Here are the offices that can issue a land patent if provided with the legal descrip​tion of your property.

NEVADA:

Federal Building, Room 3008 300 Booth Street

P.O. Box 12000 
Reno, Nevada 89520 Phone: 702-784-5311

NEW MEXICO (OKLAHOMA): 


Joseph M. Montoya Federal Building South Federal Place

P.O. Box 1449

Santa Fe, New Mexico 87501 

Phone: 505-988-6316 


OREGON (WASHINGTON): 


825 N.E. Multnomah Street 
P.O. Box 2965

Portland, Oregon 97208
Phone: 503-231-6273 


UTAH:
University Club Building 

136 East South Temple 

Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 
Phone: 801-524-4227


WYOMING (NEBRASKA): 2515 Warren Avenue

P.O. Box 1828

Cheyenne, Wyoming 82003 

Phone: 307-772-2334 


ALL OTHER STATES: 


Eastern States Office

350 South Pickett Street Alexandria, Virginia 22304 Phone: 703-235-2875

ALASKA:

Anchorage Federal Office Building 
701 "C" Street, 
Box 13 

Anchorage, Alaksa 99513

Phone: 907-271-5555 
ARIZONA:

2400 Valley Bank Center 
Phoenix, Arizona 85073 

Phone: 602-261-3900, Ext. 3831 

CALIFORNIA:

Federal Office Building Room E-2841

2800 Cottage Way Sacramento, California 95825 Phone: 916-484-4724 

COLORADO (KANSAS): 1037 20th Street

Denver, Colorado  80202 


Phone: 303-837-4481 

IDAHO:

Federal Building 550 West Fort Street 


P.O. Box 042 Boise, Idaho 83724 Phone: 208-334-1170

MONTANA (NORTH DAKOTA, SOUTH DAKOTA): 


Granite Tower

222 North 32nd Street P.O. Box 30157 Billings, Montana 59107 


Phone: 406-657-6461

Forms needed to make use of the Common Law lien are presented on the following pages. These can be reproduced from this book with most standard copy machines.
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APPENDIX 2

THIS ADDENDUM IS OFFERED as a guideline to let people know how the land patent can be used to protect their property rights.

Basically there are two court actions, quiet title and ejectment, where the land pat​ent can be used to protect your property rights.

The quiet title action is used where two different parties claim some type of title to the same property. And the party bringing the suit (the plaintiff) to quiet title is still in possession of the property. The situation for a quiet title action arises where the property owner in possession is claiming title and the right to the property by their land patents and the other party, probably a creditor, is claiming a title (usually a sheriffs deed or judicial deed) by a foreclosure on a mortgage or deed of trust.

The ejectment action is basically the opposite of the quiet title action in that the party having the land patent is out of possession and the other party is in possession. The party with the land patent is seeking rightful repossession of the property. The situation for an ejectment action arises where the property owner, even though he has his land patents filed, has been moved off usually by a Writ of Assistance or an Unlawful Detainer issued by the Judge in a foreclosure suit.

These forms were adapted from federal form books and meet the requirements of Rule 8(a) of the Federal Code of Civil Procedure which states as follows:

l. a short and plain statement of the grounds upon which the court's jurisdiction depends,

2, a short and plain statement of the claim showing that the pleader is entitled to relief,

3. a demand for judgment for the relief to which he deems himself entitled.

If you bring the suit in Federal Court it will be necessary to allege jurisdiction, it is not necessary to allege jurisdiction in state court.

JURISDICTION FOR FEDERAL COURT Title 28 §1331 (Federal Question)

The district court shall have original jurisdiction of all civil actions arising under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States.

Article 4, Section 3, Clause 2 of the United States Constitution.

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and Regulations respecting the Territory or other property belonging to the United States. The various Act of Congress which is cited on the land patent such as the "Act of Congress of 24 April 1820." You may also cite the treaty and Act of Congress from the United States Statute At Large, if you know what the cites are for them.

KEY CASES RELATIVE TO QUIET TITLE AND EJECTMENT

In an action to quiet title, except in case fraud, it is unnecessary for plaintiff to do more than allege his own title and that the defendant claims adversely to plaintiff, and the nature of adverse claim, and the source and manner from and in which it originated are immaterial. [Marshall v. Desert Properties Co., C.C.A. 9th, 1939, 103 F2d. 551, cert, denied 60 S. Ct. 74, 308 U.S. 563, 84 L. Ed. 473.]

Congress had the sole power to declare the dignity and effect of title emanating
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from the United States and the whole legislation of the Government in reference to the public lands declare the patent to be the superior and conclusive evidence of the legal title. Until it issues, the fee is in the Government, which by the patent passes to the grantee, and he is entitled to enforce possession in ejectment. [Bagnell v. Broderick, 13 U.S. 436.]

The plaintiff in ejectment must in all cases prove a legal title to the premises in himself, at the time of the demise laid in the declaration, and evidence of an equitable title will not be sufficient for a recovery. The practice of allowing ejectments to main​tained in State courts upon equitable titles cannot affect the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States. [Fenn v. Holme, 21 Howard 481.]

In the federal courts the rule that ejectment cannot be maintained on a mere equitable title is strictly enforced, so that ejectment cannot be maintained on a mere entry made with a register and receiver, but only on the patent, since the certificates of the officers of the land department vest in the locator only an equitable title. [Carter v. Ruddy 166 U.S. 493, 41 L. Ed. 1090.]

The rule prevails in the federal courts even when the statute of the state in which the suit is brought provides that a receipt from the local land office is sufficient proof of title to support the action. [Langdon v. Sherwood. 124 U.S. 74, 31 L. Ed. 344.)

A patent certificate, or patent, issued, or confirmation made to an original grantee or his legal representatives, embraces representatives of the grantee or assignee by contract, as well as by law. [Hogan v. Page, 69 U.S. 605, 17 L. Ed. 854.]

A certificate of the government land office does not convey the legal title to the land to the holder of the certificate but only evidences an equitable title and until the pa​tent is issued the legal title remains in the United States. [City of Chicago v. Hitt, 344 Ill. 619.]
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ABRIDGEMENT OF THE DEBATES OF CONGRESS

The Public Lands, March 1820

This abridgement of Senate debates on "An Act making further pro​visions for the sale of public lands" appears in the above headlined document, pages 454-458- It illustrates how Congress viewed the ac​tivities of "merciless speculators. " The debates speak for themselves.

Monday, March 6. The Public Lands.

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera​tion of the bill making further provision for the sale of public lands, together with the amendments proposed thereto by Mr. WALKER, of Alabama, as follows:

And be it further enacted, That purchasers of public lands, which have been sold prior to the - day of - neat, shall be permitted to forfeit and surrender the same before the day of final payment, by delivering their certificates to the register, and endorsing thereon their consent that the land therein described shall be re-sold: whereupon, the said certificates shall be considered as cancelled; and the land shall be deemed and taken to have reverted to the United States, and shall be disposed of, in all respects, like other reverted or forfeited lands, according to the provisions of the fourth section of this act; but, if such lands should be sold for more than one dollar and - cents per acre, the excess shall be paid over to the former certificate-holder: Provided, That such excess shall not be greater than the amount previously paid on such certificate.

Mr. WALKER submitted a number of arguments in support of his amendment, and entered into particular statements of the amount of sales, the prices given in Alabama and elsewhere, for public lands, the great amount of debt due, and becoming due, &c., to show the proprie​ty of affording the relief which his amendment contemplated; but, as the Senate was this morning thin, and the subject before it of great im​portance, he hoped its consideration might for the present be post​paned.

Mr. WILSON, though uniformly friendly to the principle of the bill, was willing to defer its consideration until the Senate should be full, and moved to postpone it till to-morrow.

Mr. THOMAS proposed a postponement to Wednesday next.
Mr. OTIS was opposed to so distant a postponement, as he feared it might endanger the bill, which had already been postponed through all the moods and tenses. It had been lost in the other House, at the last session, after passing this, for want of time. Should it be again defeated from the same cause, it was to be feared that they might bid adieu to all hope of the measure. Mr. O. made a remark or two on the subject of the amendment, to show that, however equitable the relief, it was doubtful whether the measure would be proper before the debt for which the sales were pledged had been paid off.

Mr. WALKER replied, to obviate the objection of Mr. OTIS; and the postponement was supported by Mt. NOBLE and opposed by Mr. RUGGLES.

The motion to postpone to Wednesday was lost, and the motion for to-morrow prevailed-18 to 14; but a reconsideration of the vote was subsequently moved and agreed to, and the motion to postpone being then negatived, the Senate resumed the consideration of the bill and amendment.

Mr. KING, of Alabama had no hope, from the indications which he saw, that the amendment would be adopted; but, if the change propos​ed by the bill should take place, he had no doubt the Legislature would see the necessity of some such relief as the amendment offered. He would now merely call for the yeas and nays on the question.

The amendment was supported by Messrs. EDWARDS and KING of Alabama, and was opposed by Messrs. TRIMBLE, LANMAN and KING of New York, not because opposed to affording the relief con​templated, but from an unwillingness to connect it with the present bill, &c.

The question being taken on the amendment, it was decided by yeas and nays, as follows:

YEAS-Messrs. Edwards, Johnson of Kentucky, King of Alabama, Logan, Noble, Smith, Thomas, and Walker of Alabama-8.
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NAYS-Messrs. Brown, Burrill, Dana, Dickerson, Eaton, Elliot, Gaillard, Hunter, Johnson of Louisiana, King of New York, Lanman, Leake, Lowrie, Macon, Mellen, Morrill, Otis, Palmer, Parrott, Pleasants, Ruggles, Sanfotd, Stokes, Taylor, Trimble, Van Dyke, Williams of Mississippi, Williams of Tennessee, and Wilson-29.

Mr. EDWARDS said, although he was decidedly opposed to the change in the mode of disposing of the public lands which is provided for by the bill now under consideration, from the strongest convictions, that, while it is calculated to operate with peculiar hardship upon those who have not the good fortune to have the present command on money, and to retard the settlement and check the prosperity of the State which he has the honor, in part, to represent, it was also ineapedient, on the part of the Government itself, to place its own interest so much in the power of moneyed capitalists, who, owing to the present temporary scarcity of money, can, by combinations for that purpose, with the ut​most facility, put down competition at the public sales, and engross as much of the best lands as they please, upon the lowest terms or minimum price; yet, if the bill must pass, and I see (said Mr. E.) no prospect of opposing it with success, in this House, I do most sincerely hope it will be with such modifications as will produce the least in​dividual hardships and the most general satisfaction; for, whatever may have been the zeal which I have hitherto opposed the measure, I can assure gentlemen that it has been no part of my object to excite discontents elsewhere, and that there is no man living who has been more uniformly disposed to discountenance local jealousies, and to cherish a spirit of concord and harmony throughout every part of our common country than I myself have been.

My judgment may have deceived me; my personal interest, however, I well know, cannot have misled me; for that would have been pro​moted by the contemplated change, which cannot fail to be beneficial to all those who have heretofore purchased lands which they wish to dispose of, or who may have money to purchase, with that view; and hence it is, probably, that we have seen letters from large landholders in the West to members of this body, exhibited as disinterested testimony in favor,of the proposed change, and passing from seat to seat, for the purpose of convincing our minds, not only of its propriety, but of the absolute necessity for its speedy adoption.

Mr. E. contended, that the present system of disposing of the public lands had been successfully tested by the experience of many years; that Ohio and Indiana, in particular, had flourished under its operation, and, without any injury to the Union, had increased their population and prosperity with unparalleled rapidity. But, said he, like all other human institutions, it seems that the system had not the necessary perfection to suit it to all times and circumstances; and it is alleged, as a reason demanding the proposed change, that excessive purchases were made, during a period of universal delusion, which equally operated upon everything else, and which no one believes is likely to recur, for a long time to come at least. But, said he, can it be a dictate of wisdom to predicate a general system upon a particular and extraor​dinary case, which is gone by, and in all probability will never again oc​cur? Can it be wise to select that moment for abolishing all credit upon the sale of public lands when money is scarcer than it has ever heretofore been, and thereby to retard the settlement of those lands, at the very time when the state of things which produced the supposed evils of the credit system is rapidly disappearing, which is now most cer​tainly the case, as far as I am informed on the subject? Can it be just to withhold from our fellow-citizens, who have not heretofore purchased any public lands, the opportunity of doing so upon the same terms that have been allowed to others? Can it be right, merely because others have heretofore purchased injudiciously, during a period of general delusion, to refuse credit to those who may hereafter wish to purchase discreetly, lest they should be tempted to injure themselves, in like manner, when no such delusion exists?

But, said he, it is not my purpose to discuss, at large, the merits of the proposed change. I will, at present, content myself with an effort, merely, to shield the present settlers upon public lands from merciless speculators, whose cupidity and avarice would unquestionably be tempted by the improvements which those settlers have made with the sweat of their brows, and to which they have been encouraged by the conduct of the Government itself; for, though they might be considered as embraced by the letter of the law which provides against intrusions

on public lands, yet, that their case has not been considered by the Government as within the mischiefs intended to be prevented is manifest, not only from the forbearance to enforce the law, but from the positive rewards which others, in their situation, have received, by the several laws which have heretofore granted to them the same right of pre-emption which I now wish extended to the present settlers.

The settlements which have been made by this description of our population, so far from injuring in any way the interest of the Govern​ment, have in all cases with which I have been acquainted, (and few have had an opportunity of knowing more upon the subject than myself,) actually benefited it, by enhancing the value of the adjoining lands, and increasing the facilities of settling them.

Those settlements have been made with the expectation of acquiring the lands including them, under the existing law. The number and value of such improvements are much greater than they would have been had not certain lands been kept out of market much longer than was reasonably anticipated. None of those settlers have supposed that they would would have to pay down more than one-fourth of the pur​chase money upon the tracts which they wish to buy; few of them will be able to pay more; the most of them have already opened farms, from which they could reasonably calculate upon paying the future in​stallments as they would become due. And it does appear to me that it would be both cruel and impolite to disappoint such expectations, by placing those people, so completely as the proposed change would do, in the power of moneyed speculators. To guard against which, and to prevent those serious discontents, if not commotions, which otherwise must take place. I offer the amendment which I now hold in my hand, and which, so far from being calculated to defeat the bill, cannot, if adopted, fail to contribute greatly to its success, by removing some of the most serious and important objections to its passage.

The amendment is as follows:

"Be it enacted, &c.. That even, person, or the legal representatives of every person, who has actually inhabited and cultivated, and who now resides upon any tract of land lying in any district established for the sale of public lands, whicn tract is not rightfully claimed by any other person, such person, so residing as aforesaid, or his legal represen​tative, shall be entitled to a preference in becoming the purchaser from the United States of such tract of land, at private sale, upon the same terms and conditions, in even respect, as have heretofore been provid​ed, by law, for the sale of other lands sold at private sale: Provided, That no more than one quarter section of land shall be sold to any one individual in virtue of this act, and the same shall be bounded by the sectional and divisional lines run, or to be run, according to law: Pro​vided, also, That no lands resened from sale by former acts, or lands which have been directed to be sold in town lots, shall be sold under this act."

"Be it further enacted. That every person claiming a preference in becoming the purchaser of a tract of land in virtue of this act, shall make known his claim by delivering a notice, in writing, to the register of the land office for the district in which the land may lie, wherein he shall particularly designate the quarter section he claims; which notice the register shall file in his office, on receiving twenty-five cents from the person delivering the same. And, in every case where it shall appear to the satisfaction of the register and receiver of public moneys of the land offices, that any person, who has delivered his notice of claim, is entitled, according to the provisions of this act, to a preference in becoming the purchaser of a quarter section of land, such person so en​titled shall have a right to enter the said quarter section, or half thereof, with the register of the land office, on producing his receipt from the receiver of public moneys for at least one-twentieth part of the purchase money, as in case of other lands sold at private sale: Provided, That all lands to be sold under this act, which shall not have been previously ex​posed to public sale, shall be entered with the register at least two weeks before the time which may be appointed for the commencement of the public sale thereof. And every person, having a right of preference in becoming the purchaser of a tract of land, who shall fail so to make his entry with the register within the time prescribed, his right shall be forfeited, and the land, by him claimed, shall be offered at public sale with the other public lands in the district to which it belongs."

Mr. KING, of New York, observed that, if the change of system were favorable to speculators, he should be found in the negative. But, so far from this being the fact, he considered the change as highly favorable to the poor man, and he argued at some length, that it was calculated to plant in the new country a population of independent, unembarrass​ed freeholders, that by offering the lands in eighty-acre lots, it would place it in the power of almost every man to purchase a freehold, the price of which could be cleared in three years; that it would cut up speculation and monopoly; that the money paid for the lands would be carried from the State or country from which the purchaser should remove; that it would prevent the accumulation of an alarming debt, which experience proved never would and never could be paid.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, was decidedly opposed to the bill, because he conceived it would be injurious to the interests of Louisiana, and of the nation at large. He argued that the present system had been in existence twenty years; that the people were satisfied with it; that the country had thriven and prospered under it; that the change would operate oppressively on a large class of actual settlers in Louisiana and elsewhere, who ought to be secured by some provisions, &c.

Mr. RUGGLES had no objection to the amendment; but he spoke to show that, if the change took place at all, it ought to be total; that he should oppose the change unless the price was reduced, and the land offered in half-quartet sections, &c.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, despaired of defeating the bill here, but expressed his hopes that it would meet its fate in the other House. Mr. J. supported the amendment and argued at some length against the bill. He contended that no system which the Government had ever adopted had been productive of so much benefit to the nation as that under which the public lands had heretofore been disposed of, &c.

Mr. TRIMBLE replied to certain remarks of Mr. EDWARDS and Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, in reference to the operation of the land system in Ohio, and also in support of the proposed change.

Mr. NOBLE next rose, and entered into a very particular examina​tion of the system, from its commencement, twenty-five years ago, up to the present time, to show the impolicy of the contemplated change, and the propriety of the amendment. He replied at large to Mr. KING and others, to show that it would be easy for speculators and monopolists to combine and destroy competition at the public sale, to purchase up the best lands, and afterwards to extort from the poor an exorbitant price, to bring their purchases into competition with the Government lands, &c.

Mr. KING, of New York, replied, and Mr. NOBLE rejoined; after which​

The question was taken on Mr. EDWARDS' amendment, and negatived as follows:

YEAS-Messrs. Brown, Edwards, Johnson of Kentucky, Johnson of Louisiana, Logan, Noble, Smith and Thomas-8.

NAYS-Messrs. Burrill, Dans, Dickerson, Eaton, Elliot, Gaillard, Hunter, King of Alabama, King of New York, Lanman, Leake, Lowrie, Macon, Miller, Morrill, Otis, Palmet, Parrott, Pleasants, Rug​gles, Sandford, Taylor, Trimble, Van Dyke, Walker of Alabama, Williams of Mississippi, Williams of Tennessee, and Wilson-28.

Mr. NOBLE then moved to amend the bill by striking out all that part thereof which provides that the sales shall be made for cash; and leaving that part of the bill which directs the lands to be offered for sale in half-quarter sections.

This motion was negatived, by yeas and nays, 28 to 8, the members present voting precisely as on the preceding question.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, offered to amend the bill by inserting a clause, providing substantially that such lands as should not bring the minimum price, should, after remaining unsold a certain number of years, be offered at a less price, and, after the lapse of further time, at a still less price, &c.; which motion he offered on the ground that there was in Louisiana, and elsewhere, a great deal of land which would never bring the minimum price, and that it ought, in due time, to be of​fered at such a price as would induce its purchase and settlement.

The motion was opposed by Messrs. MELLEN and LANMAN, for the reason chiefly that it would be premature legislation; and that, even if the provision were now necessary, it would be better to bring it for​ward in a distinct bill, &c. Mr. LEAKE concurred in the expediency of
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the provision, but not connected with the present bill. The motion was negatived by a large majority.

The Senate then proceeded to fill the blanks. The first being that left for fixing the period when the new system shall go into operation​Mr. WILLIAMS, of Mississippi, (chairman of the Land Committee), moved to fill the blank with the first of July next.

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved to fill it with the first of July, 1821. This motion was negatived; and the blank was then filled, as moved by Mr. WILLIAMS.

Mr. WILLIAMS next moved to fill the blank left for fixing the minimum price of lands, with the sum of one dollar and twenty-five cents; which sum had been agreed on by the Land Committee, as, under existing circumstances, the most fair and reasonable.

Mr. EATON moved to fill the blank with one dollar and fifty cents. Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, would prefer fixing the price at one dollar only.

Mr. KING, of New York, was opposed to $1.50, and in favor of $1.25; and, after some remarks from each of the gentlemen in support of their different opinions​

The blank was filled with one dollar and twenty-five cents, by a large majority.

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third time as amended.

The bill further suspending the sale or forfeiture of lands, for non​payment, was also taken up, and ordered to be engrossed for a third reading.

Mr. THOMAS gave notice that he should on Thursday week, ask

leave to introduce a bill for giving the right of pre-emption to actual set​tlers on the public lands.

THURSDAY, March 9.

Public Lands.

The bill making further provision for the sale of public lands was read a third time; and, on the question, "Shall this bill pass?" it was determined in the affirmative-yeas 31, nays 7, as follows:

YEAS-Messrs. Burrill, Dana, Dickerson, Eaton, Elliot, Gaillard, Hunter, King of Alabama, King of New York, Lanman, Leake, Lowrie, Macon, Mellen, Morrill, Otis, Palmer, Parrott, Pleasants, Roberts, Ruggles, Sanford, Stokes, Taylor, Tichenor, Trimble, Van Dyke, Walker of Alabama, Williams of Mississippi, Williams of Ten​nessee, and Wilson.

NAYS-Messrs. Brown, Edwards, Johnson of Kentucky, Johnson of Louisiana, Logan, Noble, and Smith.

So it was resolved that this bill pass, and that the title thereof be, "An act making further provision for the sale of public lands."

The bill further to suspend, for a limited time, the sale or forfeiture of lands, for failure in completing the payment thereon, was read a third time, and passed.

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera​tion of the bill for the relief of John Harding, Giles Harding, John Shute, and John Nicholls, and the blank having been filled with "900," it was reported to the House, and, being concurred in the Senate ad​journed.

PROVISION FOR THE SALE OF THE PUBLIC LANDS

A law approved by Congress, April 24, 1820, is considered one of the linchpin measures supporting the land pa​tent. The law is quoted here from United States Statutes at Large, Volume 3. Basically, the measure put a minimum price of $1.25 on the public lands and limited the number of acres sold to an individual, and required cash. This slammed shut the door on the "merciless speculators" and created a mechanism by which the ap​propriate agencies of government conveyed absolute title by law as well as by deed to citizens. Then as now, "ab​solute title" means a title subservient to none-not creditors, not even the powers of eminent domain. Court deci​sions recited earlier in this book make the case for these patented lands. In the case of this statute, the business of government and legal practices-when invoked-have extended the law to its logical conclusion.

Statute I. April 24, 1820. Act of March 3, 1819, ch. 92. Act of March 24, 1821, ch. 12. Act of March 3, 1823, ch. 57. Public sale of lands in half quarter sec​tions, after Ist July, 1820.

At private sale, in entire, half, quarter, or half quarter, sections.

Act of Feb. 11, 1805, ch. 14. Fractional sections, less than 160 acres, to be sold en​tire.

Proviso.

SIXTEENTH CONGRESS. Sess. I. Ch. 51. 1820.

CHAP. LI.-An Act making further provision for the sale of the public lands.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America, in Congress assembled, That from and after the first day of July next, all the public lands of the United States, the sale of which is, or may be authorized by law, shall, when offered at public sale, to the highest bidder, be offered in half quarter sections; and when offered at private sale, may be pur​chased, at the option of the purchaser, either in entire sections, half sections, quarter sections, or half quarter sections; and in every case of the division of a quarter section, the line for the division thereof shall run north and south, and the corners and contents of half quarter sections which may thereafter be sold, shall be ascertained in the manner, and on the principles directed and prescribed by the second section of an act entitled, "An act concerning the mode of surveying the public lands of the United States," passed on the eleventh day of February, eighteen hundred and five; and frac​tional sections, containing one hundred and sixty acres, or upwards, shall, in like manner, as nearly as practicable, be sub-divided into half quarter sections, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury; but fractional sections, containing less than one hun​dred and sixty acres, shall not be divided, but shall be sold entire: Provided, That this section shall not be construed to alter any special provision made by law for the sale of land in town lots.
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SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That credit shall not be allowed for the purchase money on the sale of any of the public lands which shall be sold after the first day of July next, but every purchaser of land sold at public sale thereafter, shall, on the day of purchase, make complete payment therefor; and the purchaser at private sale shall produce, to the register of the land office, a receipt from the treasurer of the United States, or from the receiver of public moneys of the district, for the amount of the purchase money on any tract, before he shall enter the same at the land office; and if 

any person, being the highest bidder, at public sale, for a tract of land, shall fail to make payment therefor, on the day on which the same was purchased, the tract shall be again offered at public sale, on the next day of sale, and such person shall not be capable of becoming the purchaser of that or any other tract offered at such public sales.

SEC. 3. And be it further enacted, That from and after the first day of July next, the price at which the public lands shall be offered for sale, shall be one dollar and twenty-five cents an acre; and at every public sale, the highest bidder, who shall make payment as aforesaid, shall be the pur​chaser; but no land shall be sold, either at public or private sale, for a less price than one dollar and twenty-five cents an acre; and all the public lands which shall have been offered at public sale before the first day of July next, and which shall then remain unsold, as well as the lands that shall thereafter be offered at public sale, according to law, and remain unsold at the close of such public sales, shall be subject to be sold at private sale, by entry at the land office, at one dollar and twenty​five cents an acre, to be paid at the time of making such entry as aforesaid; with the exception, however, of the lands which may have reverted to the United States, for failure in payment, and of the heretofore reserved sections for the future disposal of Congress, in the states of Ohio and In​diana, which shall be offered at public sale, as hereinafter directed.

SEC. 4. And be it further enacted, That no lands which have reverted or which shall hereafter revert, and become forfeited to the United States for failure in any manner to make payment, shall, after the first day of July next, be subject to entry at private sale, nor until the same shall have been offered to the highest bidder at public sale; and all such lands which shall have reverted before the said first day of July next, and which shall then belong to the United States, together with the sec​tions, and parts of sections, heretofore reserved for the future disposal of Congress, which shall, at the time aforesaid, remain unsold, shall be offered at public sale to the highest bidder, who shall make payment therefor, in half quarter sections, at the land office for the respective districts, on such day or days as shall, by proclamation of the President of the United States, be designated for 

that purpose; and all lands which shall revert and become forfeited for failure of payment after the said first day of July next, shall be offered in like manner at public sale, at such time, or times, as the President shall by his proclamation designate for the purpose: Provided, That no such lands shall be sold at any public sales hereby authorized, for a less price than one dollar and twenty-five cents an acre, nor on any other terms than that of cash payment; and all the lands offered at such public sales, and which shall remain unsold at the close thereof, shall be subject to entry at private sale, in the same manner, and at the same price with the other lands sold at private sale, at the respective land offices.

SEC. 5. And be it further enacted, That the several public sales authorized by this act, shall,
Public sale~

respectively, be kept open for two weeks, and no longer; and the registers of the land office and the
for two weeks. receivers of public money shall, each, respectively, be entitled to five dollars for each day's atten​

dance thereon.

SEC. 6. And be it further enacted, That, in every case hereafter, where two or more persons shall
Preference to

apply for the purchase, at private sale, of the same tract, at the same time, the register shall deter-
be given to the

mine the preference, by forthwith offering the tract to the highest bidder.
highest bidder. APPROVED, April 24, 1820.

No credit on sales of public lands, after IFt July, 1820.

Purchasers at private sale to produce a re​ceipt for the money before entry.

Prim or lands 1 dollar 25 cts. per acre after 1=1 July, Jszo.

No sales for kss than 1 dol​lar 25 cts. per sm.

L,ands offered at public sales, and unsold, sub​ject to private sate, at I dollar zs cu. per 8m. Exceptions.

Lands revert​ed, &c. to be offered at pub​lic, before pri​vate sales. Sale of lands reverted, &c. before the lst July, 1820, and reserved sec​tions.

Sale of lands reverting, &c. after Ist July, 1820.

All lands un​sold at public, may be entered at private sale.

THE REAL STORY BEHIND FARM FORECLOSURES

Here are data that illustrate the shortfalls in realized farm income, year by year, since 1952, base period 1942-1952 = 100. Without a public policy to maintain a structurally balanced income level for agriculture and the rest of the income sectors in the economy, agriculture has largely survived by con​suming its own capital. This has led to a wave of bankruptcy so severe it threatens to annihilate the ex​change economy and turn a nation of freeholders into a dictatorship.

These figures tell the story. The first column gives year by year totals of actual farm income realized by farmers. The second column, styled Parity Projection gives income figures that would have been realized had public policy maintained a share of income for agriculture in line with the income levels achieved during the parity years, 1942 to 1952. The column designated as Income Shortage gives the amounts agriculture was shortchanged on production created and utitlized, year by year. Having been shortchanged these many years, agriculture as an industry is enduring wave after wave for mortgage foreclosures.

Provision for the Sale of Public Lands 75
As explained on page 19, debt has been substituted for income so that markets could be set up syn​thetically. The amount of this debt is equal, for all practical purposes, to the shortfalls of farm income, business income, and excessive interest being paid by the American economy.

	YEAR
	FARM INCOME,

A PERCENT OF

NATIONAL

INCOME
	REALIZED NET

FARM INCOME

BILLIONS
	PARITY

PROJECTION

BILLIONS
	SHORTAGES

OF FARM

INCOME
	LOANS IN

RATIO TO

DEPOSITS

	1952
	5.3%
	$15.1
	$19.1
	-$4.0
	36.6%

	1953
	4.3%
	13.1
	20.0
	-6.9
	38.3%

	1954
	4.2%
	12.5
	19.9
	-7.4
	38.2%

	1955
	3.5%
	11.5
	21.9
	-10.4
	43.0%

	1956
	3.2%
	11.2
	23.2
	-12.0
	45.7%

	1957
	3.0%
	11.1
	24.2
	-13:1
	46.6%

	1958
	3.6%
	13.2
	24.3
	-11,1
	45.5%

	1959
	2.7%
	10.9
	26.6
	-15.7
	50.4%

	1960
	2.8%
	11.7
	27.6
	-15.9
	51.2%

	1961
	2.8%
	12.1
	28.4
	-16.3
	50.2%

	1962
	2.7%
	12.3
	30.6
	-18.3
	53.5%

	1963
	2.5%
	12.0
	32.4
	-20.4
	56.7%

	1964
	2.1%
	10.8
	34.8
	-24.0
	57.2%

	1965
	2.3%
	13.1
	37.9
	-24.8
	60.7%

	1966
	2.2%
	14.1
	41.6
	-27.5
	61.8%

	1967
	1.97%
	12.6
	43.9
	-31.3
	59.7%

	1968
	1.8%
	12.7
	47.9
	-35.2
	61.1%

	1969
	1.9%
	14.6
	51.7
	-37.1
	67.9%

	1970
	1.8%
	14.3
	53.7
	-39.4
	65.2%

	1971
	1.7%
	15.0
	57.9
	-42.9
	64.5%

	1972
	1.9%
	18.7
	63.9
	-45.2
	67.3%

	1973
	3.0%
	32,8
	72.0
	-39.7
	72.6%

	1974
	2.3%
	26.5
	76.9
	-50.4
	73.4%

	1975
	2.0%
	24.6
	82.2
	-57.3
	69.5%

	1976
	1.4%
	19.1
	91.4
	-72.3
	71.0%

	1977
	1.2%
	19.1
	102.8
	-83.7
	72.4%

	1978
	1.5%
	26.3
	160.7
	-90.4
	77.6%

	1979
	1.6%
	31.9
	130.4
	-98.5
	83.5%

	1980
	1.1%
	19.4
	140.4
	-121.0
	81.2%

	1981
	.95%
	31.5
	125.2
	-156.7
	86.5%

	1982
	.89%
	21,8
	162.2
	-140.4
	75.8%

	1983
	.52%
	13.8
	175.5
	-161.7
	74.5%


Prepared by Economic Analyst, Vince Rossiter, Bank of Hartington, Hartington, Nebraska.

A codicil to the above is now in order. Realized farm income for the years illustrated was $539.4 billion. It should have been $1,499.3 higher. In other words, farmers were shortchanged $1,499.3 on production that was entered into trade channels and utilized. This shortage did not and could not in​voke the economic multiplier, and therefore did not create national income on a ratio dictated by the state of the arts. The state of the arts argues that farm income should have been maintained so that its percent of national income averaged the same as it did during the period 1942 to 1952.

The loans in ratio to deposits column simply confirms the truism that when farm income goes down, depression follows unless the shortfall in income is offset by debt. Data for the years 1982 and 1983 represent information from Economic Indicators and the Federal Reserve. So far the Federal Reserve has refused to publish periodic data for 1984.
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