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limit the purpose to' which the fund was to be applied, - ‘As
stated in the Governer’s message, none of the deeds of cession
contain a stipulation or coudmom of this kind, non obstente
the reference to the legislative cnssﬂon of New York.

A passage from Judge Story is quoted by the committee to
show that the public lands, after the discharge of the natienal
debt, may be applied to the ‘‘cause of cducauon and internal
improvements.” The extract concludes with these words: *‘the
constitutional ‘objection to the appropriation of the other re-
‘venues of the General Government to such objects has not been'
supposed to apply to an appropriation of the proceeds of the
public lands.’" A careless reader! might infer from this ex-
tract, that Judge Story was of opinion that Congress had the
power to distribute the proceeds of: the public lands among the
States, to be applied by the State Legislature to purposes of
internal improvement and eds camon ‘but there iy no such
opinion in_his whole book.

In the passage quoted, he is treating of the powers of Con-
gress; and in other parts of his comnientaries lre expresses the
opinion that Congress: has the powm to qpp}y tbe ordm(try re-
venue to these purposes. |

In this very passage he uonendcrs the proceeds of the lands
as the revenue of the General Government; and if the commit-
tee had given the whole pamﬂ"raph, lus opxmons mlght have
”becn more clearly understood. ,

In the conclusion of that paragraph he states that the ces-
sions of that territory were expressly made for the common
benefit of the United States, and therefore constitute a fund
which may properly b2 devoted ta any objects which are fof
the common benefit of the Union. '

So far as Judge Story’s 0[)!!\10!15} are entltled to weight, this‘
last seritence takes away the ground assumed by the friends of
distribution, that after the discharge of the public debt, this
fund belonged-to the States, for he ex‘pressly states that, after
the payment of the debt, it may be properly devoted to any ob-
jects which are for the common benefit of the Union. Judge
Story does not make % difference himself' between ‘the revenue
from the public Iands and from other sources; because ie consi-
ders them all applicable to what he considers constitutional
objects; but he refers to the opinions of others, when he re-
marks that the constitutional objection to the appropriation of
the other revenues of the Government,has not been supposed to
apply to the proceeds of the public lands.



