited or are liable to forfeiture to redeem the same on making prompt
payment therefor, at a price the amount of which (including forfeited payments) shall not exceed the
ainimuin price of Congress lands.

Resolved, further, That our senators and representatives aforesaid be requested to procure, if possible,
the passage of a law giving to every purchaser and occupant of Congress lands who has made one or
more payments, and whose lands have been forfeited or are liable to forfeiture, aprivilege, in the nature
of a right of pre-emption for years, to repurchase the same, or other lands of equal value, at a sum
which, added to his former payments, shall make the amount per acre not to exceed the minimuin price of
Congress lands; and that, in the inferim, and before government has disposed of the same, every purchaser
who has improved his lands without completing the payments shall have the privilege of occupying the
same and enjoying the proceeds thereof. .

Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to transmit the foregoing resolutions to each
of our senators and representatives in Congress.

. H.H.MOORE,

Spealer of the House of Represenlatives.
JOHN H. THOMPSON,
President of the Senate.

voL, iv—-116 ¢
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19te Concress.] No. 583. [2p SEsston.

ON CHARGES BY A DEPUTY SURVEYOR AGAINST THE OFFICIAL CONDUCT OF THE
COMMISSIONER OF TBE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.

COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FEBRUARY 27, 1821,

Mr. WareeLE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred sundry charges against George
Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, by John Wilson, late a deputy surveyor in the
southeastern district of the State of Louisiana, reported:

That said charges have been under the consideration of the committee; that the accuser and the
accused have been before them; and that all the witnesses produced, and other evidence submitted by the
respective parties, have been carefully and, so far as the committee can judge, impartially examined, and
the import of the testimony duly considered. The committee deem it their duty to submit, in as brief a
manner as possible, a few comments upon the evidence produced in support of each of the charges exhibited
against the Commissioner of the General Land Office by Mr. Wilson.

The first charge is one of general and indefinite import, to which it was impracticable for the accused
to answer; for which reason the committee conceived it improper to go into its investigation. This will
be seen by reference to the charge.

The second charge made by said Wilson against Mr. Graham is for “criminal delinquency in neglecting
to comply with instructions of the honorable William H. Crawford,” directing said Graham fo prosecute,
on civil and criminal suits, Gabriel Winter, of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, who is alleged to have
sworn falsely for the purpose of defrauding the United States. Under this charge it appears that the
competent authority, viz : the Secretary of the Treasury, who has a general superintendence of the land
office, is responsible (if any one has been guilty of a dereliction of duty) for whatever relates to this
transaction; but the committee, according to the evidence submitted, see no cause to attach blame to any
department of the government, as will satisfactorily appear by the documents herewith submitted.

The third accusation is for permitting one or more letters to be opened and read in his office by a
person to whom he (the said Grabham) knew they were not addressed. In support of this charge no
evidence whatever has been adduced.

The fourth charge is, that the Commissioner of the General Land Office was criminally delinquent in
not directing an inquiry into the conduct of the register of the land office in New Orleans. The delin-
quency here charged would attach to the Secretary of the Treasury, if to any officer of the government;
but it appears, by the testimony submitted, that no information was submitted to either Mr. Graham or
the Secretary of the Treasury which would have warranted either of them in the belief that the register
of the land office at New Orleans ought to be proceeded against. )

The fifth charge is for advertising lands for sale by public proclamation, published in one or more of
the public papers, on August 5, 1826, on the Bayou Grosse Téte, in the State of Louisiana, in the absence
of the President of the United States. This part of the fifth charge was abandoned by Mr. Wilson as
indefensible, and was not, therefore, inquired into by the committee, as there was not a shadow of evidence
upon which to ground suspicion. That part of the charge which accuses Mr. Graham of proclaiming
lands for sale on Bayou Grosse Téte that he knew were confirmed as pre-emption rights, or sold at public
sale, is wholly unsupported by evidence; but even admitting the fact, that the proclamation of sale did
embrace some private claims, yet the committee are perfectly satisfied, from evidence, that the utmost
caution was used by Mr. Graham to guard against its occurrence. Mr. Graham,in a letter to Mr. Harper,
register of the land office in the district where those lands are situated, under date of September 19, 1823,
suggests to Mr. Harper the possibility that private claims might interfere with lands offered for sale, aad
directs him to inquire into the fact. The lands proclaimed for sale in August, 1826, were contained in an
official list from the same register, as containing lands that had not been offered for sale under a former
proclamation. It should be observed that the power of bringing the public lands into market is a discre-
tionary one, and vested in the President; that no lands east of the Mississippi and island of New Orleans,
from a variety of causes not necessary to enumerate, have been prepared for sale.

The sixth charge against the Commissioner of the General Land Office is, that he is incompetent to
the performance of the duties of his office, in that he has made returns to Congress of unsold lands, the
calculations of which produce results so erroneous, and of such data, as to preclude the possibility of
their being acted upon. The committee do not deem it their province to decide upon the competency of
officers of the government who are appointed by and hold their offices at the pleasure of the Executive
of the United States; but they deem it no more than an act of justice to the Commissioner of the General
Land Office to say that the records of his office, so far as they have fallen under the examination of the
committee, exhibit much accuracy; and that all the returns made to Congress from those records have been
made with great care and fidelity; that he has, since his appointment {o office, introduced a new method
of ascertaining the quantities of land contained in the plats returned to his office; and that the returns
made to either branch of the national legislature from his office have been as accurate as it was practi-
cable to make them.

The seventh charge accuses Mr. Graham of withholding private papers, and refusing copies of public
papers necessary in the adjustment of legal claims on the government. Mr. Wilson has failed to make
out ahy case that the committee think reprehensible. Mr. Wilson, who it appears was the person making
the application, withheld from Mr. Graham, in part, the power to comply with his request, by withholding
certain papers that had been loaned him from the office, and which formed a part of the papers of which
he desired copies. The committee will state, in justification of Mr. Grabham in this particular, that Mr.
‘Wilson, in March and May, 1826, had obtained from the land office the loan of certain original documents
for the avowed purpose of taking copies of them, which he wished for, and was to return. Mr. Wilson,
though frequently called on, returned, from time to time, but a part of those papers, and has only now, on
the order of the committee, delivered to them the residue. When Mr. Wilson called for copies of papers
in the office relating to the same subject, of which the papers he had in his possession formed a part, Mr.
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Graham declined giving him the copies until he should return the originals, ;&)eu in his possession, which
he (Wilson) refused to do. )

No testimony has been adduced to support the eighth accusation; the allegation that authenticated
charges had been exhibited against Davis, and that Mr. Graham had neglected to take measures for his
removal, is also wholly unsupported. Upon this allegation the committee wopnld remark that the Commis-
sioner of the General Land Office is not the proper officer before whom to exhibit charges against Davis
for misconduct in office, nor has he the power of removal, and, consequently, #;annot be responsible for his
continnance in office, if there were any cause of remov, alwhich the committee|regarded as foreign to their
inquiry. It may, however, be proper to remark that it appears from testimor{y before the committee that
certain charges were exhibited to the Secretary of the Treasury against Davis, by Wilson, which have
never been decided upon; the papers withheld, as before mentioned, by Wilson being a part of the testi-
nwny in the case, and consequently no decision could be made upon those chqrges.

The ninth charge is for permitting George Davis to continue a suit brought against the complainant,
and precluding, by his official acts, the complainant from prosecuting suits against Davis, &c.

The history of this charge is shortly as follows: Wilson held the office of principal deputy surveyor
for the southeastern district of Louisiana under Davis, who is the surveyor| of the lands south of Ten-
nessee. Davis dismissed Wilson from office, who refused to give up the books and records of his office,
on the pretext that his accounts were not settled and paid. Davis instituted suit against Wilson, and
obtained possession of the papers so withheld, by legal process. It appears the suit was dismissed after
the object of it was obtained, and there is no evidence of any impropriety of conduce whatever, on the part
of Mr. Graham, respecting the prosecution of it. 'Wilson, in his turn, brought!suit against Davis for some
proceeding in the above-named suit; and to support the charge that Mr. Grah%rm, by his official acts, had
precluded him from prosecuting his suit against Davis, he testifies that he was unable to proceed in the
prosecution in consequence of the refusal of Mr. Graham to seftle his accounts. Upon this testimony it
1s only necessary to remark that it proves Mr. Graham had no legal authority to settle Wilson’s accounts,
the proper officer to make the settlement being the surveyor-south of Tennessee; nor does it bring into
question any official act of Graham.

The tenth charge made by Mr. Wilson against the Commissioner of the General Land Office is for
wilful misrepresentations made in an official report to Congress, in which said commissioner is charged
with assigning false causes why the lands in the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, had not
been surveyed and brought into market, when the said commissioner knew that said lands were surveyed
and ready for market. The evidence before the committee most clearly proves that such had been the
negligence in the surveying department in this portion of the Union that no patents could be safely
issued even for private land claims, and that such was the erroneous nature of the plats of survey returned
to the General Land Office that they were not deemed safe documents upon which to act, and that they
have been returned to the surveyor for correction. Under these circumstances, the committee think the
Commissioner of the General Land Office was not only correct in the assignment of the causes why these
lands were not brought into market, but that he was actuated by wise and laudable motives, and consulted
the best interests of the United States in not bringing them into market.

The eleventh charge is, that the Commissioner of the General Land Office asserted that the continu-
ance in office of the surveyor of the lands of the United States south of the State of Tennessee was the
fault of the President of the United States, &c.

The evidence under this charge is, that the Commissioner of the General Land Office remarked, when
representations were made to him respecting the surveyor of lands south of Tennessee, that so long as
the President of the United States saw fit to continue said surveyor in office he was bound to respect him
as such. Nor does it yet appear that the said surveyor ought to be removed.

The twelfth and the last charge is for having stated wilful and deliberate falsehoods in relation to
the settlement of the accounts of deputy surveyors.

The committee have examined the party himself to this charge, also Colonel Dinsmore, and the docu-
mentary proof, and are perfectly and fully satisfied that no part or portion of the charge is sustained.

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred, for investigation and report, charges against
George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, instituted by John Wilson, late principal
deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of Louisiana, proceeded to the investigation of the subject.

Monpay, February 19, 1827,

The committee met. Present: Mr. Scott, chairman, Mr. Jennings, Mr. Vinton, Mr. Gurley, M.
Whipple, Mr. Strong, and Mr. Wailes.
Adjourned till to-morrow morning at 10 o’clock.

TuEspay, February 20.

The committee met pursuant to adjournment. All the members present.
John Wilson, the complainant, sworn and examined.
Adjourned until 9 o’clock to-morrow morning.

‘WeEDNESDAY, February 21.

The committee met. Present: all the members.

Ordered, by the committee, That Mr. Wilson produce to the committee the following papers by 10
o’clock to-morrow morning:

Letter from G. Davis to Commissioner of General Land Office, dated February 17, 1825; same to
same, dated February 22, 1825; same to same, (not dated;) same to same, dated March 18, 1825; same
to same, dated January 21, 1825; G. Graham to Hon. R. Rush, dated March 15, 1826; G. Davis to Com-
missioner, dated January 3 and 5, 1825.

Ordered, That Mr. Graham produce the correspondence between himself and G. Davis since December
22, 1824,
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The following witness@s were sworn and examined:

John Wilson, the complainant, further examined; Hon. John Wilson, member of Congress; Mr. Haile,
Silas Dinsmore, George Wood, John M. Moore, and Samuel D. King.

The complainant, John Wilson, stated he had no other witnesses to examine.

The committee adjourned till 10 o’clock to-morrow.

THorspAY February 22.

The committee met. Present: all the members.

John Wilson, the complainant, examined by the committee.

Mr. Wilson produced, in pursuance of the order of yesterday, all the papers required of him except
the letter from George Graham to the Hon. R. Rush, dated March 15, 1826, the right to the production of
- which letter the committee waived.

Samuel D. King was further examined.

Robert King sworn and examined.

George Wood further examined.

Mr. Graham, in compliance with the order of yesterday, produced the correspondence as required.

Ordered, That Mr. Wilson produce the following papers by 10 o’clock to-morrow morning:

Letter from G. Davis to Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated May 27, 1825; same to same,
dated February 5, 1825.

A statement made by the deputy surveyor from Donaldsonville, who was present when Mr. Davis’
letter to Mr. Wilson was presented to him by Mr. Lyman,

Also a statement by Mr. Turner, mentioned in the postscript to the letter of January 3, 1825.

A copy of a letter received from Mr. Harper, sent in the letter of January 5, 1825.

Two memoranda, marked A and B, contained in the letter of January 21, 1825.

Copies of papers marked 1 and 2, being a letter from Mr. Turner and a list of books and papers
received by him; also papers 3 and 4, being the copy of a letter from G. Davis to S. H. Harper, and his
original letter in reply, contained in G. Davis’ letter of March 18, 1825,

The copy of a letter from G. Davis to J. C. Turner, received April, 1825, from G. Davis, in a letter not
dated.

A copy of G. Davis’ note to the district attorney at New Orleans, received in George Davis’ letter of
February 117, 1825.

The committee adjourned till 9 o’clock to-morrow.

Fripay, February 23.

The committee met. Present: all the members.

Silas Dinsmoor further examined.

Mr. Wilson, in compliance with the order of yesterday, produced all the papers except the “ statement
made by the deputy surveyor from Donaldsonville, who was present when Mr. Davig’ letter to Mr. Wilson
was presented to him by Mr. Lyman;” and being required to produce that paper, he offered the following
affidavit.—(See it, marked D, and filed in the papers.)

The committee adjourned till 3 o’clock this day.

The committee met pursuant to adjournment All the members present.

Committee adjourned till 10 o’clock to-morrow morning.

Satvroay, February 24.

The committee met. Present: all the members.
Committee adjourned till Monday morning next at 10 o’clock.

Monpay, February 26.

Committee met. All the members present.
Letter from Mr. Graham fo L. Wailes, dated February 28, 1824, marked A, filed under second charge.

John Wilson, a witness, sworn and examined as follows:

Question. Do you know if any, and what, steps were taken by Mr. Graham for the prosecution of
Gabriel Winter at any time subsequent to the letter of February 28, 1824 ?

Answer. T do not know whetber steps were taken to prosecute Winter.

Question. Do you know what reply Wailes made to the letter of February 28, 1824 7

Answer. I do not.

Question. Do you know of any other fact in relation to the prosecution of Winter ?

Answer. I do not.

Question. Do you, or do you not, know that the prosecution of Gabriel Winter was abandoned by
order of the Secretary of the Treasury ?

Answer. I do not.

Question. What do you know of the opening of a letter, as specified in the third charge ?

Answer. I called at Mr. Graham’s office, and was informed by Mr. Grabam that there was a letter
whi«lzihélz]tgd been there for two or three days, and which had been opened; which letter is herewith filed,
marked B.

Question. Do you know of any other letter which was opened with Mr. Graham’s knowledge ?

Answer. None.

Question. Did Mr. Graham inform you that the letter had been broken open, and by whom ?

Answer. He informed me that Mr, Wilson, a member of Congress, had broken it open and made the
endorsement thereon, which is as follows: “Seal broken through mistake, supposing this letter was
intended for John Wilson, a member of Congréss.” The letter was sealed at the time I received it at Mr.
Graham’s office.

Question. State all you know in relation to the twelfth charge.

Answer. I éalled on Mr. Graham for the settlement of my accounts, and stated that I understood
from Colonel Dinsmoor that Mr. Graham said that he would settle them when presented; Mr. Graham
replied that he had never said he would; that Mr. Davis was the proper person to settle them,
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Question. What do you know in relation to the ninth charge?

Adnswer. In a conversation with Mr., Graham he said that Davis had sent on an account for $100,
as charges for prosecuting a suit against witness in behalf of the United States, and that he, Graham, had
written to Davis to know why said suit was continued against witness. Said suit was instituted by
Davis to recover $2,000 alleged to be due the government, and that he afterwards found that the suit was
brought to recover books and papers in possession of witness. Witness believes that said suit was not
instituted by order of Graham. That the papers were afterwards taken out of his possession by legal
process in said suit.

Question. Did Mr. Graham ever preclude you from prosecuting suits against Davis ?

Answer. He refused to settle my accounts, and in that way prevented me from prosecuting suits
against Davis.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham was informed of the register at New Orleans receiving or
exacting illegal fees, as mentioned in the fourth charge, and when was he so informed ?

Answer. 1 donot recollect when; it was between August, 1825, and this time. . I informed Mr. Graham
that Mr. Harper, the register at New Orleans, had exacted fees which he was not entitled to; that he had
received from ten to fifteen dollars each, for making entries of back concessions, when the law entitled
him to but twenty-five cents each. I also mentioned that I had a letter in my possessior from William
Kenna & Co. to R. H. Lee, but did not show the letter to Mr. Graham.

Question. Have you ever exhibited any written charges against the said register at New Orleans?

Answer. T have not.

Question. Have you ever informed Mr. Graham, in writing, that the register had received illegal fees?

Ansiwwer. 1 do not think I have.

Question. Did you request an inquiry into the conduct of the register?

Aanswer. In a conversation with Mr. Graham I stated that I thought an inquiry ought to be instituted
into the official conduct of the register but made no formal request.

Que?.s'tion. Do you know of charges having been exhibited by any other person against the said
register?

5 Aduswrer. 1 do not.

Question. Did you, or did you not, know that the Secretary of the Treasury was a proper public
agent to whom to communicate the alleged misconduct of the register of the land office at New Orleans,
as contained in your fourth specification; and if so, did you communicate to the Secretary of the Treasury?

Answer. 1 have no recollection of having made a communication to the Secretary of the Treasury; I
considered Mr. Graham the proper person.

Mr. Wilson abandons that part of the fifth charge which relates to Mr. Graham’s having advertised
lands for sale without the authority of the President.

Question. Were any of the lands proclaimed for sale August 5, 1826, and referred to in the fifth
charge, sold in pursuance ‘of that proclamation?

Aaswer. Not that I know of; 1 believe the proclamation was withdrawn before the day of sale.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham has knowingly communicated to Congress false calculations
of the returns of unsold lands? And if so, state the particular facts.

Answer. I do not know that he has knowingly made false returns to Congress; but I believe they
have been erroneous,

Question. In what particular are they erroneous?

Answer. In this: that I believe, from information, that the calculations of the arrears of land sur-
veyed were made geometrically.

1 Question. Do you know how the calculations of the returns made to Congress of unsold lands were
made?

Answer. I do not; but was informed that all the calculations were made geomeirically. I did not
allude to any particular return to Congress.

Question. What papers do you allude to in the seventh charge, and what person?

Answer. 1 allude to myself as the person; and the papers I allude to were papers sent to the
register’s office for the settlement of my accounts, and now filed there; and I allude to 1o other papers.
I think Mr. Graham withbeld papers longer than he ought to have done, though they were afterwards
filed with the Secretary of the Treasury or the register for the settlement of my accounts.

Question. Did you file the papers alluded to with Mr. Graham yourself, or were they filed with him
by the Secretaly of the Treasury for his report thereon?

Answer. I understood that they were filed with Mr. Graham by the Secretary for his report thereon.

Question. Were the papers to which you allude papers which related to your official duties, and
which it was necessary for you to transmit to the officers of the government for the purpose of settling
your accounts; or were they your own private papers, which you reserved for the purpose of preservation
to settle your own claims?

Aaswer. T considered they were public official papers necessary to be filed for the settlement of my
accounts; but, that done, I considered myself entitled to a part of them.

(Juestion. Did Mr. Graham promise you copies of papers; did he afterwards refuse to furnish them;
and for W?hilf} reason did he refuse you a reference to public documents necessary in the settlement of your
accounts?

Answer. Mr. Graham did promise me copies of papers which I considered important to me in the
settlement of my accounts; which papers were afterwards refused by his clerk, or a reference, in any
way, to them, assigning as a reason that Mr. Graham had directed that no copies should be furnished me
until I returned some papers belonging to the files of his office. Mr. Graham did not ask me to surrender
those papers when he promised me the copies. '

J. WILSON.

Hon. John Wilson, member of Congress from South Carolina, sworn:

Question. What do you know relative to the breaking open a letter addressed to John Wilson, as
mentioned in the third charge?

Answer. 1 received a letter from the post office at the Capitol addressed to John Wilson or George
Graham, and, supposing it intended for me, broke it open. On perusing the letter I discovered that it
was not for me, I immediately returned it to the post office, having made the endorsement, in my own
handwriting, of the mistake. The letter was scaled by myself or the postmaster.
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Question. Did you ever open any letters in Mr. Graham’s office, with the privity and consent of Mr,
Graham, addressed to John Wilson?
Answer. 1 never did.
Question by John Wilson, the complaindnf. Are your letters generally addressed to John Wilson, esq.,
or to the Hon. John Wilson?
Answer. I have received letters addressed in both ways.
JOHN WILSON.

Hon. Mr. Haile, member of Congress, sworn:

Question. State what you know in relation to the eighth charge.

Answer. T know nothing of his (Grabam’s) neglect to carry into effect his instructions in relation to
George Davis. I know nothing, of my own knowledge, in regard to the settlement of accounts, (the
accounts of deputy surveyors;) nor do I know that any charges were ever filed, or representations made,
requiring Mr. Graham fo remove Mr. Davis, except what others have told me since my arrival in the city
of Washington. I am not personally acquainted with George Davis, and I have never officially applied
for his removal from office.

‘WM. HAILE.

Silas Dinsmoor, sworn:

Question. Do you, or do you not, know that George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office,
has neglected to carry into effect his instruction to George Davis in relation to the settlement of the
accounts of deputy surveyors? ‘ :

Answer. 1 do not know that Mr. Graham neglected to carry the instructions into effect. It is a fact
that they were not carried into effect; but I do not know whose neglect it was.

Question. In what particular were they not carried into effect? ’

Answer. George Davis neglected and refused to pay the deputy surveyors, according to the instruc-
tions of Mr. Graham, dated August 15, 1824, and annexed to the charges.

Question. Do you, or do you not, know whether any charges have been exhibited to Mr. Graham
against George Davis?

Answer. 1 do not know.

Question. Did Mr. Graham state to you that charges had been exhibited to him against George Davis;
and if so, when and by whom?

Answer. In February, 1826, I was at Mr. Graham’s office, and he inquired if I knew Mr. Wilson, and
said that heavy charges had been exhibited against George Davis, but did not say they had been exhibited
to him; nor did he specify what the charges were; nor do I know what proof was exhibited to M.
Graham in support of said charges.

Question. Did you ever exhibit to Mr. Graham affidavits from deputy suiveyors and others showing
that Mr. Davis had been guilty of improper conduct in office, and complaining of his incompetency to the
duties of the office?

Answer. I did present to Mr. Graham, in January last, affidavits from John Gilmore and William
Brown, deputy surveyors, and a letter from Joseph Dunbar. These were accompanied by certificates from
men of good character; which affidavits stated that said Davis was unworthy of public or private con-
fidence. These papers were returned to me in a letter from the General Land Office, dated January 30,
1827. A few days after they were delivered to Mr. Graham they were returned by my request.

Question. State at whose instance those affidavits were taken, and for what purpose they were given
to you, and by whom. .

Answer. The affidavits were taken at my instance. They were taken to convince the government of
the impropriety of sending me back to Davis for the settlement of my accounts, and not taken for the
purpose of filing them as charges for the removal of said Davis from office, but for my own justification;
and when returned to me, I presented them to the President of the United States, with the letter of Mr.
Graham.

Question=Do you know that Mr, Graham ever took any measures for the removal of Davis?

Answer. Tdo not. Mr. Graham stated to me that so long as the President retained said Davis in
office he (Graham) was bound to respect him.

Question by 3. Wilson. Please state if you had any other motive in showing those affidavits to Mr.
Graham; and if so, what were they, and any remarks made by Mr. Graham in relation’ to the charges
against Davis?

Answer. 1 am under the impression that I have already fully answered that question.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham, in his report to Congress of December 20, 1826, wilfully
misrepresented the causes why the lands south of the 31st degree of latitude in Louisiana, Mississippi,
and Alabama, had not been surveyed or brought into market ?

Answer. 1 cannot say he did. I believe there is an error in the statement of the date of my dismissal.
I do not know that it emanated from Mr. Graham’s office.

Question. Have you retained in your possession, since 1824, any papers relative to surveys south of
the 81st degree of latitude?

Answer. 1 retained the field notes of all the surveys until the 9th of November last, when they were
delivered to an agent of the government.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham stated any wilful and deliberate falsehoods in relation to the
settlement of the accounts of the principal deputy surveyors of the eastern and southeastern districts, in
the State of Louisiana?

Answer. Not to my knowledge.

Question by Mr.Wilson. Did Mr. Graham state to you, in conversation, that on presenting my accounts
to him they would be adjusted? .

Answer. Mr. Graham stated to me that the accounts of Mr. Wilson can be settled on presentation.

Question by Mr. Graham. Have I not uniformly stated to you that the accounts of the principal deputy
surveyors should be settled by the surveyor under whom they acted?

Answer. You have.

Question. Did Mr. Graham state to you that your accounts should be settled here ?

Answer. He did not.
SILAS DINSMOOR.
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George Wood sworn:

Question. Do you know of Mr. Grabham’s withholding any important papers, or any other papers,
properly belonging to any person, or of his refusing to furnish copies of any such papers after having
promised so to do.

Answer. I do not.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham refused to allow to Mr. Wilson, or any other person, a refer-
ence to public documents which were necessary for him to have in the settlement of his legal claims on
the government ?

Answer. Mr, Wilson, in March, 1826, called on Mr. Graham, at the General Land Office, for certain
papers addressed fo him as the Commissioner, which Mr. Graham directed me to give to Mr. Wilson, and
to take his receipt for them, which I did. It was distinctly understood by me, from the Commissioner,
that Mr. Wilson was to return them to the files of the office as soon as it was practicable for him to make
copies of them. After Mr.Wilson had bad them in his possession for a week or ten days, I called on him, at
the request of Mr, Graham, to return them, which he promised me to do without delay. He did not return
them. I repeatedly called on him, at the request of Mr. Graham, and received from Mr. Wilson repeated
assurances that he would return them. On May 10, 1826, Mr. Graham came into my room, accompanied
by Mr. Wilson, and requested me to deliver a bundle of papers, which he then gave me, to Mr. Wilson,
and to take his receipt for the same; which I did, and the receipt is now in my possession. A long time
elapsed, sufficient for Mr. Wilson to have made copies of them all, when, at the request of Mr. Graham, I
called on Mr, Wilson for them; he promised that these papers should be returned in a day or two; that
lie was then preparing copies of them. I made many applications for these papers as they were important
letters, and the frequent reference made to the files of the surveyor general at Washington made it
highly imuportant that they should be in their proper places; this I stated to Mr. Wilson. He returned to
the office, about the month of September or October, the letter of Mr. Davis, dated February 4, 1826, and
the accompanying papers, and stated that he had not done with the papers still in his hands. In Decem-
ber last the papers which were loaned to Mr. Wilson more than seven months before were returned to
the office by the honorable Secretary of the Treasury with other papers, and referring to the Commissioner
a communication relating to Mr. Wilson’s accounts. These papers were handed me by the Commissioner.
On my receiving the fair copy of his reply to the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Graham said to me “that
here were the papers which Mr. Wilson had so long detained, and that they should be returned to this
office when the Secretary was done with them” I therefore made an envelope over those papers sent to
the Hon. Mr. Rush, with Mr. Graham’s reply, and wrote on that envelope that the papers enclosed belonged
to the files of the General Land Office, and respectfully requested that they might be returned to the
General Land Office when he had made his examination of them, which was done. On the 18th December
lust Mr. Wilson came to the General Land Office and demanded of me those papers received from the
Treasury Department, as being his. In reply, I said that they were placed on the files of the office, and,
it he wanted them again, he must get Mr. Graham’s consent. He then demanded the receipt I had taken
of his having received those papers, which I delivered to him. I saw Mr. Wilson on the evening of that
day, (Decerber 18,) at the request of Mr. Moore, the chief clerk, and stated to him that the request he
Lud addressed to the Commissioner on that day would not be complied with until he had given up those
letters which he had so long withheld; to which he replied that he would not give them up. Those papers
delivered in March, 1826, were submitted to the First Comptroller of the Treasury, with the report of the
Commissioner, on the accounts of Mr. Wilson, dated January 10, 1827; certified copies are now on the
table before the committee. There are now eight letters from George Davis to the Commissioner of the
General Land Office, received by Mr. Wilson May 10, 1826, still in Mr. Wilson’s hands. Mr. Graham, so
far from refusing Mr. Wilson a reference to public documents which he deemed necessary for him to have
in the settlement of his legal claims, gave him every facility which the office afforded; nor do I know that
he has refused to any other person all the facilities which the office affords in the settlement of their
claims.

Question by MMr.Wilson. Did I not, some days after the receipt of the letter from Mr. Moore, call at the
office and request a reference to the papers alluded to, and did not you refuse me a reference in any way,
stating that it was the orders of Mr. Graham?

Answer. On the 18th of December, the same day on which Mr. Wilson made the request for certain
papers of Mr. Graham, while I was at the cases containing the files of the office, examining them to see
it Mr. Wilson had delivered up the letters for which I had taken his receipts, before delivering those
receipts up to him, Mr. Wilson did make an attempt to overlook me and to examine the papers, which I
would not permit. I do not recollect stating that Mr. Graham had directed me to do so; but I did say to
Mr. Wilson, as before deposed, that if he wanted the papers he must get Mr. Graham’s consent, without
which he should not look at them.

GEORGE WOOD.

John M. Moore sworn:

Question. Do you know of Mr. Graham’s withholding any important papers, or any other papers, pro-
perly belonging to any person, or of his refusing to furnish copies of any such papers after having
promised so to do ?

dnswer. 1 know nothing of any promise Mr. Graham may have made; but I heard Mr. Graham say
that copies of papers which Mr. Wilson wanted could not be delivered until he, Wilson, delivered up the
mass of papers which he had borrowed. I do not know of Mr. Graham’s having refused to deliver papers
properly belonging to any other person.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham refused to allow to Mr. Wilson, or any other person, a refer-
ence to public documents which were necessary for him to have in the settlement of his legal clairas on
the government ?

Answer. 1 do not know of Mr. Wilson, or any other person, being refused a reference to public docu-
ments which were necessary for the prosecution of their just rights.

Question. Did the papers which were in the possession of Mr. Wilson properly belong to the files of
the office 7

Answer. 1 believe they did. -

Question by 3r. Wilson. Do you, or do you not, recollect that a day or two previous to your addressing
me a note, requesting me to return to your office certain papers in my possession, tha tI applied to Mr.
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Wood to allow me to look at other papers; and did he not refuse me, saying that he had received orders
from Myr. Graham to do so?

Answer. I can say nothing about it. .

) guestgon by the same. Did Mr. Graham direct you not to deliver to me copies of papers which I had
called for? .

Adnswer. Mr. Graham declined giving copies of some letters which Mr. Wilson requested until Mr.
‘Wilson should surrender some original lettexrs which he held in his possession belonging to the files of the
office, and directed me to advise Mr. Wilson of his determination. I addressed a note to Mr. Wilson,
requesting him merely to surrender the originals; but Mr. Wilson demanded the copies without surrendering
the originals. After a few days succeeding the date of my note, I then advised him, verbally, of the only
condition on which the copies could be granted.

JOHN M. MOORE.

Samuel D. King sworn: .

Question. Do you know of Mr. Graham’s withholding any important papers, or any other papers,
properly belonging to any person, or of his refusing to furnish copies of any such papers after baving
promised so‘to do?

Answer. 1 do not.

Question. Do you know that Mr. Graham refused to allow to Mr. Wilson, or any other person, a
reference to public documents which were necessary for him to have in the settlement of his legal claims
on the government ?

Answer. I do not.

Question by Mr. Wilson. Do you know of Mr. Graham’s promising to furnish me with copies of papers
and afterwards refusing to do so?

Answer. T understood Mr. Graham to say that if you would address him a note you should have
copies of the papers. I afterwards understood that Mr. Graham refused to furnish the copies until you
returned certain original papers which you had in your possession belonging to the office.

Question by Mr. Groham. Are you not the clerk in the Land Office who makes out the patents on
private land claims ?

Answer. Yes.

Question by the same. Have we ever had, previous to December 20, 1826, a township plat in the
office south of the 31st degree of latitude, in Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, east of the Mississippi
river, from which a patent for a private claim could be made out with accuracy ?

Answer. None that I ever saw. .

Question by the same. Has any township plat ever been returned to the office for the sume district
of country that was correct ?

Answer. None.

Question by the same. Have not those few township plats which had been returned to the office in
the same district of country, and which were incorrect, been returned for correction, and for laying down
the private claims, since the papers have been recovered from Mr. Dinsmoor ?

Answer. Yes, with the exception of one plat; the plat of the township including the town of Mobile.

Question by the same. Was not that retained because it was expected the surveyor was obliged to
make out an entire new plat, and that that would be useless to him ?

Answer. Yes; for that reason, and because it was the only plat in that section of the country that
contained any private claims.

Question. Is it not the general practice of the office not to proclaim lands for sale until the township
plats have been received ?

Answer. It is the general practice.

Question by Mr. Wilson. Have not the lands in the southeastern district of Louisiana been proclaimed
twice for sale, once in 1823 and once in 1826; and were township lines run through those lands?

Answer. I cannot say positively as regards the proclamations; the surveys of those lands were not
made conformably to the usual method of surveying the public lands, being made under the provisions of

a special law.
. S. D. KING.

Robert King sworn:

Question. Are you the draughtsman in the General Land Office ?

Answer. T am.

Question. Are you the clerk who generally makes out the calculations of the quantity of lands
surveyed, when called for by Congress ?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Have you not always made out those calculations from the best materials the office afforded ?

Answer. 1 have.

Question. Were not the township plats in many instances defective, in consequence of the surveyors
not having returned the table of contents ?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Were not those quantities heretofore ascertained, where no table of contents were returned,
by geometrical calculations ?

Answer. Yes.

Question. In all cases where you ascertained by geometrical calculations, were they as correct as if
the quantities had been taken from the table of contents ?

Answer. No; they could not be as correct.

Question by Mr. Greham. Previous to my coming into office, was there any book kept in which the
quantities contained in each township, as contained in the table of contents, was recorded ?

Answer. No.

Question by the same. Did 1 not, sometime after coming into office, direct you to keep a book in
which the quantities of land contained in each township and fractional township was to be recorded ?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Was not the return made to Congress this year taken from that book ?

Answer. Yes.
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Question. Although the geometrical calculations are not precisely accurate, are they not sufficiently
so for all useful and practical purposes?
Answer. Yes.

ROBERT KING.

George Wood further examined:

Question. State if there are any papers belonging to the General Land Office that were forwarded by
Mr. Davis in reply to the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, informing him (Davis) of charges made
against him, that were delivered to Mr. Wilson, and which have not been returned ?

Answer. The letters receipted for by Mr. Wilson on May 10, 1826, are returned, excepting the letters
of George Davis to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated May 27, 1825, and one dated
February 5, 1825, aund the enclosures referred to by Mr. Davis in his letter of January 3, 1825, in which
he says: “I now enclose you a statement made by the deputy surveyor, just now from Donaldsonville,
who was present when my letter to Mr. Wilson was presented to him by Mr. Lyman, which puts the
infatuation of Mr. Wilson, as regards the withholding of the plats of survey, beyond question;” also the
statement of Mr. Turner, mentioned in the postscript. This letter was detained by Mr. Davis, and enclosed
in his letter of 5th January, in which he states that “the letter and other papers which you will receive,
having been sent to the post office a few moments too late for the last mail, I have withdrawn the packet
to-day in order to enclose the copy of a letter since received from Mr. Harper.” These papers are not
returned.

In the letter of January 21, 1825, Mr. Davis, in a postscript, writes: “I send two memoranda, marked
A and B, not at first intended for your eye, but now sent to explain what Mr. Dinsmoor means by what
he calls regularity and order in an office,” &c. These are not returned.

Mr. Davis, in his letter of March 18, 1825, states: “I had the pleasure, yesterday, of receiving a letter
from Mr. Turner, covering a copy of the catalogue of the books, papers, and other public property of his
office, of which he appears to have been just put in possession by the marshal. I enclose a copy of each,
marked Nos. 1 and 2. T also enclose Nos. 3 and 4, respectively, the copy of 2 letter which I addressed to
Mr. Harper, the register, while I was at New Orleans, and his original letter in reply.” These papers are
not returned.

In the letter, not dated, (received April, 1825,) Mr. Davis says, “he encloses a copy of a letter from
himself to J. C. Turner.” This is not returned.

The letter of G. Davis, of February 17, 1825, states, “on my arrival here, I addressed, as heretofore
stated to you, a note to the district attorney, a copy of which is herewith enclosed.” This copy is not
returned. .

The letters which were given me by Mr. Graham to loan to Mr. Wilson on May 16, 1826, were those
sent to the honorable Mr. Rush, with the letter dated March 15, 1826, and the enclosures, (with the excep-
tion of Mr. McCrummins’ and other contracts, and the bill of Mr. Lloyd,) were filed in the letters, as is the
uniform custom of the office. They were letters relating immediately to the charges now preferred by
Mr. Wilson; and Mr. Davis’ letters of the 3d and 5th of January will be found to sustain the propriety
of the conduct of Mr. Harper, the register in New Orleans, in making certain charges for services per-
formed by him for making copies of plats, &c., to applicants for such copies, which is not, I believe, any
part of his official duty. The contracts sent in letters to the General Land Office are filed separately;
and the bill of Mr. Lloyd for surveys was referred to M. R. King, whose duty it is to examine the accounts
of the surveyors.

GEO. WOOD.

Silas Dinsmoor further examined:
b Qu;stion by Mr. Graham. Were the surveyors which Mr. Davis refused to pay, the surveyors employed
ou .
v yAnswer. They were employed by me, but were commissioned by Mr. Davis’ predecessors.

Question by the same. Were the field notes of those surveyors in your possession, or in the posses-
sion of Mr. Davis, at the time Mr. Davis refused to pay ?

Answer, They were in my possession, and retained by me, because I had to certify to the correctness
of the surveys according to the field notes deposited in my office.

Question. Do you know that those surveyors made application to Mr. Davis previous to January 1,
1825, and he refused to pay them?

Answer. Yes.

Question. Can you state when the refusal was made?

Answer. I think in November, 1824,

Question by MMr. Wilson. Was it necessary, according to the rules of the office, that the field notes
should be returned to Mr. Davis, that he might be authorized to pay the deputies after the certificate had
been forwarded to the surveyor?

Answer. I think not; the law does not require it; they never had been formally requested; and the
cel;ltiﬁccges were always considered as sufficient evidence to pay the deputies, and payments were made
under them.

SILAS DINSMOOR.

George Wood further examined:

Question. Was the date of the dismissal of Colonel Dinsmoor in the report of Mr. Graham of December
20, 1824, the result of accident; and if so, how did it occur ?

Answer. Mr. Graham requested me to give him whatever information the files of the office afforded
of the dismissal of Colonel Dinsmoor, I brought him two letters—one dated October 24, 1824, and the
other November 24—1824, from George Davis, both of which had some reference to the dismissal of Colonel
Dinsmoor and the appointment of General Morgan. From the similarity of the dates of the two letters
laid before him, Mr. Graham, in filling up the blank he had left in the draught he was then making, inserted
the date October, instead of November, 1824. .

GEO. WOOD.

voL. v——117 ¢
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Papers filed by Wilson in support of his charges.

I. Charges against Mr. Graham, including the extract of a letter from George Graham, Commissioner
of the General Land Office, bearing date August 15, 1824, to George Davis, surveyor, &c., referred to in
the eighth charge. -

II. Proclamation. '

III. Letter of the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting the information required by a resolution
of the House of Representatives of the 19th instant, in relation to a survey of the lands lying south of
the 31st degree of latitude.

IV. Letter from the General Land Office to Levin Wailes, informing him that the money which had
been received by Winter, as a principal deputy surveyor, improperly, must be repaid, &c., marked A.

V. Letter from Levin Wailes to John Wilson—relates entirely to the third charge, marked B.

Auditor’s report on salary account. :

f
Letier from the chairman of the committee to Mr. Graham.

Coneress Hart, February 16, 1827,

Dear Sir: Mr. John Wilson has preferred charges against you, of which, by order of the committee,
you have here a copy. The House of Representatives had referred those charges for investigation to the
Committee on the Judiciary, who have been discharged, and the subject turned over to the Committee on
Public Lands. The committee will meet on Monday morning at 9 o’clock, and will receive from you
any communications you shall see proper to make on the subject. Mr. Wilson has been notified to attend
and sustain his charges.

Very respectfully, your obedicnt servant,
JOBN SCOTT.

GEorgE Gramay, Esq.

Letter from the chairman of the committee to My. Wilson.

ConerEss Haur, February 16, 1821.

Sm: The charges presented by you against George Graham, esq., Commissioner of the General Land
Office, have been referred by the House of Representatives to the Committee on Public Lands. The
committee will meet on Monday next at 9 o’clock, and have directed me o say to you that they will
expect your attendance before them at the committee room, prepared with such evidence as you may have
to sustain the charges. The committee will also expect of you a list of witnesses, and copies, or a refer-
ence where copies of such documents as you rely on may be obtained. The committee will prefer written
evidence and written statements, as far as practicable. .

Your obedient servant,
JOHN SCOTT.

Mr. JoEN WiLSON.

Mr. Wilson to the Speoker of the House of Representatives.

‘W asmveroN, January 31, 1827.

Sir: I beg leave to enclose herewith charges against George Graham, Commissioner of the General
Land Office, the nature of which, it is presumed, will be considered sufficient to require an investigation
into his conduct; and all of which, it is confidently believed, are susceptible of the strongest proofs.

Very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant,
JOHN WILSON,

Principal Deputy Surveyor for the Southeastern District of Louisiana.
Hon. Joux W. Tavwor, Speaker of the House of Representatives.

I

Charges agoinst George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, exhibited by John Wilson, prin-
cipal Deputy Surveyor of the Southeastern District of the State of Louisiana.

First. For conduct operating against the interests of the United States, and of individuals concerned
in Jands in the said States.

Second. His wilful and criminal delinquency in neglecting to comply with the instructions of the
honorable William H. Crawford, late Secretary of the Treasury, to prosecute, or cause to be prosecuted,
on civil and criminal suits, one Gabriel Winter, of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi, who had sworn
falsely, for the purpose of defrauding the governwent of a certain sum of money which the said Graham
directed to be deducted from the accounts of an officer of the government, and fo be paid to the aforesaid
‘Winter, for his benefit.
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Third. His permitting one or more letters to be opened and read in his office by a person to whom
he knew they were not addressed nor intended for.

Fourth. His wilful and criminal delinquency in not directing an inquiry into the conduct of the reg-
ister of the land office in New Orleans, on being informed that he had imposed upon land claimants by
making the most exorbitant charges, as fees, which were unauthorized by law, oppressive upon the
claimants, and injurious to the interests of the government.

Fifth. His advertising lands for sale by public proclamation, published in one or more of the public
papers, bearing date August 5, 1826, on the Bayou Grosse Téte, in the State of Louisiana, in the absence
of the President, who alone was authorized to direct the sale; a great part of which lands he must or
ought to have known, from the records in his office, had been confirmed as pre-emption rights, or sold at
public sale, whilst other lands, long since surveyed and prepared for sale, were not offered.

Sixzfh. His incompetency to the performance of the duties of his office, in making returns to Congress
of unsold lands; the calculations of which produce results so erroneous, and of such data, as to preclude
the possibility of their being correctly acted upon.

Seventh. His withholding papers properly belonging to and highly important to the person applying for
them, and refusing to furnish copies which he had previously promised, or a reference in any way to public
documents, also properly belonging to and equally important to the applicant in the adjustment of his
legal claims upon the government.

Eighth. For neglecting to carry into effect his own instructions to George Davis, the surveyor of the
lands of the United States south of the State of Tennessee, in relation to the settlement of the accounts
of deputy surveyors, (2 copy of which is hereto annexed,) and his neglect to take proper measures for
the removal of said Davis, who had been repeatedly represented to him as a man of most infamous
character, incompetent to the performance of the duties of his office, and against whom charges embracing
offences of the most serious nature, and well authenticated, had been exhibited, when he, the said Graham,
knew that the interests of the government, as well as of individuals, were materially affected by his con-
tinuance in office. .

Ninlh. His permitting the aforesaid George Davis to continue a suit, instituted by him as the agent
of the United States, against an officer of the government, founded upon a false oath made by the afore-
said Davis, which will appear by his correspondence with said Graham, and precluding, by his official
acts, the aforesaid officer from prosecuting suits instituted against him, Davis, thereby subjecting him
to great delay and pecuniary embarrassments.

Tenth. For wilful misrepresentations made in an official report to Congress bearing date December
20, 1826, in compliance with a resolution of the House of Representatives, dated the 19th of said month,
to show cause why the lands in the States of Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama, south of the 81st
degree of north latitude, had not been surveyed and brought into market, did, in the aforesaid report,
represent, as one cause, “the detention of the books, records, and papers, by the late principal deputy
surveyor, Silas Dinsmoor, who was removed from office in October, 1824;” thereby imposing upon Con-
gress the belief that no lands had been surveyed or prepared for sale in said Dinsmoor’s district, whereas
he knew, or ought to have known, from the records in his office, that about one hundred townships had
been surveyed, the surveys approved of by the proper officer, and that the aforesaid number of townships
might have been brought into market more than three years since, and previous to the appointment of the
present surveyor south of Tennessee; and further, that he, the said Graham, did assert that the aforesaid
Silas Dinsmoor was removed from office in October, 1824, which he, Graham, knew was not the case, as
will appear from his correspondence with George Davis, the surveyor of the lands south of Tennessee.

Lleveath. His having asserted that the continuance in office of the surveyor of the lands of the United
States south of Tennessee was the fault of the President of the United States, thereby attempting to ex-
culpate himself from his own gross derelictions and violations of duty in relation to the conduct of the
aforesaid surveyor by an attempt to impose them upon the President.

Twelfth. His wilful and deliberate falsehoods in relation to the settlement of the accounts of the prin-
cipal deputy surveyors of the eastern and southern districts of the State of Louisiana.

Respectfully submitted by
JOHN WILSON,

Principal Deputy Surveyor for the Eastern and Southeastern Districts of Louisiona.

Extract from a letter addressed by George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, bearing date
August 15, 1824, to George Davis, syrveyor of lhe lands of the United States south of the State of Ten-
nessee, (referred to in the eighth charge.)

“In the Jackson Court-house district the surveying should be confined to the surveying of the private
claims, connecting them with the township lines, and completing the plats of all those townships which
contain private claims.

“I enclose a copy of a letter from Mr. Dinsmoor. From this letter, and from others addressed to
members of Congress from Louisiana by different deputy surveyors, it appears that the credit of the gov-
ernment has been materially injured by the conduct of your predecessors in office. You will therefore
take immediate measures to remove any just complaints which may be made by the deputy surveyors, in
consequence of any improper detention of the money due to them by the government, by a speedy settle-
ment of their accounts. That the necessary funds may be promptly remitted you will furnish this office
with an estimate, exhibiting—

First. “The sums, in detail, actually due to the several deputy surveyors for surveys made in each
land dist’fict, respectively, distinguishing the sums due for the surveys actually returned, and those not
returned.

Second. “The amount required to pay for surveys contracted for, and expected to be finished previous
to January 1, 1825, in each separate district.”

Third. “The amount required to defray the surveying espenses for 1825. This last estimate will be
submitted to Congress with the estimates from the Treasury Department, and must be made in detail,
exhibiting the sums required for each land district.

“GEORGE GRAHAM.”
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Copy of charges against George Davis, referred to in eighth charge.

Charges against George Davis, surveyor of the lands of the United States south of the State of Ten-
nessee, exhibited by John Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of
Louisiana.

First. For violating the act of Congress of February 28, 1806, and for conduct operating against the
interests of the United States, and of individuals concerned in lands within the said district.

Second. For refusing to confirm the appointment of Louis Bringier, made by the principal deputy
surveyor, as a deputy, after having promised such confirmation; and appointing one John Fletcher, a man
of infamous character, altogether Incompetent to perform the duties of the office, and a person who had
lately before been confined in the jail or calaboose under some criminal charge, where it is understood the
surveyor, who was also confined, made his acquaintance.

Third. That the incompetency of and worthless character of the said Fletcher was notorious, and known
to the said surveyor before the appointment was made, and that he bad previously expressed his opinion
in public of Fletcher’s incapacity.

Fourth. That the said Davis appointed various incompetent persons as deputy surveyors, against the
remonstrances of landholders, who absolutely refused to let such surveyors run their lines, in consequence
of which the said lands remained unsurveyed up to the date of these allegations.

Fifth. That one of these deputies, named James Grinage, could not even commence the front grants,
although they had natural boundaries, such as rivers and bayous, and was repeatedly making applica-
tion by letter to know where and how to begin, and when instructed could not proceed; all of which must
have been known to said Davis. . .

Sizth. That the surveys made by the deputy surveyors, who were so improperly appointed, are in
most or all instances entirely erroneous, and that the said surveyor was apprised of their errors, and still
suffered them to continue. .

Seventh. That the said surveys made by these incompetent deputies will create great confusion and
difficulty, and that when the general plat of that district is projected the lines will not correspond; all of
which must or ought to have been anticipated and plainly foreseen by the said surveyor when he
appointed those incompetent deputies. i

Eighth. That the inaccuracies of the surveys made by his incompetent deputies have produced various
conflicting titles, and that the surveys have tended to confuse and destroy the old admitted claims, and
1o create litigation and dispute among the claimants. . .

Ninth. That the said surveyor has very considerably retarded the surveyors in said district by abusive
language and ill treatment to the old and experienced deputies, many of whom have been driven from the
employment by unwarrantable insults, all of which have resulted from improper partiality, and adopted
to displace qualified men from the service, and put in their stead unfit and ignorant partisans._

Tenth. For withholding public moneys from the deputies when in possession of funds, which were to
be applied to their use, without any just cause why their accounts should not have been paid. .

Eleventh. For compelling deputies to refund money which had been legally paid them, when no just
reason existed. .

Twelfth. His appointing to the office of principal deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of
Louisiana a very young man, who is totally unfit for the duties of the office, having neither practical nor
theoretic knowledge of surveying.

Thirteenth. For attempting to intimidate the deputies from urging a settlement of their accounts by
the most abusive and threatening language, and acting the part of a common bully to effect his object.

Fourteenth. For having positively forbidden one of his principal deputy surveyors from corresponding
with the Commissioner of the General Land Office or the Secretary of the Treasury without first sending
the letters to him, that he might judge of the propriety of forwarding them.

Fifteenth. His repeated threats and disrespectful language against the Secretary of the Treasury and
Commissioner of the General Land Office. .

Sixzteenth. His entire incompetency to conduct the surveys and private claims in the State of Louisiana.

Seventeenth. His improper conduect in writing confidential letters to his deputies, endeavoring to get
them to act as spies upon the old surveyors, that he might have a pretence for removing them from office,
and, when this failed, undertaking to remove them himself without any cause. L

Eighteenth. For receiving again into employment surveyors who had been previously dismissed for
fraud upon the general government, and extortion from individuals, all of which had been before known
to said Davis.

Nineteenth. For wilfully, maliciously, and falsely swearing that John Wilson, late principal deputy
surveyor for the southeastern district of Louisiana, was indebted to the general government in the sum of
two thousand dollars, and causing the said Wilson to be held to bail in that sum as a debtor to the United
States, until, from the manifest showing of the said Wilson, the judge of the district court of the United
States for the eastern district of Louisiana discharged and released his bail. .

Twenticth. In falsely stating that the said Wilson had defrauded the government of the United States
out of fifteen or twenty thousand dollars, and assigning that as a reason for withholding money due to
the said Wilson. : .

Tuwentyfirst. For ordering the said Wilson, then principal deputy surveyor, to Washington, Missis-
sippi, under pretence of settling his accounts, and having detained him there several days when no
necessity existed for such detention or settlement, as the said Davis had all the proper receipts from
‘Wilson; all of which was to the injury of the general government, and to the land claimants, in the loss
of time, and to the health and interest of said Wilson.

Twenty-second. For improper conduct as surveyor, in making repeated applications for a check of
$140 08 in favor of Auguste Bonnet, which had been previously delivered to said Davis’ son; and writing
to the cashier of the Branch Bank of Donaldsonville to stop that check if offered, when he knew his son
had given a written receipt for the same; and still declaring to others that the said check was dishonestly
withheld by said Wilson.

Twenty-third. For imposing unnecessary duty upon the principal deputy surveyor, the said Wilson,
and his deputies, by requiring triplicate plats of surveys, made previous to his appointment to office,
which consumed the time of said surveyor and deputies that should have been usefully devoted to
public service.
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Twentyfourth. For the infamous moral character of the said George Davis, and his unfitness to per-
form the duties of .surveyor.
All of which is submitted by
JOHN WILSON.

Donavosonviie, March 16, 1825,

1I.
By the President of the United States.

In pursuance of the provisions of an act of Congress approved April 20, 1818, entitled “ An act
authorizing the disposal of certain lots of public ground in the city of New Orleans and town of Mobile,”
it is hereby ordered that the register and receiver of the land office at New Orleans shall expose to public
sale, to the highest bidder, on the first Monday in January next, the building formerly appropriated by
the United States to the use of the naval arsenal, together with the ground occupied by the said building
and its appurtenances.

There will also he exposed to public sale, at the same time and place, and in pursuance of the pro-
visions of the act above quoted, six certain lots of ground situate in the city of New Orleans, designated
on the official plat of survey filed in the office of the register of the land office as numbers thirteen,
fourteen, fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen, binding on the Rue de ’Hospital, and fronting on the
Rue de Conde, which ground has been relinquished to the United States by the Ursuline nuns of the
said city.

There will also be exposed to public sale, at the same time and place, a piece of ground belonging to
the United States, situate in the same square as the lots above designated, being three feet and nine®
inches wide, by one hundred and twenty feet deep.

1t is further ordered that, at the same time and place, the said register and receiver shall expose to
public sale the following lots of land, situate on the Bayou Gros Téte, in the district of lands offered for
sale at New Orleans, viz:

Lots numbered from seven to ninety-four, inclusive of both numbers, situate on the east side of the
said bayou.

Lots numbered one to twenty-five, inclusive of both numbers, situate on the west side of the said
bayou.

Also a second range of lots, situate on the east side of the said bayou, numbered from one to thir-
teen, inclusive of both numbers.

The sale will commence on the first Monday in January next, and will be continued until the whole
of the property shall have been offered.

The lots on the Bayou Gros Téte, appropriated for the benefit of schools, will be excluded from sale.

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, this 5th day of August, A. D. 1826.

JOHN QUINCY ADAMS.
By the President:
Geo. Grauay, Commissioner of the General Land Office.

Generar Lanp Orrice, dugust 5, 1826.

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and in virtue of the provisions of the act of Congress
passed May 15, 1826, entitled “An act for the sale of a house and lot in New Orleans and a storehouse
at the quarantine ground in Louisiana,” the register -and receiver of the land office at New Orleans will
offer at public sale, to the highest bidder, on the first Monday in January next, the house and lot in Royal
street, in the city of New Orleans, heretofore used for the district court of the United States.

By order:
GEO. GRAHAM, Commissioner of the General Land Qffice

I

[For the papers belonging to this class see No. 539, page 858.]

IV.—A.

Gexerarn Laxp Orrick, February 28, 1824,

Sir: With the instruction dated the 8th of August last, authorizing the payment of the salary claimed
by Mr. Winter, I forwarded copies of the papers on which that instruction was founded, together with a
copy of Mr. Winter’s affidavit.

I now enclose a copy of a letter from Mr. Wilson to the Secretary of the Treasury, together with the
copies of the certificates which accompanied if, and am instructed by the Secretary to say to you that he
still thinks that Mr. Wilson is not entitled to his salary from a period beyond that 1o which you were
authorized by my letter of the Sth of August last to pay him; but that the facts stated, and the testimony
now furnished by Mr. Wilson, show that Mr. Winter had virtually abandoned his office, and therefore
should not have received the pay; and he has directed me to request that you will call upon Mr. Winter to
refund the amount paid by you, and to assure him that if he does not, both civil and criminal process will
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be issued against him. You will communicate without delay the answer which Mr. Winter may make in
reply to your demand.
With great respect, your obedient servant.
L. Wames, Esq. -

TreasurRY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 18217.

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register of the Treasury.

V.—B.

Apays Couxnty, Mississippt, January 5, 1826.

Desr Sir: I was in Claiborne county when your letter of the 27th of November must have arrived at
‘Washington. I received it a few days since. I recollect informing Mr. Davis, by letter, about the time
you were settling your account with him in October, 1824, that it would be proper to deduct a certain
sum which had been paid to Gabriel Winter, by orders from the Commissioner of the General Land Office.
But I have not the most indistinct recollection that two days elapsed between the date of my note to him
on that subject and the time of its delivery. This much, however, I can say, that whether there may have
been such a delivery or not, nothing could have been more foreign from my mind than a design to defraud
either Mr. Davis or the government, or benefit you.

I have seen and heard so much of the extraordinary epistles of this suspicious blockhead that I have
ceased to regard anything coming from him in any other light than that of utter contempt.

I perfectly recollect writing to Mr. Harper, register of the land office in the southeastern district, at

®the {ime I forwarded to him maps of the lands which had been advertised for sale on the west side of the
Mississippi in that district. I had found the maps (if such they might be called) of those lands in the
office, without course or distance on any of the lines, nor could I find the field notes of auy of them. They
appeared to have been divided into sections, somewhat upon the plan for surveying lands under the
Spanish government; but the contents of no section had been calculated, or if they had been they were
not inserted on the maps. In the short time allowed for the computation, and specially with the data
before me, I had no other means of deducing their contents than from the projections. These I knew were
not to be relied on for aceuracy, and even if they had been, that mode of computation, I need not tell you,
would have been but an approximation to truth. I therefore apprised Mr. Harper that the areas which I
had returned ought not to be taken as the true ones. I presumed that you, as principal deputy surveyor
of the district, would be in possession of the field notes. I therefore informed Mr. Harper that as you
would (ex officio) be one of the superintendents of the sales you would be present, and if any section
should be sold, you should, before any payment should be made on it, revise the calculations from the
field notes, and that your calculations should be regarded as more perfect than any which I might have
it in my power to make.
I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant, LEVIN WAILES.
Jorx WiLson, Esq., Washington City.

The United States Dr. to John Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor for the southeast district of Louiswna.

For amount of his salary from January 1 fo September 80, 1824 ... ... ... .. ..ot $375 00
For amount of his salary from October 1 {0 December 22, 1824, 83-92 of $125................. 112 77
487 T

Deduct amount paid to him by treasury warrant No. 8573, dated December 30, 1826, on report
T 5 81 40

Leaving this sum due to him, being the amount that was suspended by said report No. 51414,
and which is now to be paid conformably to the decision of the Secretary of the Treasury

of February 12, 1827........ e eeseeesectasasatatacntettiteteatbttesatietesaanes 406 37
Avprror’s OFricE, February 13, 1827. ‘WM. PARKER.
CoxerroLLER’'S OFFICE, February 13, 18217.
Examined. WM. ANDERSON.
The balance due to Mr. Wilson, as per annexed statement, arises as follows:
By report No. 51414, for the amount of his salary from January 1 to December 22, 1824....... $487 11
There was deducted and suspended this amount that had been paid both to him and his prede-
cessor in office for salary from May 25, 1821, to March 17, 1822......eiuiienaiiiaaas, 406 37

Leaving this amount, which was paid to him by warrant No. 8573, dated December 30, 1826... 81 40

Therefore, as it has now been decided that Mr. Wilson is entitled to his salary, which was suspended,
as above stated, and as his salary from May 25, 1821, to March 17, 1822, has long since been paid and
the account settled, and as the deduction was made from his salary that accrued from January 1 to
December 22, 1824, the sum of $406 37 is now strictly due to him for the balance of his salary for said
period, viz: from January 1 to December 22, 1824.

‘WM. PARKER.

Avprror’s Orrice, Februory 18, 1821,

2 Per copy of said statement herewith.
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Tressvry DerartMENT, Register’s Office, February 17, 1827,

I hereby certify that the foregoing statement of the account of John Wilson, late principal deputy
surveyor for the southeast district of Louisiana, is a true copy of the original on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register.

The Commissioner of the General Land Office laid before the Committee on Public Lands the following
papers in reply to the charges made against himn by John Wilson:

On the second charge Mr. Graham submitted the following certified copies of letters, &c., now filed
with the accounts of J. Wilson, with the Register of the Treasury:

Generar Lano Orrice, dpri T, 1821.

Sir: I am authorized to inform you that it is the wish of the President and the Secretary of War
that the office of principal deputy surveyor for the eastern district of Louisiana be given, if vacant, to
Lieutenant John Wilson, who will present, or cause to be presented, this letter.

I am, very respectfully, yours, " J. MEIGS.

Troyas Freexax, Esq., Surveyor General, Washinglon, Mississippt.

TrEASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827,
A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stafes.

Crocraw Acency, MMay 24, 1821.

Sir: Your letter of the 9th ultimo, with its enclosure from the General Land Office, recommending
you for the office of principal deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of Louisiana, have been
received. That office is considered as vacant, and I am gratified to have the advantage of filling it with
a person 80 highly recommended, and no doubt well qualified.

The principal deputy’s office for that district is kept at Donaldsonville, a small village on the left
bank of the Mississippi river, about 70 miles above Orleans. The salary annexed to the office is $500 a
year, with fees of 25 cents a mile for examining and recording all surveys made by the deputy surveyors
in the district.

Should you accept the appointment, I wish you to proceed without delay to that office. Call at my
office on your way, in the town of Washington, near Natchez, where you will receive your commission
and instructions. It is necessary that you should have some knowledge of the French language, the
population of the district being chiefly French Creoles of that country, many of whom do not understand
a word of English. .

Let me have the pleasure of a line from you on this subject as soon as you receive this.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, THOMAS FREEMAN.

Jorx Wisox, Esq., City of New York.

Treasvry DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.
A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

Survevor’s OFFIcE, June 5, 1821.

Str: Your letter of Tth April, recommending Iieutenant John Wilson for the appointment of principal
deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of Louisiana, has been received. I have written toMr. Wilson
on the subject, and directed him to proceed without delay to take charge of that office, to call at this
office on his way and receive his commission and instructions.

I shall be very much gratified to find Mr. Wilson qualified and willing to conduct the duties of that
office. No surveyor can be found here to take charge of it who is qualified to superintend it. Captain
‘Winter, who last had charge of that office, paid but little attention to it. The back tracts or pre-emptions
granted to holders of front tracts in that district remain yet to be surveyed. The difficulty of making
surveys of back tracts in that tract of country renders it almost impossible to get a surveyor qualified to
undertake those surveys. This, together with the want of the constant attention of a principal deputy
in the district, are the causes why the survey of the district has not been completed before this time.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant, i
THOMAS FREEMAN.

Josum Meies, Esq., -Conunissioner General Land Office.

Treasvry DEpARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1821.
A true copy of the document on file in this office.
. JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

Jawvary 10, 1822.

Sir: Enclosed you have 2 commission from the President of the United States, appointing you, by and
with the advice and consent of the Senate, to the office of surveyor of the public lands south of the State
of Tennessee, for the term of four years from the date of the commission, (9th instant.) You will please
to qualify yourself by taking an ocath to support the Constitution of the United States. You have also
enclosed an open letter to Nicholas Gray, esq., the chief clerk of the late surveyor, Mr. Freeman, requesting
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him to deliver to you all the books, papers, &c, appertaining to that office, for which you will please give
him duplifate receipts.
am, &c.

A true copy. J. M. MOORE.
Leviy Waies, Esq., Surveyor of the Public Lands south of the State of Tennessee, now at Opelousas, La.

Treasvry DepartMENT, Register’s Office, February 10, 1827.

The within is a true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stafes.

OrEvousas, Louisiana, February 11, 1822.

Sir: By the same post to-day which brought me a commission from the President of the United
States of surveyor of the public lands south of the State of Tennessee I received your letter, dated at
Natchez, the 4th current, informing me of your having been appointed by the late Major Freeman to the
office of principal deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of the State of Louisiana, and of your
determination to remain at Washington, Mississippi, until you should hear from me.

I expect to be in Washington by or before the 1st of the ensuing month, That, however, will
depend, in some measure, on the flowing of the river Mississippi, so as to admit of boats passing through
Plaquemine. I should regret even this short delay in placing you in charge of the office to which you
have been appointed, if I did not know thatf there are at present no funds at the disposal of the head of
the department to enable you to enter upon the duties of your office, and that there probably will be none
until appropriation shall have beer made by Congress, which I apprehend need not to be looked for until
about the close of the present session. '

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
LEVIN WAILES.

JorN WisoN, Esq., Washington, Mississippt.

Treasury Departuent, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827,

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, ERegister Treasury United States.

Sorvevor’s Orrice, Washington, March T, 1823,

From documents in this office it appears that Gabriel Winter, esq., was paid his salary as principal
deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of the State of Louisiana, December 30, 1820. From this
date no salary has been paid to a principal deputy of said district until May 24, 1821, when, by the letter
of Thomas Freeman, esq., the appointment was given to John Wilson, esq., to whom the salary has been
paid from the last-mentioned date. Mr. Wilson resided in the State of New York at the date of his
appointment; arrived at Washington at the last of February,* and took possession of his office about

April 1, 1822,
LEVIN WAILES, Surveyor United States lands south of the State of Tennessee.
Treasury DerARTMENT, Register’s Office, January 8, 1827.

JOHN STRETCH, For the Register,

Treasury DErARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 18217.

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury- United States.

A true copy of the document on file.

Euxtract of a letter from Levin Wailes, esq., surveyor of the lands of the United States south of Tennessee.

Survevor’s Orxice, Mississippi, March 19, 1822,

Sr: You will be pleased to proceed to Donaldsonville, in the eastern district of Louisiana, with the
least possible delay, and take charge of the office of principal deputy surveyor of that district, to which
y?u have been appointed by my predecessor in office, the late Thomas Freeman, esq., by his letter dated
May 24, 1821.

The books, papers, &c., of your office will be delivered to you by Edward White, esq., in whose charge
they have been left by Gabriel Winter, esq., late principal deputy surveyor of said district.

LEVIN WAILES.

Jorn WiLsoN, Esq., Principal Deputy Surveyor Fastern District State of Louisiana.

Svrvevor’s Orrice, Washinglon, Mississippi, December 26, 1823,

I certify that the foregoing is a true extract from my letter of instruction to John Wilson, esq.,
principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of the State of Louisiana, dated March 19, 1822.
LEVIN WAILES.

TreasurY Deparryent, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827,

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

% Should be January; see his letter of January 11, 1822.—1J. B.
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New Orueaxs, April 25, 1828.

Desr Sm: In answer to your letter of the Tth instant, I state that I considered you as the principal
deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of Louisiana up to the time that Mr. Wilson took charge of
the office, which, I believe, was in April, 1822. I recollect your being in my office in the capacity of
surveyor during the short period that the inhabitants had an opportunity of entering double concessions,
and that you entered some yourself on behalf of others.

. hThlere was no receiver of public moneys in commission till within five or six months of the expiration
of the law.

What work you may have done while principal deputy surveyor I cannot certify, no returns having
been made to my office.

Yours, &ec.,
SAM. H. HARPER.

Captain GaBrier WINTER.

TreEASURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, January S, 1821.

A true copy of the document on file.
JOHN STRETCH, for the Register.

Treasvry DepARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 18217.

The within is a true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury Unifed States.

GeneraL Lanp Orrics, June 24, 1823,

Sir: Your letter of the 20th instant has been received. In reply, I have to state that a letter has
this day been addressed to Mr. Wailes requiring information as to the period when your duties as prin-
cipal deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of Louisiana ceased. Until the receipt of his answer
an opinion as t(:& the period at which your salary should be paid cannot be given.

I am, &e.
’ JOHN McLEAN.

Gasrier, Winter, Esq., now af Baltimore, Maryland.

TreAsuRY DEpaRTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stotes.

GeNErAL Lano OFrick, June 24, 1823.

Sir: Enclosed is an extract from a letter just received from Gabriel Winter, esq., late principal deputy
surveyor for the southeastern district of Louisiana. I will thank you to inform me when the official duties
of Mr. Winter ceased; and whether, as stated, his successor did not qualify for the office until March 19,
1822, having received compeusation frorm the date of his appointment, May 24, 1821,

Very respectfully, &c., -
JOHN McLEAN.
Leviny Wanes, Esq., Surveyor General, Washinglon, Mississippt.
TreasURY DEPARTMENT, Register's Office, February 19, 1821.

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

I never did receive from Major Freeman, late surveyor of the United States lands south of the State
of Tennessee, any information, from which I inferred that the office of principal deputy was vacant, and I

continued to do the duties of the office until about April 1, 1822.
GABRIEL WINTER.

Distrier oF CouoasLra, Washington County:
Subscribed and sworn to August 7, 1823, before

R. S. BRISCOE, Justice of the Peace.
Treasory DepartvenT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.

A true copy from the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

1 certify that I was employed by the late Thomas Freeman, surveyor of the lands of the United States
south of the State of Tennessee, as a clerk in his office, about the middle of June, 1821, in which capacity

YOL. Iv——-118 ¢
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I continued to act until after the month of April, 1822, during which time I never knew of Mr. Gabriel
Winter acting as principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of Louisiana, or that he was,
during the time specified, commissioned as such. On the contrary, I understood that the office was vacant
until the appointment of Mr. John Wilson to fill the office.

‘WM. W. ROBINSON.

Srare or Mississieer, Adams County : 3
Personally appeared before the undersigned justice of the peace for said county William W. Robin-
son, and made oath that the statement is true.
WM. W. ROBINSON.

Sworn to and subscribed before me December 25, 1823.
JAMES CARSON, Justice of the Peace.

Treasvry DEparTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury Uniled Stafes.

~
Narcrez, December 26, 1823.

I certify that I was employed by Thomas Freeman, esq., late surveyor of the lands of the United
States south of the State of Tennessee, as a clerk in his office, before the month of May, 1821, and that I
continued to perform the duties of clerk in the surveyor’s office until the month of April, 1822, during
which time I have no knowledge of Gabriel Winter having acted as principal deputy surveyor of the
southeastern district, State of Louisiana, or that he was, between the months specified, in commission.
On the contrary, I heard Mr. Freeman remark, on paying Mr. Winter his salary, sometime before the month
of May, 1826, that it would be the last he would receive, as the office would from that time be considered
vacant, and always understood that it was so considered until the appointment of John Wilson to fill the
vacancy. Between the times specified, Mr. Winter was in partnership with Mr, William Moore in the
mercantile business, and was absent several months on business to the north connected with the affairs of

the firm.
NICHOLAS GRAY.

Stare or Mississierr, Adams County :

Personally appeared before the undersigned justice of the peace for said county Nicholas Gray, and
made oath that the within statement is true, to the best of his knowledge and belief.
NICHOLAS GRAY.

Sworn to and subscribed before me December 26, 1828,
JAMES CARSON, Justice of the Peace.

Treasury Deparryent, Register’s Office, February 19, 1821,

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United States.

I certify that Mr. Gabriel Winter was a partner of mine in the commercial business from the month
of August, 1819, to December, 1821; and in the month of May or June, in the latter year, he went on to

Philadelphia on business of the concern, and returned sometime in the month of November, same year.
WM. MOORE.
Narceez, December 26, 1823.

TreasurRy Departyent, Register’s Office, February 19, 18217.

A true copy of the document on file in-this office. .
JOSEPH NOURSE, Reyister Treasury United States.

Downarpsonviir, Louisiana, January 6, 1824.

Sir: Having been informed by Mr. Wailes that he had been instructed by the Commissioner of the
General Land Office to pay to Mr. Winter, late principal deputy surveyor, the salary attached to that
office from the date of my appointment to the office until about the last of March ensuing, on the affidavit
of Mr. Winter, and to deduct the same which had been previously paid to me from my accounts, I feel
constrained to address you in relation to if, and to transmit the enclosed copies of letters and certificates,
from which I think it will appear evident that 2 more palpable perjury and fraud has seldom, if ever, been
commitfed against the United States, or more injustice done towards one of its officers.

I beg leave to state that in the winter of 1821 I was on a visit to Washington city, being at that
time an applicant for a civil appointment; while there a letter was received, I think, sometime in the
month of March or April, 1821, by Mr. Meigs, late commissioner, from Mr. Freeman, late surveyor, stating
that the office of principal deputy surveyor for this district was vacant. Upon the suggestion of Colonel
Bomford I became a candidate for the office, and on my wishes being made known to Mr. Monroe, he
directed Mr. Meigs to inform Mr. Freeman that it was his wish that I should be appointed to the office, (a
copy of which letter I enclose herewith.) Upon the receipt of this letter by Mr. Freeman he forwarded
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to me the letter of appointment, under date of May 24, 1821, (a copy of which is enclosed,) which I
accepted. 1 did not, however, leave New York until the month of October following, and took passage
from Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, for Natchez; but, in consequence of the lowness of the waters, I did not
arrive there until the January following, when I heard of the death of Mr. Freeman, and was therefore
compelled to remain at Natchez until the appointment of his successor. On the arrival of Mr. Wailes I
received my instructions, (an extract from which I enclose herewith,) under date of March 19, 1822,
eleven days previous to the time Mr. Winter swears that he was performing the duties of the office, when,
at the same time, he was at Natchez, transacting business as a merchant.

The certificates of Messrs. Gray and Robinson, late clerks in the surveyor’s office, clearly show that
Mr. Winter was neither in commission nor acting as principal deputy in any way; while the certificate of
Mr. Moore, his partner, proves that, during the time he has sworn that he was acting as principal deputy,
he was absent at Philadelphia for several months upon business counected with the firm. Many other
certificates can be obtained in that place, as well as from claimants in this district, showing that Mr.
‘Winter neither resided nor kept an office in the district during the time that he has sworn that he was
performing the duties. At the time I received the salary in question from Mr. Wailes, Mr. Winter pro-
posed to me to divide it with him, (Mr. Wailes having refused to pay him after the date of my appoint-
ment, knowing that he had not been in service subsequent to that time,) stating that he had preserved
the books and papers of the office, but did not pretend that he had performed any of the duties; for this
would have been too absurd, where the falsity of such an assertion could so easily be proved. I, however,
objected to any division, alleging that it was customary, in all departments of the government, for the
salary to commence from the date of the appointment, and that sum would scarcely defray the expenses
of my journey from New York to Natchez, and the expenses incurred while compelled to remain there. Mr.
‘Winter acceded to the justice of my remarks, and expressed his willingness that Ishould draw the salary,
saying that he should claim a compensation for having preserved the books and papers of the office. I
will now state in what manner those books and papers were preserved. On my arrival in this place I
found them in a house belonging to the estate of the late Major Freeman, in which resided the overseer.
They were crowded into a couple of drawers in a cupboard, and appeared as if they had not been disturbed
in more than a twelvemonth, all the maps and plans baving been more or less injured by insects, and
many of them rendered entirely useless. A great number of the field notes of surveys made in the district
were missing, and not even the evidence of a scratch of the pen to show that Mr. Winter had ever done
any duty, or that any surveys had been made in the district, or duties performed in the office, subsequent
to the death of Mr. Gilbert, the former incumbent. Mr. Wailes informed me that he had written to the
Commissioner of the General Land Office, under date of November 9, 1822, stating his reasons for paying
me the salary which Mr. Winter has since received, to which letter I would also beg leave to refer you.
I also enclose herewith a copy of a letter from Major Freeman to Mr. Meigs, dated June 5, 1821, wherein
he states that Captain Winter, who lasf had charge of the office, paid but little attention to it; from which
I think that nothing can be more plain than that Captain Winter was not then in commission, although
he swears he was, until the first of April following; but Mr. Winter never expected that a copy of his
oath would have been sent to Mr. Wailes; if he had, he never would have dared to have been guilty of so
barefaced a perjury; and although his conduct and principles have for a long time been the subject of
much animadversion, he has, by this act, fully disclosed the depravity of his heart, and will, I trust, meet
with that punishment which deliberate guilt so justly deserves.

It is with much regret, sir, that I have felt myself constrained to intrude upon your time; but
believing, as I do, that it is a duty every man owes to society to expose to merited castigation every
offender who is so base or so unprincipled as to rob another of his property, and feeling that from you
alone I can only hope for that justice which is due to me, I have thus been induced to encroach upon your
time, for which I trust the subject will plead my apology. 1would also beg leave to add that if any
doubts should exist as to the expediency of instituting a suit upon the documents I forward herewith, I
will produce others that cannot leave a doubt upon the minds of the most sceptical that he has been
guilty of a most wilful and deliberate perjury. -

With sentiments of profound respect, I have the honor to be your most obedient servant,
JOHN WILSON, Principal Deputy Surveyor.

Hon. War. H. Crawrorp, Secrefary of the Treasury.

TressvRY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1821,

A. true copy from the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stofes.

GexeraL Lanp Orrice, March 2, 1284,

Smr: Your letter and its enclosures have been received and submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury
for his consideration.

The enclosed letter to Mr. Wailes will advise you of the decision made by him, and the course which
will be pursued in relation to Mr. Winter.

I am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
GEORGE GRAHAM.

Jorn WiLsoN, Esq., Principal Deputy Surveyor, Donaldsonville, Louisiana.
Treasury DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.

A true copy of the original document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stotes.

GeNEraL Lanp Orrice, November 17, 1826.

The Commissioner of the General Land Office has the honor to return to the Secretary of the Treasury
the letter of Mr. Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor, bearing date November 1, 1826, and the papers
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accompanying the same, and, in compliance with the request of the Secretary, submits the following
remarks on each item of the charges contained in Mr. Wilson’s account.

The first item is a charge for $487 77, on account of salary which he claims for a period previous to his
entering on the duties of his office, and previous o any actual appointment. This question was submitted
to Mr. Crawford in August, 1823, and, by his directions, the instructions contained in my letter of August 8,
1828, (a copy of which is enclosed,) were given. From subsequent information there was reason to
believe that Mr. Winter, although in possession of the papers and records of the office, had performed no
duties which entitled him to the salary; and, by direction of Mr. Crawford, the letter of February 25,1824,
was written to Mr. Wailes, (see the letter among the papers submitted by Mr. Wilson.) This letter con-
firms the instructions of August 8, 1828, so far as it respects the claim of Mr. Wilson to the salary. In
giving this decision Mr. Crawford was guided by the general practice of the Treasury Department. With
respect to Mr. Winter, he subsequently produced some letters from Colonel Freeman, which induced Mr.
Crawford to agree to submit to Messrs. Williams and Rankin the question as to the period to which Mr.
‘Winter was entitled to the salary; but the papers were returned without a decision.

The second item is for §144, on account of travelling expenses incurred in going to and in returning
from Washington. Charges of this nature have been admitted by the proper accounting officers of the
Treasury, on the sanction of the Secretary of the Treasury. This sanction has never been, I believe, given
but in one instance, and that was in the case of Mr. Wilson himself, and was founded on the certificate of
the surveyor, Mr. Wailes, then in office.

The third and fourth items are for charges which can be admitted by the First Auditor of the Treasury,
in the regular course of the adjustment of the surveyor’s accounts, on the exhibition of the necessary
vouchers.

The fifth item is for visiting different parts of his district and examining the work of the deputy
surveyor. Ihave no recollection that any such charge has ever been made by any principal deputy
surveyor except Mr. Wilson, and there is no instance within my knowledge in which such a charge has,
been admitted.

The sixth and seventh items are charges for his salary, and interest thereon, from the period of his
dismissal from office by Mr. Davis to the first instant, on the ground that Mr. Davis had no right to dismiss
him without the sanction of the President. If that sanction had been necessary it was given by the
approval of Mr. Turner’s appointment, who succeeded Mr. Wilson; but I presume that no such sanction
was necessary, as the ninth section of the act of April 21, 1816, gives this particular appointment exclu-
sively to the surveyor of the lands south of Tennessee, by whom Mr. Wilson was dismissed.

I am, very, &c., GEORGE GRAHAM.

Hon. Ricaaro Rusg, Secretary of the Treasury.

A,

Copy of endorsement on the envelope of certain papers now printed, which were submitied fo the Hon.
William H. Crowford, Secretary of the Treasury, and which are referred to in lelter to Joseph Anderson,
esq., Comptroller, January 11, 1821,

On the receipt of the enclosed papers, Mr. Wailes was instructed to call upon Mr. Winter to refund
the money paid him.

It appears to me from those papers, as well as the letter from Colonel Freeman to Mr. Winter, which
he has himself exhibited, particularly the letter of March 6, 1821, that Mr? W. is not entitled to receive
salary beyond the month of March, 1821.

GEO. GRAHAM.

Treasury DEepartMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 18217,

A: true copy of the original document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stotes.

Generan Lano Orrice, Jonuary 11, 18217,

Smr: I now return the papers in relation fo the accounts of Mr. Wilson which were referred by the
Secretary of the Treasury to this office on the 10th instant, with directions to report to the Comptroller
agreeably to the 9th section of the act of April 25, 1812. It may be proper to state that under the 9th
section of the act referred to no accounts are audited at this office except those of the receivers of the
land offices.

In relation to Mr. Wilson’s claim for salaries prior to entering on the duties of the office of principal
deputy surveyor, I can only say that it has been twice submitted to Mr. Crawford, who decided against
it, and once o the present Secretary of the Treasury, who, it is understood, gave a similar decision.

Although it is intimated in an “expose” accompanying the papers now submitted in behalf of Mr.
‘Wilson that the whole case was not before Mr. Crawford at the time he gave his instructions, it is never-
theless believed that every material paper now submitted was before him, particularly at the period of
his last decision.

The papers then before him were the letter of Mr. Wilson to the Secretary of the Treasury, dated
January 6, 1824, and the papers numbered from No. 1 to No. 4, in black ink, contained in the envelope
marked A, submitted from this office. The endorsement on that envelope was made when the papers
were submitted to Messrs. Williams and Rankin, as referred to in a former report of the Secretary of the
Treasury, marked B.

The general principles which regulate the auditing the accounts in this office in relation to salaries is
to allow the salary from the period at which the duties commence. The date of the bond or oath of office,
therefore, regulates the period from which the salary commences. This general rule is not deviated from
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except by directions through your office. In conformity, therefore, to these rules, the claim of Mr. Wilson
for salary previous to entering on the duties of his office cannot be admitted.

I have the honor to be your obedient servant,
GEQ. GRAHAM.

JosepE ANDERsON, Esq., First Comptroller Treasvury Department.

Treasury DEpPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827,

A true copy of the document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register Treasury United Stafes.

Geverar Lanp Orrice, January 12, 1827.

Smr: Since the report was made to you yesterday in relation to the claim of Mr. Wilson for salary, I
have examined the records of this office to ascertain upon what authority it was stated that Mr. McLean
had given a decision in favor of Mr, Wilson’s claim, and I find the letters of whichk the enclosed are copies.

Whether those letters were submitted to the Secretary of the Treasury or not I have no recollection;
but whether they were or were not is altogether immaterial.

With great respect, your obedient servant,
GEO. GRAHAM.

JoseeR AxpErsoN, Esq., First Comptroller of the Treasury.

TrEAsURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1821.

A true copy of the original document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOTURSE, Register Treasury United States.

On the third charge, Mr. Graham referred to the deposition of the Hon. Mr. Wilson.
On the fourth charge, Mr. Graham submitted the following letters, and referred to the testimony of
Mr, Wood:

Survevor’'s Orrice, Washington, Mississippi, January 5, 1825,

Sir: The letter and other papers which you will receive herewith having been sent to the post office
a few minutes too late for the last mail, I have withdrawn the packet to-day in order to enclose the copy
of a letter since received from Mr. Harper. Having understood from Mr. Turner, a deputy surveyor just
from Donaldsonville, that Myr. Wilson had, in his abuse of Mr. Harper, Mr. Lyman, and myself, charged
us with having combined for the purpose of swindling the government and individuals, I confess I was
surprised on receiving Mr. Harper’s letter, which is the first he has ever written to me in the course of
eighteen years that we have been partially acquainted. The copy of Mr. Harper’s letter is communicated
without permission, under an impression that it is proper to do so.

Respecting the propriety of a register’s receiving certain fees, as mentioned by Mr. Harper, I have
not made myself sufficiently acquainted with the subject to form an opinion upon it; but I am certain
that demands for copies of plats frequently made upon this office are improper, and should be made at the
register’s office, who, in my opinion, ought to be entitled to receive fees for them; or suppose, for instance,
that Mr. Ruffin had had a right to demand, at this office, a certified copy of his neighbor’s plat on the 22d
of September last, he would have had an equal right to ask for a second one on the next day, &c., forever;
and it Mr. Ruffin had such a right, every other man in the community must have had a similar and equal
right; and if 50, what time would be left for myself and the clerks in this office to attend to other duties?
It appears to me selfevident that the register here ought to be authorized to attend to these inquiries,
and to charge fees; in which cases there could be no impropriety in a copy of the same plat of surveys
being issued or furnished daily. Before I came into office those demands were answered, and fees
charged for them, by my immediate predecessor; and as I have reprobated the practice, I am persuaded
that I have been frequently harassed by his friends, who have been sent here for the purpose, among
whom Mr. Ruffin is believed to have been one,

I must beg that you will be so good as to instruct me on this subject. After a plat has been
furnished to the register, and another to the General Land Office, I am desirous of knowing how many,
and under what circumstances, others may be demanded at this office as a matter of right.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant,
G. DAVIS.

Georee Granay, Esq., Commissioner of General Land Office, Washington City.

NEw Orueans, December 81, 1824.

Sir: Mr. J. Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor, is now in the city. He says you have denounced
me as a “damned rascal and a drunkard,” alleging that I ought to be deprived of my office, and requesting
him (Wilson) to exhibit charges against me; and I think he said that you observed you either had or
wounld prefer charges against me. Now, I cannot believe all this, even on the supposition that you had
received false impressions in relation to me; yet I think it proper to inform you of what this man has
said, and request that you will reply to this letter. I have understood that he has exhibited charges
against me to the General Land Commissioner, but of what nature they are I am not yet apprised, but
suppose, from some remarks of his, that he has accused me of taking fees from applicants for their appli-
cations. The law has always made it the duty of persons applying either for the enregistering of lands
or for their purchase to deliver fo the register a written notice or application to that effect. Whenever any
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person produced to me a written notice, either drawn by himself or any other person, I never charged
him a cent, except sometimes for a certificate and recording fees; hut when, as was often the case, the
party applied to me to write his notice, I charge him for it, as I had a right to do, it being no part of my
duty as register to write his notice. And this has been the invariable custom both in the time of the
commissioners and in that of my predecessor. But if Mr. Wilson charges me with having taken illegal
fees as register, he states what is untrue, and cannot support the allegation without the aid of bribery
and perjury.

As to my having charged for writing notices, he and everybody else who had anything to do in that
way were long since acquainted. He knew the reason and propriety, too, of the charge, and never would
have resorted to the means he has if it had not been to revenge himself on me for a supposed injury Ihad
done him in one or two of my communications to the General Land Commissioner. He accuses me, also,
of having had a considerable agency in procuring the appointment of Mr. Lyman as principal deputy.
That you know to be entirely groundless. May I request a speedy answer? .

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

. SAMUEL H. HARPER.
Georee Davis, Esq., Surveyor General. °

[This letter has beeh answered, and a copy of the answer will probably be sent, at a time of more
leisure, to the General Land Office. I never have spoken a disrespectful or unfriendly word of Mr. Harper
in my life—never having had a cause to do so. G.D.]

Survevor’s Orrice, Washington, Bliss., Januvary 28, 1825.

Sir: Your note, handed me a few days since, respecting a demand against the government for
surveying done by you sometime past in the southeastern district of Louisiana, having been mislaid, I
will thank you to furnish me with another, in which you are requested to state, explicitly, the causes of the
delays you seem to have experienced in rendering an account for that work and having it liquidated.

I shall be very candid with you: I bave heard you mention circumstances in relation to your employ-
ment, under the direction of Mr. Wilson, which has had its due influence in removing him from the office
of principal deputy surveyor of that district, and this is merely to ask of you to state in writing what
you have incidentally stated to me and others verbally respecting what you know of the conduct of Mr.
‘Wilson as principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern-district of Louisiana. The subject, I know, is an
unpleasant one; but justice to the government, as well as to individuals, requires that the truth should
be told.

I am, respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant,
G. DAVIS.

Jorn B. Peyron, Esq., Deputy Surveyor, present.

A true copy.

F. WOOD, ]
LEOLIN STAYTON,} Clerks.

‘WasHINGTON, January 31, 1825,

Sir: In your note of the 28th instant I am requested “to state, explicitly, the causes of the delays
which I have experienced in rendering an account, and having it liquidated, for surveying done in the
southeastern district of Louisiana” I am also requested “to state in writing what I have incidentally
stated verbally respecting the conduct of Mr. Wilson as principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern
district of Louisiana.” I will answer your first request as follows:

In the year 1822 I surveyed several tracts of land, (generally denominated “double concessions,”)
and returned them to the office of Mr. Wilson, principal deputy surveyor. There is among them a tract of
land surveyed for the widow Roman. In making the survey of this tract I found the back line would run
through a deep cypress swamp. In my certificate of the survey returned to Mr. Wilson’s office I explicitly
stated the land over which the back line would pass to be impassable.

In June, 1828, I returned another parcel of claims of the same kind. The last returns were made on
better paper than the first, and the necessary certificates printed. Mr. Wilson insisted on my copying my
first returns on the same kind of paper, which I readily consented to do. But the claim of the widow
Roman, he said, must be represented as closed on the ground, alleging, as his reason for having done so,
that a very important lawsuit was likely to be instituted by the owner of the adjoining land, and he had
promised to obtain a patent for the widow Roman’s land as soon as practicable, which, he said, could not
be issued unless the survey was represented as closed. He also stated that the principal deputy surveyor
of the southwestern district had informed him that such was the common practice when surveys could not
be actually closed. I made the copy as he requested, and returned it folded in the original. The survey
was approved, and the distance on the back line Mr. Wilson thought proper to put in my account against
the government, amounting in all to $317 39, stating, as his reason for so doing, that it had been the
practice in the southwestern district to pay for the back lines of double concessions when the course and
distance were found by calculation, and the lines could not be actually surveyed. This was done, he said,
in consideration of the surveyors frequently being obliged to resurvey the division line between the front
and back concessions, for which he could not be paid. .

I receipted triplicate accounts, and received of Mr. Wilson a draft on your predecessor in office for
the amount. Mr. Wailes refused to pay the draft until one of the accounts, accompanied by a plat of each
survey, was returned to his office. This Mr. Wilson refused to do, alleging that 1 had presented a false
account against government. The back line of the widow Roman’s claim was the item to which he
attached frand. It was not at my instance that item was inserted in my account. It was ushered in by
a peculiar kind of art, familiar only to such men as Mr. Wilson, when they have some villanous scheme
in view. .
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In answer to your request respecting the conduct of Mr. Wilson while in office, I feel it my duty to
state the following facts: When I first reported myself to Mr. Wilson as a deputy surveyor in his district,
he assigned to Mr. Milo Johnson and myself the surveying of all the double concessions in the parishes of
St. James, St. John the Baptist, and St. Charles, on both sides of the Mississippi river. He told us that
he had determined on charging each claimant ten dollars for a certified plat of his land. We were
instructed, verbally, as soon as we made a survey, to furnish the claimant with a plat, and tell him it was
necessary to go with it to Lafourche and obtain the principal deputy surveyor’s certificate to it, for which
he would have to pay ten dollars. The first time I saw Mr. Wilson after I had commenced work, he was
anxious to know the cause of no claimants having called on him with their plats. I answered that they
were not, willing to go with them to his office, being a distance of thirty miles. He then proposed that,
when I had completed a survey, I should send it to him by mail, when he would approve it and return it
in the same manner; on the receipt of which I was to demand of the claimant his fee, (§10.) This conver-
sation took place in the neighborhood where I was then at work; after which he went to a number of the
inhabitants and told them that the surveys made by me would not be valid without his approval, for which
he should charge each of them ten dollars, and induced them to believe that the surveys would not be
approved, until he received his fee. The claimants called on me soon after to know if the law justified
such a demand? I told them it did not. From my having thus refused to become the tool of Mr. Wilson
in extorting money from the inhabjtants, (and not his villanous assertion of fraud,) was the only reasons
he had for withholding my accounts, knowing that, by so doing, I should experience some pecuniary
embarrassments; and, probably, he thought to blast the reputation of one who had too much knowledge of
his own villany. It is a notorious fact that Mr. Wilson has charged as high as twenty dollars for a copy
of one claim; and he once charged a man, who was both ignorant and poor, sixty dollars for having a
short front line and one side line measured, not more than ten arpents in length.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,

JOHN B. PEYTON, D. S.
Geo. Davis, Esq., Surveyor General. . -
A true copy.

F. WOOD, -
LEOLIN STAYTON,} Clerks.

On the fifth charge Mr. Graham submitted the following papers:
BY THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

In pursuance of the provisions of an act of Congress approved on April 20, 1818, entitled “ An act
authorizing the disposal of certain lots of public ground in the city of New Orleans and town of Mobile,”
it is hereby ordered that the register and receiver of the land office at New Orleans shall expose to public
sale, to the highest bidder, on the first Monday in January next, the building formerly appropriated by
the United States to the use of a naval arsenal, together with the ground occupied by the said building,
and its appurtenances.

There will also be exposed to public sale, at the same time and place, and in pursuance of the pro-
visions of the act above quoted, six certain lots of ground situated in the city of New Orleans, designated
on the official plat of survey, filed in the office of the register of the land office, as numbers thirteen, fourteen,
fifteen, sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen, binding on the Rue de VHospital, and fronting on the Rue de
Conde, which ground has been relinquished to the United States by the Ursuline nuns of the said city.

There will also be exposed to public sale, at the same time and place, a piece of ground belonging to
the United States, situate in the same square as the lots above designated, being three feet and nine inches
wide by one hundred and twenty feet deep.

It is further ordered that, at the same time and place, the said register and receiver shall expose to
public sale the following lots of land, situate on the Bayou Gros Téte, in the district of lands offered for
sale at New Orleans, viz:

Lots numbered from seven to ninety-four, inclusive of both numbers, situate on the east side of the
said bayou.

Lo%vs numbered from one to twenty-five, inclusive of both numbers, situate on the west side of the said
bayou. Also, a second range of lots situate on the east side of the said bayou, numbered from one to
thirteen, inclusive of both numbers.

The sale will commence on the first Monday in January next, and will be continued until the whole
of the property shall have been offered.

The lots on Bayou Gros Téte, appropriated for the benefit of schools, will be excluded from sale.

Given under my hand, at the city of Washington, this fifth day of August, A. D. 1826.

‘ J. Q. ADAMS.
By the President: -
G. Gramay, Commissioner of the General Land Office.

GENErAL Lanp OFrice, dugust 5, 1826.

By direction of the Secretary of the Treasury, and in virtue of the provisions of the act of Congress
passed May 15, 1826, entitled “An act for the sale of a house and lot in New Orleans, and a storehouse
at the quarantine ground in Louisiana,” the register and receiver of the land office at New Orleans will
offer at public sale, to the highest bidder, on the first Monday in January next, the house and lot in Royal
street, in ]’;he city of New Orleans, heretofore used for the distriet court of the United States.

y order:
GEORGE GRAHAM, Commissioner of the General Land Qffice.

Printers of the laws of the United States in the States of Mississippi and Louisiana will insert the
above once a week until the day of sale.
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Extract of a letter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office fo S. H. Hurper, register af New Orleans,
Louzrsiona, dated September 19, 1823.

“The private claims on the Bayou Darbonne having been granted on account of the settlement prin-
cipally, I presume that there is no danger as to interference with them. It is possible, though I think not
probable, that there may be some old grants on the Bayou Gros Téte which may interfere with the lands
proclaimed for sale. This should be inquired into previous to the sale.”

I certify that the above extract iz correctly taken from vol. 10, page 302, of the letter-book of the

General Land Office.
JNO. H. BAKER, Clerk to Commissioner of Public Lands.

House or ReprRESENTATIVES, March 27, 1826.

Siz: I have the honor to enclose you a petition from several citizens of Louisiana settled on the public
lands on the Bayou Gros Téte, which were advertised for sale some months since, but which, it appears,
were not offered at public sale, which prevents the petitioners from now purchasing them at private sale.

The circumstances under which these seftlements were made, the losses the petitioners have sustained
in consequence thereof, and the labor they have expended on these lands are fully, and I believe accurately,
stated in their petition. It was enclosed to me by the honorable John Dutton, judge of the parish of Iber-
ville, and residing at Plaquemine, in said parish, a gentleman of the first respectability, and who is
intimately acquainted with our land claims, and the situation of the public domain in Louisiana. He
represents it as very desirable that the public lands in that quarter should be speedily disposed of.
Agreeing with him in opinion, and believing it for the interest of the government as well as of the citizens
of Louisiana that the public lands in a situation to be offered for sale should be speedily brought into
market, I have to request that a sale of the lands belonging to the United States, on said bayou, may be
ordered to take place as soon as may meet the convenience of the department.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
H. H. GURLEY.

GEorGE Gramay, Esq.

Reecister’s Orrice, New Orleans, April 29, 1826,

Smr: Yours of the 29th ultimo has been received, and I now have the honor of enclosing you another
list of the lots which were not offered for sale under the proclamation of August 11, 1823. A former list
was sent under date of the 16th of September last. The public lots prepared-for sale in this district all
lie on the west side of the Mississippi, and parallel thereto, from Atchafalaya to near the mouth of La-
fourche, In point of soil, I am told they are all nearly equal, and not very unequally distant from the
Mississippi. I therefore cannot advise any particular portion to be offered to the exclusion of others,
Some bayous are better known perhaps than others, but which they are I am unable to say. But, as I
have on former occasions said, I do not think they will in any reasonable time command upon an average
more than the minimum price. I think the month of November would be an inauspicious time to offer
lands for sale in New Orleans. That, unfortunately, is often a sickly month here, in which few people
like to venture into the city. I would suggest the early part or middle of January in preference; that is
the season when the cofton planters and others most frequent the city.

In relation to the public Iots in New Orleans which are undisputed, I will mention four: 1st. Six lots
obtained from the Ursuline nuns, by compromise, under the authority of the department. 2d. The navy
arsenal, authorized to be sold by an act of Congress of April 20, 1818. 3d. The house and lot formerly
occupied by the district court of the United States in Royal street. And 4th. A large square parallel to
the custom-hounse, and bounded by Canal, Commerce, Magazine, and Levee streets. The last-mentioned
piece of ground is very valuable owing to its proximity to the river, and being in the most commercial
part of the city. The navy arsenal is also valuable, being opposite and contiguous to the principal market-
house. The surveyor has never furnished me with the plats of any bf the above-described lots, but I have
reason to believe that the plats of the two former pieces of ground have been transmitted to your office.
If any or all of these lots should be offered for sale I would advise that they be offered also in January.

I am, very respectfully, your obedient servant,
SAML H. HARPER.

Georee Gramay, Bsq., Commissioner of the General Land Office.

The following is an account of the public lots not offered for sale under the President’s proclamation
of August 11, 1823. By comparing this list with that contained in the proclamation, there can be no
difficulty in ascertaining the lots to be proclaimed hereafter. I follow the order observed in the proclamation.

Of the lots on the west side of the Bayou Depassou, twenty-six in number, from No. 1 to No. 9,
inclusive, only were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Latorache, thirty-three in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Latorache, thirty-seven in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Fordocke, sixty-six in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Fordocke, eighty-one in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Gros Téte, ninety-four in number, from No. 1 to No. 6, inclusive,
only were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Gros Téte, eighty-one in number, from No. 1 to No. 25, inclusive,
were not offered; the remainder were.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Gros Téte, (second range,) thirteen in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on Bayou Marangoin, east side, thirty-one in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Marangoin, sixty-one in number, none were offered.

[ e
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Of the lots on the east side of the Atchafalaya and south of the Big Fork, twelve in number, none,
except No. 1, were offered. .

Of the lots on the east side of Atchafalaya and Bear Bayou, sixteen in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Atchafalaya and west of Cow island, three in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the north side of Bayou Alabama, eight in number, none were offered

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Alabama, twenty-two in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Alabama and west of Tortoise Bayou, fifty-one in number, none,
except No. 1, were offered.

Of the lots on the north side of Bayou Goula, fourteen in number, all were offered.

Of the lots on the south side of Bayou Goula, fourteen in number, all were offered.

Of the lots on the north and east side of the Barras or Barrow’s Bayou, twenty-seven in number, none
were offered.

Of the lots on the south and west side of same bayou, thirty-five in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the north side of Cow Bayou, fifty-nine in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the south side of Cow Bayou, forty-two in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the south and east side of Bayou Black, from forty-five to one hundred and forty-three
in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Black, from eighty-five to one hundred and thirty-seven in
number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Buffalo, forty-seven in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Buffalo, forty-two in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Big Caillon, fifty in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Big Caillon, fifty in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east of Little Caillon, eighty-four in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Little Caillon, one hundred and five in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the east side of Bayou Darbonne, fourteen in number, none were offered.

Of the lots on the west side of Bayou Darbonne, fourteen in number, none were offered.

Nore~—All the lots on the west side of Bayou Gros Téte which were offered, viz: from twenty-six to
¢ighty-one, have been entered and sold at private sale. Also, all those on the north side of Bayou Goula,
except No. 14, have been sold; and those on the south side of Bayou Goula, with the exception of Nos. 2,
10, 11, 13, and 14, have been sold. All the others offered for sale have not yet been entered.

The lots reserved for the use of schools in the order proclaimed for sale are—

No. 10, east side of Bayou Latorache; No. 13, west side of Bayou Latorache; Nos. 12 and 48, east
gide of Bayou Fordocke; Nos. 18 and 54, west side of Bayou Fordocke; Nos. 9, 45, and 81, east side of
Bayou Gros Téte; Nos. 23 and 59, west side of Bayou Gros Téte; No. 1, éast side of Bayou Marangoin;
Nos. 6 and 42, west side of Bayou Marangoin; No. 5, east side of Atchafalaya; No. 14, west side of
Bayou Alabama; No. 28, east side of Bayou Alabama; No. 13, north side of Bayou Goula; No. 21, north
and cast side of Bayou Barras; No. 30, south and west side of Bayou Barras; No. 81, north side of Cow
Bayou; No. 12, south side of Cow Bayou; Nos. 50, 86, and 122, southeast side of Bayou Black; Nos. 99
and 135, west side of Bayou Black; No. 34, east side of Bayou Buffalo; No. 23, west side of Bayou
Buffalo; No. 17, east side of Big Caillon; Nos. 3 and 39, west side of Big Caillon; Nos. 25 and 61, east
side of Little Caillon; Nos. 13, 49, and 85, west side of Little Caillon; No. 2, west side of Bayou Dar-
bonne. In all, thirty-eight lots and a fraction of twelve remaining, being every thirty-sixth lot}

SAM. H. HARPER, Register.

On the sixth charge, Mr. Graham referred to the testimony of R. King.

On the charges Nos. T and 8, Mr. Graham referred to the testimony of Mr. Moore, Mr. Wood, and Mr.
S. D. King; to the letter of Janunary 11, 1827, to Joseph Anderson, esq., First Comptroller, filed under the
second charge, and to the following papers:

GeNEraL Lano Orrice, December 21, 1826,

Sm: The return of those letters now in your possessior, which were loaned you on the 10th day of
May last, and which you have so repeatedly promised to return to this office, are now demanded to be
brought back without delay. They are the letters of George Davis, esq., to the Commissioner of the
General Land Office, and dated February 17, 1825, February 22, 1825, March 18, 1825, January 21, 1825,
May 27, 1825, February 5, 1825, January 8 and 5, 1826, and a letter from G. Davis, not dated.

Yours, &c., GEO. GRAHAM.

Mr. Jorx WiLsox, City of Washington.

Generar Lanp OFrick, January 12, 1824,
Smr: Mr. Wilson not having yet returned all the original papers which, under your sanction, were
placed in his hands on the 11th of May last, I deem it proper to submit for your information the enclosed
copy of a letter addressed to him on the 21st of December.
I am, very respectfully, &c., GEO. GRAHAM.

Hon. R. Rusm, Secretary of the Treasury.

Treasvry DeparTMENT, September 21, 1825,

Sir: 1 have the honor to enclose herewith copies of charges touching your official conduct which
have been transmitted to this department by John Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor of the eastern
district of Louisiana, and have to request that you will, as early as convenient, furnish such explana-
tions in relation to said charges as may be necessary and proper.

I am, &e., RICHARD RUSH.

Georee Davis, Esq., Surveyor General, Washington, 3ississippt.

Treasvry DeparmMENT, February 21, 1821.

I certify that the foregoing is a correct copy from the records of this department.
EDWARD JONES, Chief Clerk.

YOL. IV- 119 ¢
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Survevor’'s OFricE, Washington, Bliss., February 4, 1826.

Sm: About the middle of October last I received a mnote from the honorable Secretary of the
Treasury, dated the 21st of the preceding month, under cover, with two sheets of foolscap, containing
sundry slanderous falsehoods, which the accompanying note informed me were copies of charges trans-
mitted to the Treasury Department “by John Wilson, late principal deputy surveyor of the eastern district
of Louisiana;” and I was requested to furnish, as early as convenient, such facts or explanations in rela-
tion to the said charges as might be deemed necessary and proper.

As there were no specifications transmitted with the charges, an omission which left me utterly at a
loss, in most cases, to know or conjecture what was meant by the fabrication, I could think of no mode of
more likely conforming to the wishes of the honorable Secretary than that of sending to the General Land
Office a transcript of my correspondence with, and in relation to, the office of principal deputy surveyor
of that distriet, for the information of the Treasury Department. You will accordingly receive herewith
copies and extracts of letters numbered from one to sixty, as also one marked A, which will furnish all
}Jhe information within my power as regards my official conduct in relation to the southeastern district of

ouisiana.

The whole correspondence is not communicated, but I have not intentionally or knowingly withheld
any part that could be useful towards the compliance with the wishes of the honorable Secretary. In a
few instances you will find copies enclosed of entire letters when extracts only would have been suffi-
cient; and in a few others the clerks, in making extracts, have transcribed more than was necessary or than
had been intended. These have been accidents resulting from mistakes in them; and I have not thought
it necessary to detain them from other business in correcting them. If copies of the entire letters should
be wished for in any cases where extracts only are furnished, or should Messrs. Ripley and Wilson point
out any that are withheld, and which they may think might be useful to their cause, you will only bave
to demand copies of them and they shall be transmitted. On many of the enclosed transeripts you will
find explanatory notes, which may prove useful.

Your letter of December 19, 1825, came duly to hand, but indisposition and other causes have
prevented an earlier acknowledgment of it. 1 beg you to accept my acknowledgments and thanks for
the full and satisfactory instructions which it communicates on several points. The idea expressed in
my letter of the 16th of the preceding month, that in locating private claims it might be somewhat
preferable 10 assign them determinate depths, with such indefinite widths as should take in the required
quantities, was occasioned by my having observed that, in decisions of the old board of commissioners,
they had assumed such a principle in cases where the quantity of the grant was fixed, while its par-
ticular dimensions had been left by the original grant less definite.

In noticing that part of your letter which informs me of General Ripley’s having lent his name in
support of his charge against me, in the name of Wilson, of improperly appointing Fletcher a deputy
surveyor, I would beg leave to remind you that I had long previously informed you that Ripley was
Wilson’s counsel. That he, in his professional capacity, drew up and was co-author of the falsehoods
contained in the charges against me, exhibited in the name of Wilson, there can be no doubt. Of such
men as Ripley or Wilson only was if to have been expected, therefore, that the invention of falsehoods,
the draiving of them up in form as charges, and the impudence of coming forward as a witness to
substantiate them, were to be exhibited as the acts of the same individual. All conjecture aside on this
subject, there can be scarcely a doubt but that the mere relation of counsel in which Ripley stands to
‘Wilson in this case, when the circumstances are viewed in all their bearings, would exclude him as a
competent witness in a court of justice. For, as the government is in no manner concerned about the
character of Fletcher, (he having executed no surveying under his appointment,) except in so far as my
character might be implicated, in consequence of making an improper appointment, Ripley’s officiousness
must have for its object my removal from office; the effects of which upon the minds of a New Orleans
jury in the trial of Wilson’s suit against me may well be imagined. These facts and considerations,
together with others which I shall notice presently, exhibit Ripley in the several incompatible capa-
cities of plaintiff, accuser, counsel, and witness.

1 believe it is not an uncommon case in New Orleans, more than elsewhere, however disreputable it
may be considered in a legal view for an attorney, in want of employment, when undertaking a suit for a
plaintiff in a doubtful case, or when his client is unable to advance a fee, to agree to depend for a remu-
neration upon the issue of the suit about to be instituted. As this was precisely the situation of the
counsel and his client, I am quite as free from doubt of these being the terms upon which Ripley insti-
tuted the suit against me in February last, in the name of John Wilson, as T am deficient of positive proof
of this supposed fact. This, if admitted, furnishes a clue to Ripley’s subsequent movements. He com-
mences a suit which he permits to lie dormant until, by the invention of falsehoods in the form of charges
against me, which he modestly attempts to substantiate by the lpan of his great name, he hopes to have
me removed from office, correctly enough calculating upon the powerful effect it would be likely to have
upon a New Orleans jury in giving credit to such false testimony as he might introduce, thus corroborated
by an act of government, and in awarding damages for the imaginary injuries for which Wilson and
Ripley pretend to be seeking redress.

‘Without ever seeking, procuring, or caring to procure, 2 personal acquaintance with General Ripley,
after he had left the army and settied in New Orleans, there was none more warmly his friend, owing to
the good conduct attributed to him during the late war, than myself. I and some others used to vote for
him with great regularity when he was thought of as a candidate for the legislature, while the general
mass of the population of New Orleans rejected him with apparent horror. By long-continued attacks in
a newspaper, of which he was the reputed editor, upon the French part of the population of Louisiana in
consequence of their refusing to vote for him, he drew from another paper an exposition of his character
previous to his joining the army. Owing to this, and some little low shifts to which pecuniary embax-
rassments bad continued to drive, him, he became with me a doubtful character, until my doubts were
removed by the falsehoods contained in his petition to the court with which he commenced the suit
against me in Wilson’s name, mentioned to you in my letter of February 17, 1825. Ripley’s ideas of an
attorney’s duty to his client, the suit referred to being taken as an exemplification, if put into words,
might be taken as a paraphrase on those of the celebrated English advocate Brougham. The latter seemed
to think it the duty of a lawyer faithfully to defend his client at even the hazard of bringing down upon
himself the vengeance of a King. Ripley seems to think that it is the duty of an attorney out of business
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to become the partner of a pauper in an action for pretended damages, and to invent falsehoods, and to
offer himself as a witness in support of his own suit. ,

At an interview had with General Ripley in the office of the district attorney in New Orleans a few
days after the suit on behalf of the government had been instituted against Wilson, he inquired of me
the particular causes of Wilson’s removal from office; some of which I enumerated, such as extortion,
neglect of duty, the artifices which had been used by him to retain his office, by first borrowing money of
me under the pretence of extreme distress, and subsequently, when that hold upon me was about to be
removed by a settlement of his accounts, obtaining from me by improper management a check for money
in fuvor of Deputy Surveyor Bonnet, as repeatedly explained to the Commissioner, and afterwards retaining
both it and the account for the payment of which it had been furnished, under a belief, no donbt, that I
dare not remove him while he had possession of those papers.

On receiving the copy of Wilson’s charges against me, evidently drawn up by Ripley, I was surprised
to perceive all the offences for which I had been compelled to remove Wilson introduced as charges against
myself, even including the circumstance of the check. I was inclined at first to ascribe to Ripley a con-
siderable portion of ingenuity in his mode of reversing the direction of my own battery and turning it
against myself; but, on reflection, I have perceived that the only guality of the mind necessary in the case
has been a total disregard to truth, of which he had furnished me with a most extraordinary sample in
the petition upon which his suit against me in Wilson’s name was commenced

I have had occasion heretofore to inform you that Wilson, having heard of my appointment to this
office, in the first instance, before I had heard of it myself, visited me at my house in New Orleans in a
very few days after I had received it. During his stay in the city the time which he spared from drinking-
houses and gaming tables was divided between his visits to me in quest of money, and in searching for
persons inimical to me in order to obtain assistance, when wanted, in slandering my character; in the
course of which he fell in with an individual of the name of Rollins, who had sometime previously been
dropped from his employment as an officer of the customs, for what I am not able to say with precision,
but I believe, in part, for slandering the present collector, of which I knew him to be guilty, though I had
never thought it worth while to communicate it. From this individual who, like Lucifer, hated every
person whom he had left behind, including myself, and who, although extremely illiterate and deficient of
that kind of knowledge which can be obtained only from books, possesses a considerable portion of
natural talent and a tolerably deep insight into human nature, Wilson obtained statements upon which
many of the insinuations which his charges convey are founded. The activity of Wilson in slandering
me after he was dismissed, as communicated to me since by different persons, especially by the editor of
the Louisiuna Advertiser, in New Orleans, was truly astonishing, and justifies me in asserting that,
while a man’s woral conduct depends upon hinself, his moral character may, and frequently is, made for
him by others.

Rollins had not neglected fo communicate to Wilson what he conceived to be my prejudices, who,
supposing that imputing to me those foibles or vices against which my prejudices were at war would
wound me in the most vulnerable points, did not fail to avail himself of those advantages. Thus, having
been informed that being not only temperate myself, but that I had a particular aversion to sots and
drunkards, which was his own character, on Lyman’s presenting to him his letter of dismissal, he
pronounced me, amnong other things, and in public, “a most consummate drunkard.” Rollins having
represented my prejudices against the appointment of foreigners to office to the exclusion of American
citizens as almost amounting to infolerance; that my aversion to the British government amounted, as
Rollins supposed, to hatred; and that the mere circumstance of being born an American was one of which
every American should be proud, Wilson represented me at Donaldsonville as a deserter from the British
army; and Mr. Beardslee, the newspaper editor referred to above, has informed me that happening in a
drinking-house about ten o’clock at night in the course of last winter, Wilson came in, and that, although
the company who happened to be present were equally unacquainted with him (Wilson) and with me, he
immediately commenced slandering me, asserting that I was a Briton, and that I had favored them during
the late war, &c.

If I have ever been inclined to bigotry in anything, it has been in my political faith in the rectitude
and justice of our own government above those of any other on the globe; but Ripley and Wilson, who had
heard of this, have charged me with making use of abusive and threatening language against the Secre-
tary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of the General Land Office.

This vague assertion, which is introduced into Ripley’s string of falsehoods as charge 15th, being,
in its nature, personal, seems to require some more particular notice. I have always taken upon me to
think for myself, and, on all proper occasions, to express my opinions on political matters, and in relation
to candidates for office. As regards Mr. Crawford, of whom I had always thought, in the general, well,
I can truly say that, for the last year previous to the late presidential election, he stood, in my estimation,
second among the candidates for that high office; and if I had not made up my mind some years previ-
ously in favor of the present incumbent, which nothing had ocenrred to change, and had my vote or
opinion between them been of importance, I should have felt some difficulty in deciding between them.
As for the Commissioner of the General Land Office, all I knew of him at the time of my last interview
with Wilson was, that he had sent me the President’s commission appointing me to my present office,
which, of itself, was caleulated, upon a well-known faculty of the human mind, with which reason has no
concern, to give him a considerable hold on my friendship. Nothing had, up to that time, occurred to
change those feelings; and it forms no part of my disposition or character to join in the course of conver-
sation either in eulogizing or censuring absent persons contrary to my own opinion or feelings.

But in the case under consideration, as well as in others, Ripley has taken care to charge me with
an offence of which he had been apprised that Wilson was known to be guilty. In speaking to me when
at this office in October, 1824, on the subject of his having been required to refund money which had
been improperly paid to him by Mr. Wailes as salary for a period during which he had been amusing
himself for several months on the route between New York and this place, Wilson indulged in very irrev-
crent language against the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner of the General Land Office.
He observed that the Commissioner having once decided against him, and in favor of Gabriel Winter, he
had persisted in his former incorrect determination, and had prevailed on the Secretary of the Treasury
to support him in it, after he (Wilson) had proven to the Commissioner that his former opinion and
decision had been wrong and unjust.—(See the instructions to Mr. Wailes, dated August 8 and 19, 1823,
and Febrnary, #1824, all which I had occasion to refer to as anthority for withholding the money.)

©Date not given in the copy from General Land Office.



948 ' PUBLIC LANDS. [No. 58.

Wilson on that occasion remarked that he contemplated resigning the office of principal deputy at
the end of the year, and entering into copartnership in the editing of a newspaper in New Orleans, when
he intended to expose the unjust conduct of the Secretary and Commissioner in causing his—as he called
them—‘just demands” to be withheld, at the same time intimating that if I was not very prompt in
settling his accounts, he should notice me also in his contemplated capacity of a newspaper editor. As
this was not the first time he had thrown out similar hints, I took off my spectacles, and laying them
down, informed him—uwith, I suppose, some appearance of sternness—that if he again repeated his threat,
he might go elsewhere to obtain a settlement of his accounts, as it was not incumbent on me to submit
to be dragooned into a duty, whether real or supposed. The creature recollecting some distorted account
given him of me, I presume by Rollins, and being, T believe, a great poltroon, he exhibited symptoms of
alarm, apprehending, no doubt, that I was going to chastise his insolence upon the spot. If this simple
occurrence, which has been here fairly stated, did not give rise to Ripley’s charges, numbered 9, 10, 11,
13, and 15, I am altogether unable to conjecture-what did.

The charge thus raised by Wilson against the Commissioner and Secretary of the Treasury,
founded upon the letters of the Commissioner to Mr. Wailes, referred to in a preceding page of this letter,
and afterwards exhibited as charge 11 against me, must be viewed as a most serious one, especially when
it is considered that they were decisions solemnly made under oaths of office. In wifhholding the money
(I believe it would be very difficult to compel a deputy surveyor to r¢fund money,) I only obeyed orders.
But who are so high, so great, or so good, as to be safe against the slanders of such men as Eleazer W.
Ripley and John Wilson?

This hopeful pair charge me with perjury and some other indictable offences. It might be a suffi-
cient answer to those charges to inquire if the authors of them were restrained by friendship from insti-
tuting criminal prosecutions against me when I was in New Orleans during most of the month of
Tebruary, 1825. But this charge being a serious one, I will observe that the district attorney at New
Orleans, when in possession of every fact relating to the case of Wilson’s withholding the public property,
drew up, at the foot of the petition upon which Wilson was held to bail, such an affidavit as he must
have thought I ought to take. He was acting on his oath of office; was said to be a religious man, and
could have no motive for misleading me into the error of taking a false oath. The case of thus holding an
individual to bail in order to wrest from him property not his own was not a singular one in Louisiana.
A case took place in a State court in New Orleans, in the winter of 181819, of the agent of a steamboat
(the Tamerlane) against the captain, who refused to be superseded by another. The captain being held
to bail, was actually committed to jail, and the property was afterwards sequestered. The consequence
was, a suit by the captain against Mr. Story, the plaintiff in the first suit, for damages. False imprison-
ment was perhaps charged, but the captain undertook to support that charge, I believe, upon the nature
of the compact between himself, as master and part owner, and the other owners of the steamboat, and
perhaps upon wages due, which gave him a right to keep possession. I heard the case ably argued.
Duncan and Hawkins for plaintiff, and Livingston and Morse for Story, defendant. The case involved so
many knotty points that the jury were kept out for some time, and left the court, after which I never
heard what was the verdict. Malicious or false swearing formed no part of the charge against Mr. Story,
who is as honorable a merchant, and, I believe, as much respected, as any other in New Orleans.—(Sce
my notes on the accompanying letters, numbered 22 and 42.)

Wilson and Ripley make charges against me for writing to deputy surveyors who were acting under
him, without letting the letters pass through his hands, and for forbidding Aim (Wilson) to write to the
Secretary of the Treasury and Commissioner of the General Land Office. Those charges, false as they
are, will be found, when compared together, to be also in the highest degree absurd. In the course of
Wilson’s boastings of correspondence with different members of the government, and of holding his
appointment from the government as principal deputy surveyor, independent of this office, I suggested to
him the idea that it must be extremely harassing to the heads of departments to be called upon by
deputy surveyors and chain-bearers for instructions in the course of their duty; and I appealed to him as
a “man of war,” or as a military man, for his opinion as to the propriety of the President of the United
States or the Secretary of War issuing their orders to the non-commissioned officers of the army. I was
in hopes to have checked, by this mode of turning his conduct into ridicule, an impropriety that must
have been extremely troublesome and offensive to the Secretary of the Treasury, and which, I supposed,
might bave been the cause in part of the hint I had received from the Commissioner, soon after I came
into office, to dismiss Wilson.

‘Whether T have written too much or too little, I am perfectly disgusted with writing, and shall con-
clude by referring you to a careful perusal of the enclosed correspondence, together with the notes on the
backs of the letters, and by a request that, if more be necessary to be suid on any point, I may be
advised of it.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your obedient servant, )
G. DAVIS.
GEeorcE Gramay, Esq., Commissioner of the General Land Office, Washington City.

P. 8—1I omitted in the foregoing letter to motice the assertion of my baving made my acquain-
tance with Fletcher in the calaboose or jail, where he was confined for some criminal offence, and where
it is understood that I was also confined. As Ripley, who, without doubt, drew up those charges, is a
practitioner in the courts in New Orleans, he must know that his statement respecting Fletcher’s being
confined on some criminal charge is utterly false. Ripley well knows, and therefore Wilson might and
does also know, that assertion to be utterly false. The lie was only invented to reflect upon my character
for making an acquaintance with a person while confined in jail under a criminal charge. I have no kind
of disposition to defend Fletcher’s character. His offence was, however, that of being in debt. Ona
short acquaintance he appeared to me, as a man of education and talents in distress, to be an object of
compassion. Buf mankind are not, nor am I, in the habit of making bosom friends and intimate associates
of all persons who are capable of exciting our compassion. Wilson, as I have said in my notes on the
accormpanying papers, had made application to me for more deputies, without mentioning Bringier.—(See
letter No.1.) I could prevail on no old hand to work under him; and believing Fletcher to be tolerably
well qualified, I was bound, by my official situation, to give him the appointment. It was a transaction
which resulted from a sense of duty, and from which all ideas or feelings of friendship were excluded.
The appointments of Fletcher and Grinage were made before Bringier was mentioned to me.—(See note
on No. 11, accompanying this.) .
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My own difficulties at the time of my first acquaintance with Fletcher resulted from a faithful and
determined execution of my duty to the government as an officer of the revenue, a faithful representation
of which would occupy several sheets of paper, and in which T should have to introduce myself as the
hero of my own story. It is sufficient, in my opinion, to say that at that time, and under the circum-
stances (o which I have alluded, of my becoming acquainted with Fletcher, (in the winter of 1818-19,)
I was an officer of the customs, in which capacity I continued up to the time of my appointment to this
office. I think that during the 1ime I was attached to the custom-house both the collector, naval officer,
and surveyor, suffered confinement merely for doing their duty.

It may not be amiss to observe that the laws of Louisiana make, perhaps, at the discretion of the
Jjudge, imprisonment a part of the punishment under conviction of offences of every description, however
trivial, such as assaults with or without battery, libels of the lowest grade, &c., &c., and that truth,
according to the English common law, is there, under the usual circumstances, a libel. G DAVIS

. DAVIS.

GexeraL Laxp OFrice, March 15, 1826.

Sir: T enclose a letter, together with the accompanying documents, received a few days ago from Mr.
Davis, in relation to the charges brought against him by his late principal deputy surveyor.

It appears from these papers that the suit instituted by Mr. Davis against Mr. Wilson at New
Orleans is still pending, as well as that brought by Wilson against him. I had been under the impression
that these suits had been dismissed, and have written to day to Mr. Davis to inquire the reason of keeping
on the docket that against Mr. Wilson. I enclose the letters of Mr. Davis relative to the dismissal of
Mr. Wilson, and the measures taken to recover the public documents from him.

With great respect, your obedient servant,
GEO. GRAHAM.

Hon. R. Rush.

The conduct of Mr. Wilson in relation to the delay in surveying the lands of General Lafayette was,
I think, satisfactorily explained by him.
" Nore.—This letter was in the possession of Mr. Wilson from the 10th of May until he was compelled
to surrender it and other papers to the committee on Friday morning, 23d of February.

On the 9th charge, Mr. Graham referred to the following letters and extracts:

Survevor's Orrice, Washinglon, 2iss., Junuary 3, 1824,

Sir: I enclose you an original letter, recently received from Mr. Wilson, dated the 22d ultimo, and
the copy of a letter from Mr. William S. Lyman, dated the 24th ultimo. The original of the first is sent
in consequence of the superscription on the back, which, I presume, does not deserve any comment.

I should not say anything of Mr. Lyman, but that I understand he is assailed, or is likely to be
assailed,,in a letter to you from Mr. Wilson; on which account I shall merely observe that, although I
have never in my life spoken to Mr. Lyman otherwise than by letter, I know, from information, that there
is not in Louisiana a man of fairer character than he. The character of dissipation imputed to him, as I
ant informed, by Mr. Wilson, is, I can assure you, without the shadow of foundation; and it can only be
intended by Mr. Wilson, as a turning of the tables upon Mr. Lyman.

As to the improper conduct imputed, as I understand, to Mr. Harper by Mr. Wilson, I can only say
that I Znow nofthing of it, and but little of Mr. Harper himself; but of this more, perhaps, hereafter.

Mr. Wilson appears, and you must have had occasion to perceive it heretofore, to bave been laboring
under misconceptions with regard to the laws by which his office was created, and some of the duties of
it imposed. He has thought proper to seize upon the act of April 28, 1806, pages 508 and 509 of Inger-
soll's Digest, which has no relation to the subject.

I enclose you a statement made by a deputy surveyor just now from Donaldsonville, who was present
when my letter to Mr. Wilson was presented to him by Mr. Lyman, which puts the infatuation of Mr.
Wilson as regards the withholding of the plats of surveys beyond question. Being much occupied in
examining Mr. Lawson’s accounts, I have but a moment to spare for writing.

I am, respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant,
G. DAVIS.

(GroreE Gramay, Esq., Commissioner General Land Office, Washington City.

P. S.—When about to pay Mr. Wilson the money due to himself and Mr. Lloyd, in October, I inquired
for the plats of surveys, and he showed and left with me a copy of your letter to him of October 12, 1823;
and, having no doubt of your orders having been complied with, I forgot to get his certificates to
that effect at that time, and have been unable to obtain them since. On this subject, I beg leave to
refer you to Mr. Turner’s statement. G D

DonavpsoxviLLe, December 24, 1824,

Dear Sir: On Saturday last I received your letter of the 14th instant, enclosing my commission as
principal deputy surveyor. I arrived at this place on Monday morning, and presented a letter to Mr.
Wilson, requiring him to deliver over to me all the books, papers, &c., &c., in his possession, as late
principal deputy surveyor. After reading it, and pouring forth a torrent of abuse, which he appears well
qualified to exhibit, but would not become me to repeai, he refused to comply with the instructions of
the letter, and said he must have time to consider whether he would deliver up the papers, &c. Yester-
day, on hearing that he was going to New Orleans, I went with a friend of mine, Mr. Dewey, as a witness
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of the demand which I made for the documents above alluded to, which he positively refused to deliver in
the presence of Mr. Dewey. Afterwards, I called for legal advice on C. D. White, esq., who informed me
that he knew of no process in the State court whereby I could enforce the delivery of the property
belonging to government, and that, if there was any statute in relation to the subject, it was vested in
the courts of the United States. I could do no more. In all my interviews with Mr. Wilson, my feelings
have been extremely wounded in listening to the most uncharitable, untrue, and insulting epithets heaped
on you and Mr. Harper; but, through the whole time, I have not said anything to produce a quarrel, or
authorize the treatment he extends to me.

Mr. Harper anticipated the result, and cautioned me to write you immediately, and that, no doubt,
you would come to Donaldsonville, which I most sincerely wish you would; for, as you mentioned that
my salary will only commence from the time I take possession of the office, and as I expended all my
funds in the outfit, it renders my situation extremely cmbarrassing as well as expensive. Mr. Wilson
will go to New Orleans to-morrow, and no one can tell when he will return.

I have executed, as far as in my power, the instructions you gave me. The bond was signed by Mr.
Harper and Mr. John Nicholson, and the sufficiency of the sureties certified by the United States district
attorney. The bond is now in my possession; and, believing you will come to this place, I do not forward
it at this time. On the morning of my departure from New Orleans, I called at your house, and Mrs.
Davis showed me that part of the letter which related to the account of Mr. Wilson. I was extremely sorry
to find your son unwell; Mrs. Davis said he had caught cold, which produced a fever, but, having taken
medicine, was in hopes he would soon recover.

The plats, together with the check to the order of Mr. Bonnet, I understood had been transmitted to
you by your son. As respects the triplicate receipts you called for of Mr. Wilson, he refuses to have any-
thing to do with them; and I hope, in consideration of all circumstances, you will come to Donaldsonville.

Mr, Turner left this a few hours since, in the steamboat Rambler, for St. Francisville, I believe.

I hope you will excuse this hastily written and unconnected epistle, as I have to write partly on a bed,
with a poor pen, and disturbed almost every minute.

With sentiments of great respect and esteem, I remain, sir, your sincere friend,
WM. S. LYMAN.

GeozreE Davis, Esq.

[I answered Mr. Lyman immediately, telling him that his salary should have commenced on the
23d of December, and making him a small remittance. An entire copy is given above, as preferable
to an extract.

G. DAVIS.]

Extract of a letter from G. Dovis to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated Washington,
Mississippt, January 21, 1825.

“Previously to writing my letter of the 12th instant, in which I intimated an intention of resigning,
I had received information from Mr. W. S. Liyman that at an interview between Mr. Wilson and himself at
the office of the district attorney in New Orleans Mr. Wilson had promised that, on his return to
Donaldsonville, where he expected to be on the 12th instant, he would give up the public documeénts, &c.,
of his late office of principal deputy surveyor, which, as heretofore communicated to you, he had at first
refused to do. Since then I have been informed, through another channel, that Mr. Wilson was still in New
Orleans on the day upon which he had promised to put his successor in possession of his late office.”

Extract of a letter from G. Davis {o the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated New Orleans,
February 5, 1825. :

“ Agreeably to the intimation contained in my letter of the 1st instant, Ileft my office at Washington
on the 2d, and arrived at Donaldsonville about 12 o’clock in the night of the 3d instant. Finding, in
the morning, that Mr. Wilson had not returned to that village, and that the public property of his late
office still remained locked up, I embarked on board the first steamboat that passed, and leaving
Donaldsonville about one o’clock yesterday, I arrived at my home here at four o’clock this morning.

“As soon as the public offices were open I addressed a note to Mr. Smith, the district attorney,
requesting his aid in obtaining possession of the public property withheld by Mr. Wilson.

“The adventures of this extraordinary man have been communicated to me up to about sunset this
afternoon, at which time, however, I may be grieved to write, or you to read, the account, he was seen,
in company with one of the marshal’s officers, hastening with a quick pace down Chartres street
towards ‘that bourne

Whence no’ honest man ¢returns:’
because, according to Mr. Wilson’s own system of ethics, a man becomes contaminated by being confined
within the walls of a jail, even though such a state of degradation should have been the consequence of
a faithful, a zealous, discharge of a public duty, as sometimes happens.

“1t had been at first intended to have commenced with the process of sequestration, in order to wrest
the public property from Mr. Wilson in that way; but after the arrival of the mail of to-day, it was
ascertained that Mr. W., who might have been apprised of my movements by letter from one of my late
clerks, was about to make his escape on board a steamboat bound up the river. Mr. Smith, who was
apprised before me of this circumstance, sent to me for Wilson’s bond, with which I had taken care to be
armed, and upon which a suit has been commenced holding him to bail. This, 1 hope, he will not be able
to obtain before the marshal shall be in possession of the appurtenances of the principal deputy surveyor’s
office. For, were Mr. W. to obtain his liberty, and get ahead of that officer, it might be reasonably
apprehended that a very bad account would be rendered of the records, maps, &c., belonging to the
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lgove}"nment. He was caught, I understand, on board a steamboat just as she was about to leave the
eree. '

“P. 8.—Since writing the above, I find, or have reason to believe, that the trouble and opposition I
have met with from Messrs. Wilson and Dinsmoor have been influenced in a considerable degree by an
individual whose turpitude, as a public officer, I found it my duty to expose some ten years ago; and who,
like Milton's devil, has been busily employed in attempts, having fallen himself, to pull me down to a
level with himself. His name and character may be found on the files of the Navy Department.” -

Extract of a letter from G. Davis lo the Convinissioner of the General Land Office.

“New Orueaxns, February 17, 1825.

“Since the date of my last of the 10th instant, a very singular turn has been given to the legal
proceedings between myself, on the part of the government, and Mr. John Wilson. He, with the assistance
of General Ripley as his counsel, has procured a release of his bail; but whether by an application to the
judge of the United States court, or by the mere act and on the responsibility of Mr. Smith, the district
attorney, I am unable to say.

“T had at first understood it fo be the opinion of the judge that an action upon the bond could not be
sustained, because the bond itself was urauthorized by law; but on speaking to Mr. Smith upon the
subject myself, he stated that ke had himself been doubtful on the subject. Being greatly disgusted with
the transaction, I have not yet pursued my inquiries far enough to ascertain whether the release has been
the extra-official act of the attorney himself, or the result of an application to the court; but I have reason
to believe the former to be the fact.

“The consequence has been that an action for false imprisonment and defamation has been instituted
against me in the name of Mr. Wilson; which is not the less vexatious for having, as I assure you, no
foundation in truth. No person could have been disposed to act more cautiously, or could have been
less influenced by personal feeling than myself in the course of this business. On my arrival here I
addressed, as heretofore stated to you, a note to the district attorney, a copy of which is herewith enclosed;
the bond, the existence of which had been sometime previously made known to him, was sent for by Mr.
Smith. The petition, the form in which all suits are commenced here, was prepared, and the affidavit
endorsed on it, and the papers sent in that state to my house, without any other communications having
taken place between us than what you will find in my letter to him. It was immediately discovered,
however, that there was an omission, amourting, I presume, to a fatal error in the drawing up of the
petition, which may perhaps have caused Mr. Smith to adopt the course he has taken. Over his measures
I cannot be expected to have any control. If an action upon the official bond of Mr. Wilson could not be
sustained, it ought not to have been commenced by Mr. Smith; I asked advice of him, but I certainly
offered no suggestion of my own.*

“Wilson, in order to lay the foundation for a double suit, sent his boarding-house keeper with an
account against the government for $125, as salary for the first quarter of the last year; which, not being
due, I refused to pay, but, for the satisfaction of the individual, I told him that, whenever Mr. Wilson
should deliver up the public property in his possession which he was now withholding, there would
probably be due from the government fifty or sixty dollars. I was soon informed that this individual was
a person of bad character, from whom danger, in any possible case, was to be apprehended. Accordingly
I was served the next day, the 11th instant, with the usual citation, copy of petition,” &e.

New Orieaxs, February 5, 1825.

Sir: Having been recently compelled, by an indispensable duty, to remove Mr. John Wilson from his
office of principal deputy surveyor of the southcastern district of Louisiana, it has been since represented
to me by Mr. William S. Lyman, who was appointed his successor, that Mr. Wilson positively refused to
deliver up the records and other public property appertaining to his late office; and, although it has been
now nearly ten months since the demand was made, yet the books, maps, and other public documents
appertaining to the office are still withheld, which has necessarily put an entire stop to the surveying
business in the district lately under his superintendence.

Knowing of no means by which a transfer of the property of the office can be obtained without an
appeal to the United States court, the object of this communication is to request that you will, in your
official capacity, move the court in behalf of the government for such order or process as shall be likely,
in the most speedy manner, to compel Mr. Wilson to surrender the documents, &ec., of his late office to his
SUCCESSOT.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant,
GEORGE DAVIS,
Surveyor of the Public Lands south of the State of Tennessee.
Jorxy W, Swurrs, Esq.,
United States District dttorney, New Orleans.

Survevor’s Orrice, Washington, Mississippt, December 14, 1824.

Sme: It has become my duty, rendered so by circumstances with which you are presumed to be
acquainted, to revoke your commission as principal deputy surveyor.

* When I became apprehensive that Wilson’s bail might, perhaps, be released, I sent a verbal request to Mr. Smith that the
release should not take place until the public property withheld by him should be given up; but my messenger not finding
him at his office, the release afterwards took place before the message was delivered, as I have been informed.
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You will be pleased, therefore, to deliver over to your successor, Mr. William S. Lyman, all the books,
papers, instructions, maps, and documents of every description appertaining to the office of principal
deputy surveyor for the southeastern district of Louisiana, taking duplicate receipts for the same, one of
which you will be pleased to forward to this office. You are requested, also, to deliver to Mr. Lyman the
check I gave you about the 15th of October last, drawn to the order of Mr. Auguste Bonnet, for one hun-
dred and forty dollars and eight cents, for which you have never furnished me with a voucher, unless you
shall have previously delivered it to any person authorized to receive it for me.

I am, &c.,
G. DAVIS.

Jorn WiLsow, Esq., Lafe Principal Deputy Surveyor, Donaldsonville, Louisiona.

TreAsURY DEPARTMENT, Register’s Office, February 19, 1827.

The above is a true copy of the original document on file in this office.
JOSEPH NOURSE, Register of Treasury United States.

Extract of a letter from George Davis fo the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated New Orleans,
February 22, 1825,

“T have heretofore said nothing more of Mr. Wilson than was found indispensably necessary in the
course of business. Your letter secems to render it necessary that I should prove to you (I thought I had
already proved to you) that he is unfit for any office, if either honesty or industry be a necessary qualifi-
cation for an office, and that therefore I should have been justifiable in removing him even if it had been
necessary to leave the office vacant. This I shall do in due time.”

Eztract of .a letter from George Davis to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated Washington,
. Blississippt, March 18, 1825,

“T enclose also, numbered 3 and 4, respectively, the copy of a letter which I addressed to Mr. Harper,
the register, while I was in New Orleans, and his original letter in reply, and I must ask of you the favor
of an attested copy or exemplification of your letter to Mr. Wilson of October 13, 1823, as it may be
reqnired of me to show to the satisfaction of a court and jury, not only that he was guilty of extortion
in his charges upon claimants whose lands he surveyed, or caused to be surveyed, while principal deputy
surveyor, but that he was equally unmindful both of your instructions and of mine, and that he had
adopted, in all its essential parts, the old Spanish regime of ‘fleccing the natives?”

Eztract of a letter from G. Davis to the Commissioner of the General Land Qffice, dated Washington, Mississippt.

“By letters received from Mr. Turner since the date of my last to you from New Orleans, of which I
intend to transmit copies as soon as leisure shall permit, it appears that an order which Mr. Wilson gave
to Mr. Smith, the district attorney at New Orleans, for the public property at his late office, was addressed
to a person who had never been in possession of them, while another person held them as a pledge for a
debt owed to the latter by Mr. Wilson; that a writ of sequestration, in the name of the United States,
was afterwards obtained, and that the marshal’s deputy, after executing the writ, keeps possession of the
public property until he shall make return of the writ in May next, instead of delivering them up to
Mz, Turner.”

Lxtract of a letter from George Davisto the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dofed Washington,
Mississippt, May 27, 1825.

“ Lest Mr. Wilson should attempt to have his accounts settled at the city of Washington, without a
reference to this office, I will avail myself of this occasion to inform you that I have ascertained that
some of the examining and recording accounts approved by Mr. Wailes, paid by myself, and rendered in
my account for the fourth quarter of the last year, were false, the recording not having been done. Ishall,
when more at leisure, transmit, for your information, extracts from the letters on the subject received not
long since from Mr. Turner, the present principal deputy surveyor of the southeastern district of Louisiana.”

Nzew Ozueaxns, July 16, 1826.

Sir: On receiving your letters of the 12th ultimo, it appeared to me very desirable that I should have
a personal interview with Mr. James P. Turner previous to his setting out for Mobile, and I had intended
to travel to his office, a distance of about a hundred miles from Washington by land, but was prevented
partly by the excessive heat of the weather, and partly by the accident of my carriage-horse becoming
lame at the very time I was about to set out. As Mr. Turner would, very probably, have to come to this
place to obtain a passage for Mobile, I notified bim of my desire to see him, and of my intention to be
here between the 15th and 20th instant; I arrived two or three days earlier than was at first expected,
and Mr. Turner is now hourly looked for.

Mr. John C. Turner, the principal deputy of the southeast district, came with me from Doraldsonville
to this place; has received his books, stationery, and a case of instruments, the cost of which amounted
to $60 75, and has left this on his return to his office to-day.
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"Since my arrival here I have learned that the suit commenced against me in the name of John Wilson,
in February, 1825, in consequence of his removal from office, was dismissed at the late term of the United
States court. This was foreseen; but had I neglected to employ counsel, judgment would have gone
against me by default; and as the damages were, without any oath, of course, laid, as well as I now
recollect, at $2,000, a fair pretext was thus afforded to the profession of the law to refuse taking it in hand
without a large fee, which was, no doubt, the only motive for instituting that fictitious suit.

I am, with due respect, sir, your obedient servant,
G. DAVIS, Surveyor, &e.

Georce Granay, Esq., Washington City.

GeNERAL Lanp OFrICE, dugust 16, 1826,

Sir: Your letter, dated at New Orleans, advising the dismissal of the suit brought against you by
Mr. Wilson, has been received, and it is presumed that the suit instituted by you against Wilson has also
been dismissed. Your previous letter, in reply to the charges made by Wilson, had been put in his hands,
and it was presumed that he would make a rejoinder. He has not, however, yet done so, but has made
frequent applications for the payment of a balance which he claims as due to him. He has been informed
that his account cannot be settled by the accounting officers until it has been submitted to you for
adjustment; this he has declined to do, though I think it probable some balance may be due to him.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
GEORGE GRAHAM.
Georee Davis, Esq., Surveyor General, Washington, dlississippt. ;
A true copy from the record.
J. M. MOORE, Chief Clerl.

-

On the tenth charge Mr. Graham referred to the testimony of Mr. Wood, and the following extracts
of letters of G. Davis, of October 24, 1824, and November 24, 1824, in reply to the charge of misrepre-
sentation as to the date of the dismissal of S. Dinsmoor; and in reply to the other branch of this charge
Mr. Graham referred to testimony of S. D. King, and to the following correspondence:

Lxiract of a letter from George Davis fo the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated Washinglon,
Mississippt, October 24, 1824.

“T find that I must visit St. Helena in the course of a few, say ten or twelve days, and shall, perhaps,
_visit General Morgan., Would his appointment be approved? I most respectfully ask.”

Lrtract of a letter from George Davis to the Commissioner of the General Land Office, dated Washington,
Mississippt, November 24, 1824,

“T have not been able to leave this office as intended at the date of my last visit to St. Helena.
General David B. Morgan has lately visited me. Please to authorize his appointment as successor to
Silas Dinsmoor, who, I am assured, intends to resign when ordered to comply with the law which directs
the location of his office in the district of St. Helena. General Morgan resides near Madisonville, in the
district of St. Helena, which, on many accounts, is an eligible position for the office. I state to you now,
and will demonstrate it hereafter if I have not already done it, that I cannot nor ought not to be held
responsible for the correctly conducting of the surveying business in his districts while he has the super-
intendence of it. He has no bond in this office that I can find, and I am therefore afraid to pay accounts
approved by him while  the plats and field notes are withheld from this office, let the cause for their
detention be what it may. Whatever remaining accounts he may have of hisown, I certainly shall not
pay them without a bond, or a special order from you. Why is not this fixed by law?”

GENeraL Laxp Orrick, December 20, 1824,

Sir: The act of March 3, 1819, requiring that the President of the United States should approve of
the appointment of the principal deputy surveyor authorized by that act, I enclose a letter from George
Davis, Esq., advising of the appointment of General Morgan to that office, and requesting the approval
of the President.

‘With great respect, your obedient servant, GEORGE GRAHAM.

Hon. WiLLiayx H. Crawrorp.

Survevor’s OFricE, Washingfon, Mississippi, November 22, 1824.

Siz: I enclose for your information the copy of a notice to land claimants and deputy surveyors
recently sent to New Orleans for publication. The necessity of the notice to land claimants, as well as
in part to deputy surveyors, has been produced by what I have understood to be a fact, that persons
holding or pretending to hold old appointments from this office have been in the practice of surveying
land, furnishing plats, and charging surveying expenses without any legal authority, and without any
intention of ever making returns of their work to the proper offices. The obstructions which such
practices must necessarily throw in the way of legally authorized surveyors when afterwards attempting
to survey the same lands must be self-evident.

The notice is intended to apply to principal deputy surveyors also, which is rendered necessary by
the insufficiency of some of their bonds on file in this office.

Your estimate for the year 1825, so repeatedly called for, has not been received.

Your most obedient servant, .

Stras Dinsyoor, Esq., Principal Deputy Surveyor, Mobile.
voL. Iv——120 ¢

G. DAVIS.
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P. 8.—Your bond, in which Mr. Stone only is joined with you, is deemed insufficient. His township
maps are all returned from the General Land Office, and will have to be sent, at Mr. Stone’s expense, to
your office by express. In the meanwhile, if you have the length of the township and sectional lines
marked upon them, respectively, from the field notes, and the want of coincidence between his township
and scctional parts on the line of demarcation with those of the work north of that line, if such should
exist, time will be saved on the return of the maps to your office. G. D.

Notice to land claimants in the Siate of Louisiana, and lo deputy surveyors.

Land claimants are hereby notified, and respectfully requested, not to pay deputy surveyors for any
surveys made after the present date, unless a certificate that the survey upon which fees may be demanded
has been returned to the proper office and approved shall be produced; which certificate must be signed
cither by the principal deputy surveyor in whose district the land may be situated, or by the undersigned. To
the certificate should also be added a receipt, signed by the deputy who may have made the survey, for
the amount of fees pdid to him. )

Deputy surveyors holding commissions or appointments from former incumbents of this office are also
respectfully notified that their said commissions or appointments will cease and determine January 1,
1825. Such of them as may desire reappointmentis will please fo apply for them at this office, provided
with the necessary recommendations and securities. This last measure has been rendered necessary by a
variety of causes, and among others by the circumstance of there having been no regular register hereto-
fore kept in the office by which the number and names of deputy surveyors holding appointments from it
can now be known. G. DAVIS, Surveyor, &c.

Survevor’s Orrice, Washington, Mississippt, November 20, 1824.

Extract of a letler addressed by George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, to the register and
receiver of the land office at St. Heleno, Court-house, Louisiana, dated August 13, 1823.

“Y enclose a copy of a letter addressed by Mr. Gallatin to Mr. Briggs relative to surveying the
private claims in Mississippi. This relates principally to the mode of sectioning the claims as connected
with the township; and 1 will thank you to furnish the principal deputy surveyor with a copy of it, and
also submit this Jetter to him for perusal.”

A correct copy from the record. J. M. MOORE, Chief Clerk.

Lxtract of a letler from George Graham, Commissioner of the General Land Office, to L. Wailes, surveyor
general, Washington, Mississippi, dated August 19, 1825.

“Having received from the register and receiver at St. Helena several applications relative to the
execution of the act of March 3, 1819, and that supplemental thereto dated May 8, 1822, for adjusting
the land claims in the district east of New Orleans, and finding that no general instructions had been
given from this office relative to the construction of these acts, or as to the manner of locating and sur-
veying the claims confirmed by them, I have written to these officers fully on the subject; and as it is
particularly to be wished that the manner of surveying all the private claims should be uniform throughout
your district, I have forwarded you a copy of my letter to those officers, in order that yon may give such
instructions to the principal deputy surveyors within your district as you may, from a full view of the
subject, deem proper and necessary to obtain that uniformity.

“Igive you no positive instructions on the subject, because I presume that the surveying has generally
been executed in conformity to the principles stated in my letter, and, in cases of difference, an attempt
to correct them may possibly defeat the object we have in view, to wit: an accurate and correct location
of the claims and survey of the country, and despatch and economy in the execution.”

A correct copy from the record. J. M. MOORE, Chief Clerk.

GENeraL Laxp Orric, September 17, 1824.

Sir: Your letter of the 21st ultimo bas been received. On August 18, 1823, I addressed a letter to
the register and receiver at St. Helena, explanatory of the several acts for the adjustment of the claims
to lands in the district east of the island of New Orleans, a copy of which was sent to the land officers at
Jackson Court-house, with a request that they would submit it to you for your information; but it would
appear from your letter that it has not been seen by you, and I now enclose an extract of that part
relating to the manner in which the surveys ought to be made, by which you will perceive that when the
bounds of any private claim corresponding with sectional or divisional lines, it was not intended to give it
any other than regular sectional number, but it must be colored on your maps as a private claim.

By the 5th section of the act of May 8, 1822, it was made the duty of the register and receiver to
decide between the parties in all conflicting and interfering claims to lots in the town of Mobile, and it
is a duty that must be performed by them before a patent will be issued for any lot the boundaries of
which are disputed.

With great respect, &ec.,
GEO. GRAHAM.

Sias Dinsyoor, Esq., P. D. S., Mobile, Ala.

Note by Mr. Graham.

. It was the duty of the surveyor general, Mr. Wailes, to have furnished Mr. Dinsmoor with the instruc-
tions, but as it was expected that his duties would call him to the office of the register and receiver, they
were requested to communicate {o him my letter of August 18, 1823.

Suvrvevor’s Orrice, Washinglon, Miss., February 1, 1825.

Smr: T enclose herewith a list of all the maps in this office of townships of land in the districts east
of the island of New Orleans. The field notes of these, as well as maps and field notes of all the other
townships and sectional surveying done in those districts, remained in the possession of Mr. Dinsmoor, the
late principal deputy surveyor, who refuses to deliver them.
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A deputy surveyor, Mr. Stephen Roberts, lately here from the district of St. Helena for a renewal of
his commission, left with me the field notes of all the private claims, amounting to 37, in four townships,
namely, townships 1, 2, 3, and 4, in range 8 east, in that district; and if I were in possession of the maps
and field notes of the township and sectional lines, I should be able immediately to have the private claims
in them returned in a proper state for being patented. Even if I were in possession of the township maps,
nothing could be done with them without the field nofes, as the distances on the township and sectional
lines are usually left blank by Mr. Dinsmoor. Whether or not the withholding of those distances from
the maps bas been a part of the systematic plan of independence in which Mr. Dinsmoor has so stu-
diously contrived to keep his office, it would be useless for me to inquire. I think it a great misfortune,
however, to the interest of the surveying business, that the construction with which you have furnished
me in your letter of the 26th ultimo*® had not been earlier adopted; as it is, I perceive no remedy within
my reach.

y Since commencing this letter, I am informed by a friend in Natchez that he has, in consequence of a
request made some days since, engaged me a passage on board a steamboat for Donaldsonville, which
leaves Natchez to-morrow morning, and which puts me in a hurry. I shall therefore enclose herewith
the vouchers for money paid within the past month, to be referred to in the account at the end of the
quarter, viz:

Charles M. Lawson’s account, voucher No. 1. ... oiitiniiiiiniriiiiinrenrnacccenacanes $1,065 59
Charles M. Lawson’s account, voucher No. 2. ... iiiiiiiiiiiienan.. 1,439 17
E. 8. Ludlow’s account, voucher No.3........ e te et cteiaaetasenetostananteasoannas 247 15
Joln B. Peyton’s account, voucher No. 4...voiieeeii ittt iiiiiaans © 560 03
Making inall. ... iiiiriniiiiii e i iiieinenes Ceevserecaeesconasacean 3,313 14
If to this be added fifty dollars, put into the hands of Mr. Harper, to pay for the smveying
of General Lafayette’s land. ... cooi ittt ittt it ieeeenaneeaananenn 50 00
Also forty dollars sometime since advanced to Deputy Surveyor Reid, for which the proper
voucher has not yet been received. ... ... ... il 40 00
And fifty dollars advanced as a salary to William S. Lyman, principal deputy surveyor of
the southeast district of Louisiana. ... ...oveuuiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiereareenananenn 50 00
The aggregate becomes. ... ..ootii ittt iiiis i 3,453 14
Add to this my salary account for the last quarter...........c.ooiiiiiiiiiiiiiil, 909 94
4,363 08
And if from the balance remaining at my control, as exhibited in my general account, on
the Blst December. ... ot i it ittt et ceaeeianerraeraeaaaannn 25,629 33
The foregoing amount be deducted. .....oiveinriiiiniiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiiieenenn e 4,363 08
There will remain. ..o e ittt i it iiaaniaane 21,266 25
There is bona fide deposited in the bank at Natchez........................ $17,087 97
And at the United States Bank at New Orleans.....cooveeuieeve e onn.. 4,298 18

21,386 75

At the date of your letter of the 20th December you reasonably supposed T had got through with
the paying off demands against the government, and I have but a moment to say why your expectations
have not been realized.

Doxey’s demand of two thousand dollars has not been called for. He resides in the State of Alabama,
and has been requested, through a friend of his, to call and settle his account; but he has not yet arrived.

I have paid Lawson all for which he has rendered an account. He is supposed to have still due
twelve or thirteen hundred dollars; but when here, in the beginning of January, being in a hurry to attend
the State legislature, then in session, and of which he is a member, he could not have waited for the
examination of the whole of his work, even if there had been no objections to the complete liquidation of
his whole demand. But, considering money in hand the best bond, I should have withheld a part, even
had there been no other obstacle in the way, on account of omissions in his work and the very bad state
of his field notes. Perhaps I ought not to have paid him any part until those omissions and defects had
been removed. If you will take townships 2, 3, and 4, in ranges 1, both east and west of the basis meri-
dian, in the Choctaw district, and place them beside each other, you will perceive that those of the western
range are deficient of the traverse of Pearl river in those townships; and if you will compare this omis-
sion with the last item in voucher No. 2, now transmitted, the cause of detention will be explained.

The cause of a temporary suspension of payment in the southwest district of Louisiana will be
explained in my next letter, to be written at the first place at which I shall make a sufficient stay in my
intended excursion to Louisiana.

I am, very respectfully, sir, your most obedient servant,
G. DAVIS.

Georce Gramay, Esq., Commissioner General Lond Office, Washington City.

Nore—This note shows the propriety of suspending all proceedings in relation to the township plats
returned by Mr. Dinsmoor, and the payment of the accounts of the deputy surveyors employed by him,
until the field notes could be obtained.

Maps of townships of land in the districts east of the island of New Orleans, west of the basis
meridian, and cast of Pearl river, viz:
Townships 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, T, and 8, range 5, single.

Townships 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 7, and §, range 6, single.
Townships 1, 2, 3, 7, and 8, range 7, single,
Townships 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, range 8, single.
Townships 1, 2, 3, and 4, range 13, single.

@ Of the law creating that office.
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Townships 1, 2, 8, and 4, range 14, single. . .

Townships 1, 2, and 3, range 15, single.

Townships 1, 2, 8, and 4, range 16, single.

Townships 3 and 4, range 17, single.

Maps of townships of land in the districts east of the island of New Orleans, east of the basis
meridian, and west of Pearl river, viz:

Townships 1,1 2,1 and 3,1 range 1, duplicates.

Townships 1, 2, 3,1 and 4, range 2, duplicates.

Townships 1, 3, and 4, range 3, duplicates.

Townships 5 and 6, range 5, duplicates.

Townships 5 and 6, range 6, duplicates.

Townships 5 and 6, range 7, duplicates.

Township 6, range 8, duplicates.

. The foregoing are all the township maps in the surveyor’s office at Washington of lands in the
districts east of the island of New Orleans.
G. DAVIS.

Survevor’s Orrice, Washington, Mississz}opi, February 1, 1825,

GENERAL Lanp OrFic, January 16, 1826.

Sir: Your letter of November 23, covering a duplicate of your letter to Mr. J. B, Peyton, has been
received. Presuming that Mr. Peyton has been furnished with the original, and that he will reply to it,
time will be given for that purpose.

Yours of the 5th, 6th, and 14th of December have also been received, and Mr. Wailes’ letter of
October 13, 1824, is returned.

I enclose a copy of a letter received from Mr. Doxey relative to his accounts. The reason assigned
is, no doubt, not the real one for the delay in paying the account. I have advised him that a copy of his
letter has been sent to you, and that the account will be paid, without there are good reasons for with-
holding payment.

The enclosed letter from Mr. Gurley, in relation to Mr. Gilmore’s account, has been submitted to the
President, together with your letter of the 19th of September, and the extract from Mr. Morgan’s letter
to you of June 10, 1825; and hé has directed me to say to you that payment should not be withheld on an
account presented by a deputy for surveying executed and approved by you, because there may be ground
to suspect that surveying previously executed by such deputy, approved and paid for by you or your
predecessor, was erroncously executed. “He therefore directs the account of Mr. Gilmore to be paid, without
deduction, for surveying previously, and supposed to be erroneously executed, unless you have such official
information as will enable you to designate the particular errors that have been committed; in which case
Mr. Gilmore will be called upon to correct them within a limited time, and if he fails to do so, you will
then be at liberty to detain such sum as will cover the reasonable expenses of correcting the specified
errors.

By “official information,” I mean the township plat and field notes of Mr. Gilmore, or those of other
authorized deputies, who have by surveying the same or adjacent lands ascertained the special error of
Mr. Gilmore.

This decision of the President has reference altogether to general principles, and not to any of the
particular facts in controversy between yourself and Mr. Gilmore; should it ultimately appear that Mr.
Gilmore has been paid for surveying grossly erroneous, you will stand completely justified.

The case of Mr. Dinsmoor, jr., is different from that of Mr. Gilmore: he demands payment for surveying
returned to, and approved by, a former principal deputy; you require the field notes to be produced, and
object to the certificate on which such accounts are paid by you, on account of the omission of date. If
you have good reason to believe that the surveying for which payment is required to be made has been
erroneously executed, it is your duty to require the production of the field notes, and examine the work
previous to payment. But if, in this instance, you have no reason {o believe that the surveying charged
for in the account presented by Mr. Dinsmoor has been erroneously executed, then the omission of the date
to the certificate of the principal deputy surveyor, or the suspicion of errors in surveying previously
executed by Mr. Dinsmoor, and for which he has been paid, ought not to be considered as sufficient reasons
for withholding the payment.

An extract of your letter, assigning the reasons for the non-payment of Mr. Washington’s account,
has been forwarded to him.
I am, &c.,

GEO. GRAHAM.

Georce Davis, Bsq., Surveyor Generol, Washington, Mississippi.

Nore—This letter accounts for the non-payment by Mr. Davis of the accounts of those deputy surveyors
who executed work under the directions of Mr. Silas Dinsmoor, sr., the field notes of which work he
retained in his possession.

Ezxiract of o letter from George Grahom to George Davis, surveyor, &e., dated General Land Office, April 4,1826 -

“With respect to the payment of the account of Mr. Silas Dinsmoor, it was not expected, after the
expression of your opinions in relation to the execution of the surveys in the district south of the 31st
degree of latitude, that you would have paid them until you were furnished with and had examined the
field notes, or were otherwise entirely satisfied as to the correctness of the work charged for. Whenever

1 The four marked thus § are the ones mentioned by mistake, in my letter to the General Land Office of October 27, as
being east instead of west of Pearl river.
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that is the case, you will pay the account without reference to the State line, it not having as yet been
connected with the township plats south of the 81st degree of latitude.”

On the 11th charge, Mr. Graham referred to Mr. Dinsmoor’s deposition.
On the 12th charge, Mr. Graham laid before the committee the following letters:

GeNeraL Laxp Orrice, August 10, 1826.

Sir: Your note of the 9th instant, together with the papers accompanying it, including an account
current against the United States for surveying, are this moment received. All surveying accounts are
scttled by the First Auditor of the Treasury, and there is no power in this office either to approve or reject
the accounts.

No surveyors, except the surveyors general and those vested in their particular districts with the
powers of the surveyors general, being authorized to transmit their accounts through this office to the
First Auditor, your accounts ought to have been presented, as heretofore, for adjustment and payment
to the surveyor of the lands south of the State of Tennessee, within whose surveying district the services
were performed.

Your account current, and the papers accompanying it, are therefore returned, that you may take that
regular course with them which the regulations of the treasury prescribe.

If you desire it, the accounts can be transmitted for adjustment through this office to the surveyor of
the lands south of the State of Tennessee.

If there be any special reasons why your accounts should take a course of settlement different from
that prescribed by the rules of the treasury for the settlement of the accounts of all other principal deputy
surveyors, and the course heretofore pursued in relation to the settlement of your own accounts, applica-
tion should be made to the Secretary of the Treasury, who will give such directions in your case as the
circumstances incident to it may require.

It is proper to state, that this office having been informed by the surveyor of the lands south of the
State of Tennessee that you had refused to transfer to the gentleman appointed by him to supersede you
in office of principal deputy surveyor the books, papers, and records belonging to that office, instructions
h}a]we been given to him to take such legal measures as may be deemed proper to compel you to deliver
them up.

I am, &c.,
GEO. GRAHAM.

Siwas Dinssoor, Esq., now in Washington City.

GExERAL Lanp Orrick, January 30, 1827,

Sir: In reply to your letters of the 26th and 29th instant relative to the adjustment of our accounts,
I must refer you to my communication heretofore made to you on that subject.

You intimate that the government having obtained possession of the papers and records heretofore
withbeld by you, the principal cause for not adjusting your accounts at the treasury is removed. The
withholding of those papers was a good cause for the refusal to adjust your accounts at all, but the fact
of the government having obtained possession of them is no reason why your accounts should be adjusted
in a manner different from that prescribed by the rules and regulations of the tteasury, and different from
that in which you have hitherto been accustomed to settle them; that is, by the surveyor of the districtin
which you were one of the principal deputies, he being the only person who has the means within his
power of checking your accounts, so far as they relate to charges for examining and recording surveys.
So far as you may have a claim for salary, the First Auditor may be able to check your account, and may,
therefore, under the direction of the Comptroller, settle it out of the usual routine for adjusting those
accounts.

You allege the want of confidence in the present surveyor as the reason why your accounts should
not be acted upon by him, and submit certain papers to justify the allegation. The allegations are general,
and if they are deemed sufficient to withdraw from the settlement of the surveyor your accounts, they are
equally applicable to the settlement of all other accounts by him, and the question, therefore, is one for
the consideration of the President, and not for that of the accounting officer.

Yours, respectfully,
GEO. GRAHAM.

P. 8.—The papers submitted by you are herewith returned.

Siuas Dinswoor, Esq., now af Washington.

19tr CoNeRrEss.] No. 584. [20 Sessiox.

APPLICATION OF INDIANA TO BE ALLOWED TO SELL THE LANDS IN THAT STATE
RESERVED FOR SCHOOLS.

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE FEBRUARY 27, 1827.

A JOINT RESOLUTION on the subject of school lands in the State of Indiana.

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Indiane, That our semators in Congress be instructed,
and our representatives requested, to use their best exertions to procure the passage of an act of Congress
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extending to the legislature of the State of Indiana the same right and authority, under similar restrictions,
to conyey, in fee simple, all or any part of the lands heretofore reserved and appropriated by Congress for
the use of schools within this State, as has been given to the legislature of the State of Ohio by an act of
Congress entitled “An act to authorize the legislature of the State of Ohio to sell the lands heretofore
appropriated for the use of schools in that State,” approved February 1, 1826.
Resolved, That his excellency the governor be requested to transmit to each of our senators and
representatives in Congress a copy of the foregoing resolution as soon as practicable.
H. H. MOORE, Speaker of the House of Representatives.
JOHN H. THOMPSON, President of the Senate.

19t ConerEss.] No. 585. [2p Sgessiow.

SETTLERS ON THE CHOCTAW LANDS IN ARKANSAS.
COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FEBRUARY 27, 1827.

Mr. Scort, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the memorial of the legislature of
the Territory of Arkansas, praying that some measures might be adopted to relieve the settlers, and
remunerate them for the improvements which they had made on the lands ceded to the Choctaw
nation of Indians, (see No. 528,) reported:

That by a treaty with the Quapaw nation of Indians, August 24, 1818, the United States acquired
title to a large and valuable tract of country in the Territory of Arkansas, upon which settlements had
been made, and on which extensive and valuable improvements were made after the date of the treaty.
It appears to have been the views of the government to have intended to retain a portion of the country
acquired by the treaty aforesaid exempt from settlements, to be given in exchange for the lands belonging
to Indian tribes east of the Mississippi river. As early as December 15, 1818, an order issued from the
‘War Department, by direction of the President, to General Jackson, then commanding the division of the
south, requiring him to prevent the extension of the settlements in Arkansas west of a line connecting
the sources of the Kiamichi, emptying into Red river, and the Poteau, emptying into the Arkansas river.
On January 5, 1819, General Jackson issued his orders to the commanding officer at Fort Smith, directing
him to carry the views of the government into effect, which, by the papers herewith, appears to have
been done. In the year 1819 the lands, by order of the government, were surveyed nearly to the line
connecting the sources of the Kiamichi and Poteau, and the people continued to extend their settlements
and improvements on these lands, believing that when they were brought into market they could become
the purchasers from the government of the improvements they were making. It is stated that about two
thousand souls reside on those lands, and form a part of two counties. The committee would remark
that before Arkansas was erected into a separate territorial government the people now spoken of were
within the civil jurisdiction, and the process of the courts and the laws extended to them. In 1820, on
the 18th of October, a treaty was made with the Choctaw Indians, by which all that tract of country west
of a line beginning on the Arkansas river, opposite a point where the lower Cherokee boundary strikes
the same, and running to Red river, three miles below Little river, was ceded to the Choctaw Indians.
This treaty contained no stipulation for the removal of the white people within or settled on the land
ceded, although a large portion of the white people of Arkansas was thus transferred to the Indians.
Great discontents, however, prevailed, and after repeated remonstrances, and rencwed assurances that
effective measures should be taken to secure the people settled on this land, a treaty was ultimately
concluded with the Choctaws January 20, 1825, by which their title to the lands acquired by the treaty
of October 18, 1820, was extinguished as far west as a line drawn from just below Fort Smith due south
to Red river. This treaty, however, only provided a partial remedy for the evil and injury of which the
people complained; and it is to have some farther remedy applied that the memorial now under considera-
tion was draughted and forwarded by the legislature of the Territory of Arkansas.

This memorial emphatically prays that some provisions may be made, either in lands or money, for
the relief of those of their fellow-citizens who have settled on and improved lands lying west of a line
from below Fort Smith, on the Arkansas river, to Red river, and east of a line connecting the sources of
the Kiamichi and Poteau; and allege, as a reason why they apply and think the government bound to
comply, that permission, or at least a constructive permission, was given to make those settlements and
improvements by the order from the President and War Department, December 15, 1818, and the order
from the commanding general of the south, January 5,1819. The Committee on Public Lands have seen,
with regret, that this wandering and migrating spirit of the people leads them into constant violations of the
Jaw of the land in relation to the settlement on the public lands. The law in regard to settlement on the
public lands is positive and imperative, and makes it the duty of the President to remove all intruders.
The committee cannot, therefore, think that, had the orders from the President, through the War Department,
of December 15, 1818, been positive in granting permission to settle on those lands, such order would
have superseded the established and fixed law on the subject, or secured to the settlers any claims on the
government for indemnity for improvements made. It is not, however, contended that the order of
December 15, 1818, was positive in giving permission to settle, but that it implied permission to settle on
all that tract of country east of a line connecting the sources of the Kiamichi and the Poteau, because it
only positively forbid settlements to be made west of that line, and for those who had settled west to be
removed east. This implied permission is, then, weaker than the case above stated by the committee,
and, in their opinion, gave no right to'make the settlement, nor created any claim on the government for
remuneration in the event of the ultimate loss of their labor and improvements. It is this wandering
and migrating disposition of the people that has been the foundation and given rise to all the doctrine of
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the rights of pre-emption. At an earlier stage of the government, when it was an object to have the
country explored; when the surveying was not completed; when the settlements were unconnected;
and the toil, hardships, and dangers of new and distant settlements were infinitely more than at present,
there may have been some reason for the special privileges and protection given to settlers; but the
committee think that time past. The great abundance of good lands surveyed and prepared for market
within the best settlements, at reduced prices, in small tracts, the committee believe, puts it in the power
of any man to acquire a home; and that it is full time for Congress to make a decided and unbending
stand against all further special privileges or pre-emptions within the several States and Territories.

The committee cannot conclude this report without remarking, in justice to the people here alluded
to, that they do not rank them with those lawless intruders on the public-lands who resort to it for the mere
purpose of destroying the timber, or digging up the bowels of the earth for minerals, and go off with the booty.
The people in question were, doubtless, like many others who are far removed from the seat of government,
many of them, ignorant of its laws, and apt to believe that whatever a superior officer of the government
says or does is certainly right, and within the scope of his powers. These people may have inferred the
right to settle from the orders of December 15, 1818, and the orders of January 5, 1819. They appear to
have settled bona fide to secure homes, and the committee sincerely regret that they cannot recommend
any relief to these unfortunate people without violating the fixed principles in regard to the public lands,
establishing a dangerous precedent, awarding a premium for the violation of the law, and holding out
assurances that for similar transgressions future rewards will be given; although there was no absolute
obligation on the government to provide for or notice the actual condition of the settlers on those lands
when the treaty of October 18, 1820, was concluded. It is not the less remarkable that, in that treaty,
the Indians made professions to secure the improvements, or an equivalent to those of their tribe residing
on the lands in the State of Mississippi, ceded by them to the United States, while the commissioners on the
part of the United States entirely overlooked the situation of the white people on the lands ceded to the
Indians. The commissioners could not plead ignorance in this matter, because one of them, General
Jackson, who made the treaty, was the identical person to whum the order of December 15, 1818, had
been directed by the War Department, and who, based on this order, issued his of January 5, 1819, to the
commander at Fort Smith, This may, however, be one of the reasons why these people should not now
be provided for; because, it is to be presumed, if the government had acknowledged any rights or claims
to indemnity, it would have, in all probability, been noticed in that treaty. The committee would be glad
to see those people, for whom relief is prayed in the memorial, placed in some situation where they might
hereafter realize their wishes, and secure, by purchase from the government, their homes and improve-
ments.  This, however, cannot be dene without extinguishing the title of the Choetaw Indians which
they acquired by the treaty of October 18, 1820. To do this belongs to the treaty-making power, and is
not a subject for the committee to pass on. They, however, think it a subject worthy the consideration
of the government, and submit the following resolution:

Resolved, That the Committee on the Public Lands be discharged from the further consideration of .
the subject, and that it be referred to the Secretary of War.

Upon the request of Mr. Conway, delegate in Congress from the Territory of Arkansas, I make the
following statement:

In the month of June, in the year one thousand eight hundred and nineteen, being in command of the
United States troops stationed at Fort Smith, on the Arkansas river, I received an order from the com-
manding officer of the southern division, (General Jackson,) commanding me to remove all the settlers
who should be found west of a line drawn from the sources of the Kiamichi to the Poteau, the former a
stream emptying into Red river, the latter into the Arkansas river, and to compel all such settlers to
return to the east side of said line. Upon the receipt of the order I sat out with some half a dozen
soldiers on horseback, a corporal’s guard, and proceeded to the tract of country on which the intruders
had settled. [ found about two hundred families, in the whole, on the west side of the line designated;
some of them had crops growing; others none. I read the orders which I had received to the heads of
the different families, requiring those who had no crops growing to obey it immediately, and to those who
had time was allowed till October. The order was universally obeyed, and some of those to whom I had
given leave to remain till their crop was gathered were driven in before that time by Captain Combs,
commanding at Natchitoches, who had received a similar order, and executed it in the district of country
next to Red river, in some instances burning the houses and destroying the crops. Afterwards Mr. Downs
and Mr. Woodward, being authorized by government to run certain lines in Arkansas, fixed upon a line
from the mouth of the Canadian Fork, southwardly to the head of Jack’s Fork, of Kiamichi, and down it
to its mouth. This line was further west than the one designated in the order which I had received and
execnted; and immediately after many of those who had removed under the order of myself and Captain
Combs reoccupied the ground from thich they had been removed. Information of this having reached the
government of the United States, an order was sent fo Colonel Arbuckle, commanding at Fort Smith, in
the fall of the last year, commanding him to drive back all such intruders to the east side of the line from
the sources of the Kiamichi and Poteau. This was accordingly done; and the people then, twice removed
back, settled in the counties of Miller and Crawford, and I should suppose that about two thousand souls
wexée cut off from the territory by the line fixed for the western boundary of Arkansas at the last session
of Congress.

Given under my hand, at Washington city, March 25, 1824.

. W. BRADFORD.

DEepartyMENT OF WaR, December 19, 1826,

Sir: In reply to your letter of the 13th instant, respecting the removal of certain settlers on the
public lands in Arkansas Territory, I transmit herewith a report of the clerk in charge of the Indian
business of this department, with documents marked A and B, which gives the information required.

I have the honor to be your obedient servant,

JAMES BARBOUR.
Hon. TroMas WaiprLE, House of Representalives.
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Departvent oF 'War, Office of Indion Affairs, December 19, 1826.

Sik: In compliance with your directions, accompanied by a letter from the honorable Thomas Whipple,
of the 18 instant, requesting that you will transmit, as soon as may be, the order from the Department of
War for the removal of certain settlers on the public lands in the Arkansas Territory, of December 15,
1818, and also the report made on the same subject in the year 1821 by Colonel Henry D. Downs, who
was commissioner to run the boundary line established by the Choctaw treaty of October 18, 1820, I have
the honor to enclose herewith copies of said order and report, marked A and B.

I have the honor to be your most obedient servant,
THO. L. McKENNEY.

Hon. Jaxes Barsour, Secretary of War.

A.

DepsrmENT oF WAR, December 15, 1818,

Siz: Under the late treaty with the Quapaws and Osages very extensive tracts of land have been
acquired, a considerable portion of which is not intended to be brought immediately into market, and which
may hereafter become the means of exchange for lands on this side of the Mississippi, above the mouth
of the Kiamichi, and on the Arkansas above the mouth of the Potean, and to the west of the main branch
of the Kiamichi and Poteaun, and a line drawn between their sources.

The President has directed me to issue orders to prevent, for the present, the extension of the settle-
ments on Red river. Those persons settled to the west of the line specified, or at points higher up the
Red river and the Arkansas than those mentioned, will be removed.

You will give the necessary orders to carry the views of the President into effect. It will be advisable
to take the necessary measures at an early period, so as to give to such families as may be removed an
opportunity to make arrangements for planting the next spring.

I have, &ec.,
. J. C. CALHOUN.
Major General Anvrew Jacksox, Nashville, Tennessee. .

B.

‘WarrentoN, Mississippi, December 24, 1821.

Sir: In obedience to your instruction to me, I have run, according to the treaty, the eastern line of
the land ceded by the United States to the Choctaw nation west of the Mississippi; beginning at the
mouth of Little river, running thence down Red river to a point three miles below the mouth of Little
river; running thence north twenty-nine degrees and fifteen minutes east, one hundred and fifteen miles
ten chains and fifty links, to a post on the south bank of the Arkansas river, where the lower boundary
line of the Cherokees strikes the same; running thence with the course of the Arkansas river to the
mouth of the Canadian Fork; a plat of which survey is herewith enclosed, and a map subjoined thereto
of the country west of the eastern boundary which is settled by the whites, designating the position of
the seftlements; which map, and the field notes accompanying the same, you will please consider as a
part of this report, to which I refer you for a more particular description of the line, and for some other
information not herein detailed. The connexions of surveys marked in the map were surveys made prior
to the Choctaw treaty. The settlements on the Arkansas are immediately on the river, extending from
the eastern boundary nearly as far west as the mouth of the Canadian Fork. The settlements on Red
river also extend from the eastern boundary westerly as far as the Kiamichi, and are more widely spread
than they are on the Arkansas. A direct line from the mouth of the Poteau to the mouth of the Kiamichi
would not relieve the white settlers, as was expected. Therefore, the line that I have considered best to
suggest to you for that purpose will be a direct line from the junction of the Canadian with the Arkansas
to the mouth of Jack’s Fork of the Kiamichi; thence down Kiamichi river to Red river. This contemplated
line would include about three hundred and seventyfive families, averaging about seven persons to a
family, and about six millions five hundred thousand acres of land, which would be, from the best informa-
tion I have been able to obtain, only a very small part of the Choctaw cession.

I have the honor to be, &c.,
HENRY D. DOWNS, Commaissioner, dc.
Hon. J. O. Carrouw, Secretary of War.
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APPLICATION OF OHIO AND ALABAMA FOR FURTHER RELIEF TO THE PURCHASERS OF
PUBLIC LANDS, AND IN RELATION TO LANDS FOR A UNIVERSITY AND SCHOOLS.

COMMUNICATED TO THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES FEBRUARY 28, 1827,

To the honorable the Senate and, House of Representotives in Congress assembled :

The undersigned inhabitants of the State of Alabama, beg leave to represent: That their situation, in
respect to the public land debt. * * * [For this memorial see No. 533.]

MEMORIAL to the Congress of the United States, asking permission for the trustees of the University of Alabama to select
other lands in lieu of those herein described.

Memorial to the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Stales of America in Congress assembled :

The memorial of the senate and house of representatives of the State of Alabama, in general agsembly
convened, respectfully represents: That section twelve, containing 688.80 acres, the northeast quarter
of section seventeen, containing 159.11 acres, the northeast gquarter of section twenty-eight, containing
158,81 acres, and the east part of the northeast quarter of section thirty-four, containing 106.12 acres,
in township four, range eleven west, in the Huntsville land district, patented to the frustees of the
University of Alabama, July 16, 1824, have been subsequently sold by the United States to individuals
who are now in peaceable possession thereof, and have made considerable and valuable improvements
thereon. g

In order that the guiet possession of innocent and bona fide purchasers should not be disturbed, and
believing that a selection of other lands couid be made as equally beneficial, your memorialists respectfully
submit to your honorable bodies the propriety of passing a law granting permission to the said trustees of
the University of the State of Alabama to make a selection of other lands in lieu thereof, giving said
trustees the power of selecting any lands which have been forfeited, reverted, or relinquished to the
United States, at any of the land offices in this State, in lieu of the above-described lands.

Resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Alabama in general assembly convened,
That our senators in Congress be instructed, and our representatives requested, to use their efforts to
obtain the passage of a law in conformity with the foregoing memorial,

Be it further resolved, That his excellency the go’vernorabe requested to transmit to owr senators and
representatives in Congress one copy of the foregoing memorial and resolutions.

SAMUEL W. OLIVER, Speaker of the House of Represeninlives.
NICHOLAS DAVIS, President of the Senate.

Approved January 12, 1827. JOHN MURPHY.

SECRETARY of State’s Orrice, Tuscaloosa, Jonuary 16, 18217,

I do certify the foregoing report and resolutions to be a correct copy of the original on file in this
office.

JAMES I. THORNTON.

To the Senate and House uf Represenlatives of the Uniled States in Uongress assembled s

The memorial of the legislature of the State of Ohio respectfully represents: That by the act of Con-
gress passed on the 13th day of April, A. D. 1802, making certain appropriations to the people of the
territory northwest of the river Ohio, preparatory to the formation of a State government therein, it was
proposed that section No. 16 in every township, and where such section had been sold or disposed of|
other lands equivalent thereto, and most contiguous to the same, should be granted to the inhabitants of
such tosvnship for the use of schools; which said propositions were, by an ordinance of the convention of
said Territory, passed November 29, 1802, (after adding certain conditions by way of modification,)
acceded to; by which said modification, in addition to the proposition securing section No. 16, as aforesaid,
it was proposed that a donation, equal to one thirty-sixth part of the amount of land in the United States
military tract, should be made for the support of schools within that district; that a like provision should
be made for the Virginia reservation, so far as the unlocated lands in that tract wonld supply the propor-
tion aforesaid; and, also, that a donation of the same kind, or such other provision as Congress might
deem expedient, should be made to the inhabitants of the Western Reserve; and that all the lands which
might thereafter be purchased of Indian tribes by the United States, lying within the State of Ohio, the
one thirty-sixth part thereof should be given, as aforesaid, for the support of public schools; which said
propositions of the convention aforesaid were accepted and agreed to on the part of the general govern-
ment, as appears from an act of Congress passed March 3, A. D. 1803, granting, agreeably to the proposi-
tions aforesaid, to the United States and Virginia military tracts their just proportion of school lands;
and granting, also, to the said Western Reserve 56,000 acres of land, being equal in amount to one thirty-
sixth part of all that section of said Western Reserve to which the Indian title had at that time been
extinguished. From these circumstances, and the acts above alluded to, your memorialists infer that it
was the intention of Congress, and the just expectation of the inhabitants of said territory, that corre-
sponding donations should be made for the balance of said Western Reserve as soon as the Indian title
thereto might be extinguished; which, in a treaty concluded between the United States and sundry Indian
tribes, at Fort Industry, July 4, A. D. 1805, was fully accomplished; and the Indian title to all the residue
of said Western Reserve, being all that portion thereof lying west of the Cuyahoga river, containing about

VOL. IV- 121 ¢




962 PUBLIC LANDS. [No. 583.

1,540,000 acres, was thereby extinguished; an equivalent, equal to the one thirty-sixth part thereof,
amounts, according to the estimates aforesaid, to 44,000 acres, to which your memorialists, agreeably to
the acts, ordinance, and propositions aforesaid, conceive themselves justly entitled; and your memorialists
doubt not but Congress, on a fair investigation of the subject, will concur with them in opinion as to the
justice of their claim, and cheerfully adopt such measures as will render the inhabitants of said Western
Reserve equal participators with other sections of their State in the benevolent liberalities of Congress.
The legislature of the State of Ohio being now engaged in making provision by law for the sale
of all their school lands, and investing the avails thereof in productive funds, deem it highly important
that the entire interest of each section of said State should be fully and clearly defined; your memorialists,
therefore, respectfully invite the attention of Congress to this important subject, and earnestly request
that provision be made for granting to the State of Ohio, for the use of schools in said Western Reserve,
their just proportion of school lands not heretofore appropriated, amounting, as your memorialists have
previously shown, to 44,000 acres. And your memorialists would further suggest to the consideration of
your honorable bodies, inasmuch as the appropriation has been long delayed, the propriety of permitting
said lands to be located in sections, out of any lands belonging to the United States in the State of Ohio
not otherwise disposed of, by such agents as the governor of said State, for the time being, may appoint.
Resolved, That the foregoing memorial be submitted to Congress, and that the governor be requested
to transmit to the President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Representatives of Congress
cp&aies thereof, with a request that the same be laid before the Houses over which they respectively pre-
side,
EDWARD KING, Speaker of the House of Representatives.
A, SHEPHERD, Speaker of the Senate.
Jaxuary 24, 1827,
: SecreTARY oF Stare’s Orrict, Columbus, Ohio, January 26, 1821,

I certify the foregoing to be a correct copy of the original roll remaining on file in this office.
JER. M'LENE, Secretary of State.

Execunive Deesrisent, Columbus, Ohio, February 1, 1621,

Sir: The accompanying memorial and resolution of the legislature of this State are communicated,
with a request that you will be pleased to submit them to the body over which you preside.

With great respect, your obedient servant,
. ALLEN TRIMBLE,

Execurrve Deparmment, Ohio, Columbus, February 1, 1821,

Sir: The following resolutions are communicated in obedience to the request of the legislature of

this State.
With great respect, your obedient servant, ALLEN TRIMBLE.

Resolved by the general assembly of the State of Ohio, That our senators and representatives in Con-
gress be requested to use their exertions to procure the extension of the relief laws of the United States,
s0 as to embrace purchasers of public lands who have forfeited their payments on the same, and to enable
said purchasers, or their assignees, to invest the several sums so forfeited in any new purchase of public
lands.

Resolved, That the governor be requested o transmit a copy of the foregoing résolution to the Speaker
of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States, and to each of our
senators and representatives in Congress.

EDWARD KING, Speaker of the House of Representaiives.
A. SHEPHERD, Speaker of the Senate.

JaNvary 29, 18217,

SecrEraRY oF Stare’s Orrice, Columbus, Ohio, January 29, 1821,

I certify the foregoing to be a correct copy of the original roll remaining on file in this office.
JER. MLENE, Secretary of Slate,

19t CoNGRESS.] : No. 5817, [2p Sesston.

APPLICATION OF LOUISIANA FOR A GRANT OF LAND TO THE DISBANDED OFFICERS OF
THE LATE ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES OF THE WAR OF 1812-15,

COMMUNICATED TO THE SENATE MaRCH 3, 1827,

Be it resolved by the senate and house of representatives of the State of Louisiana in general assembly
convened, That our senators and representatives in the Congress of the United States be instructed and
requested to use their best and most energetic endeavors to have passed into a law a bill making provision,
in lgnds, for the disbanded officers of the late army of the United States, according to their respective
grades.

And be it further resolved, That the governor of the State of Louisiana be requested to transmit to
each of the said senators and representatives a copy of the above resolution.

OCT. LA BRANCHE, Speaker of the House of Representalives.
A. BEAUVALIS, President of the Senate.

Approved January 18, 1827,
H. JOHNSON, Governor of the Siate of Louisiana.





