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Received by late Arrivals, 

«A BOXES Star Candles, 15 boxes Palm Soap, 25 
DU kegs White Lead, barrels and half barrels Lard 
Oil. barrels and half barrels Linseed Oil, butter and 
water Crackers, sugar cured Hams and side Bacon, 
100 pieces of Bagging, 100 coils Roap, 10 coils cotton 
Rope. 30 bags Rio eotfee. 5 bags Moco do. 2,000 lbs cot- 
ton Yam, 100 sacks tine Salt.60 kegs Nails, 8 tons Iron, 
assorted, including slab, diamond and shovel plow 
molds, cast. German and American Steel; 3 dozen 
Wash Boards, 10 doz. Brooms. 20 boxes Tobacco; Rice 
Candies, 100 barrels and half barrels Whisky. Cogni- 
ac Brandy. Malaga Wine. Cherry Brandy, Holland 
Gin, Sparkling Catawba Wine, 4 barrels Hominy, 10 
boxes ('heese. 10 barrels and half barrels white Beans. 
5 barrels crushed Sugar, 15 doz. painted Buckets, 2 
doz. Grindstones, 2 doz. wash Tubs, 20 cases canister 
Powder, 1,000 lbs. bar Lead, 20 boxes 10 by 12 win- 
dow Glass, etc., etc. TUOKER <fc ROSS. 

May 9.___ 
PUBLIC NOTICE. 
Generul Land' (Office, April 5, 1854. 

WHEREAS, by an act of Congress approved 
March 27, 1854, entitled “an act for the re- 

lief of settlers on lands reserved for railroad purpo- 
ses,” every settler on public lands “which have been 
or may be withdrawn from market in consequence of 
proposed railroads, and w/o> had nettled thereon jrrior 
to nueJi withdrawal, shall be entitled to pre-emption 
at the ordinary minimum, to the lands settled on and 
cultivated by them: Provided, they shall prove up 
their rights according to such rules and regulations as 

mav be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, 
and pay for the same before the day that may be fix- 
ed by the President’s proclamation’for the restoration 
of said lands to market;” public notice is hereby 
given, by direction of the Secretary of the Interior, 
that all such settlers will be entitle’d to the right of 
pre-emption given by the said act, upon furnishing 
j’ltooK ( satisfactory to the district office,) that the set- 
tlement on which the claim is predicated, is of a cha- 
racter to entitle the settler to a right of pre-emption, 
under the provisions of the act of 4th September, 
1841. and was made by such settler, prior to the 
“ withdrawal” of the land for the purpose stated, no 
“ declaration,” of course, being necessary under the 
circumstances: Provided, payment be made for the 
same, before the day that may be fixed by the Pre- 
sident's proclamation "for the restoration of said lands 
to market.” 

JOHN M ILSON, Cvtnminnicner. 
May 16, 1854 5t 

S. JOHNSON, 
‘VTEXT door to the Auction Mart, Main street, Lit- 

tie Rock, would inform his friends and the citi- 
j generally, tliut he has opened a CONFECTION- 
ERY and BAKERY, on Main street, next door to the 
Audi' n Mart, where can be had fresh Bread every 
»•' ening. He has also fitted up a splendid Soda Fount, 
v h< ■< ■ wishing a cool drink can be accomniodat- 
<' __May 9. 1854. 

FAMILY GROCERIES. 
| ^A ! 'IICK LEE. Elm street, near the steamboat * landing, keeps constantly on hand, and for sale 

cheap. Ci'flee, brown and puluerized Sugar. Molasses. 
Cogniue Brandy, old copper distilled Whisky. Claret 
Vi ii.;- Soap Lemon Svrup, Segara, Young'America 
an ! rher kinds of TVbatvo. Star Candles. Cadies, as- 
sorted; Honings. Rice Gin. black and green Teas. 
eh-..el May 9. 1854. 6m 

k-.K LILIES! GROCERIES!! 
^ '• -'0;t sacks coarse Salt; 50 fine 
do 
barrels Sugar; 

•> '• choice brown for family use; “ crushed; • 

2 '• Havana; 
■ Loaf; 
•J tierces Rice: 2 hexes superfine Tea; 

BV> half barrels Molasses; 75 brls do. 
And fur sale low bv A. J. HUTT. 
M v 9. 

Hats! Hats!! 
HOZ. fashionable Silk Hats; 1 doz. do. feather 

r** edge; 1 doz. Moleskin; 1 doz. fashionable white 
Cassimere; 2 doz. Kossuth Hats; 2 doz. Magyar; 3 
d' z. Campeaehy; 3 doz. Sissel; 12 doz. Palm Leaf; 1 
doz. Cuban; 1 doz. Citizens, assorted; 6 doz. Wool, 
mens' and 5 doz. boys’; 1 doz. Creole, assorted. 

Just received and for sale by A. J. HUTT. 
May 9. 

J Boots and Shoes. 
1 .)| 1 prs Wom’sgoat. heeled Boots, 
1 &\J 120 prs kid; R. R. lace 

36 prs Lasting Gaiters, fine article, 
12 Kid •• 

12 “ Boots. 
12 “ Buskins, 
12 “ Victoria Ties, 
24 Misses Goat Jenny Lind Boots, 
12 Broze Buskins, 

Lot of childrens’ fancy 8hoes. 360 prs mens’light kip 
peg Brogans. 120 prs Creole do. do., 480 prs Russetts, 
60 prs hoys’ black Brogans. 60 prs Russett. 

.Just received and for sale lowbv 
May 9. A. J. HUTT. 

Hardware! Hardware!! 
THE rude rsigned has just received a large 

and wi-1 selected stock o/ Hardware: 
! Joz. Scythes and Cradles complete; 

1 dozen Grain Scythes; 2 doz. Grass do; 
2 ** Brier “ 1 “ Reap Hooks; 

P'x-ket Knives, a large assortment; 
Knives and Forks, “ “ 

Files, all kinds and sizes: Screws, every variety and 
-izo: Field, Grub and Garden Hoes, steel and differ- 
ent sizes; $ 

Saws, crosscut, mill, whip and hand; 
Axes, broad, chop and hand; 
I. x-ks. a variety of all kinds; 
Shovels, Ames’ long and short handle; 

“ common “ “ 

Spades, Ames’ and common; 
Chains, log, fifth and trace: 
Corn Mills, assorted sizes; Nails, all sizes; 
Rope, cotton, grass and hemp, all sizes; 
Plow Lines, “ ‘, “ 

And a varietvof other articles usual! v found in this 
line. A. J. HUTT. 

May »_ 
Bar Iron and Cut Nails. 

1(1(11 IQ ^ar lron assd. sizes; 
I *J|vU6 1080 fijs. Plough Slabs; 
75 kegs Nails ass'd.; 
5 kegs Cut Spikes: 4 

Received and for sale bv 
May 9. RAPLEY, HANGER. & CO. 

Rec’d by the Forest Rose, 
\ Splendid lot of Ladies and Misses Boots. Shoes 

and Gaiters, all of which I will sell low for cash. 
May 9._WILLIAM GILL. 

Wanted, 
rTIIREE first rate Boot Makers will get constant em- I. plovment and the highest wages paid in the South' 
none need apply unless first rate workmen. 

May 8- WILLIAM GILL. 

MARBLE YARD. 

If 
I^HE subscriber has purchasee the Mar- 

ble Yard on Markham street, ad- 
joining the Presbyterian church; and is 
prepared to make marble tombs, tomb 
slabs, grave stones, and marble work of 
every description. J. TUNNAH. 

; April 11 ’54 ly* 
Eagle Gin Stands. 

'THE undersigned, agents for Messrs. Bates, Hyde, 
i & Co..{ manufacturers of the celebrated Eagle Gin 
Stands at Bridgewater. Mass..) have on hand a supply 
of the above Gin Stands of fifty and sixty saws, with 
the necessary banding—and are now prepared to fur- 
nish planters with Gin Stands of this make of any 
number of saws required, upon terms as liberal as 
they can be purchased elsewhere. 

KAPLEY, HANGER, & CO. 
Little Rock. May 9,1854. 

SADDLERY! SADDLERY!! 
Tl ST received by the undersigned, a large d and well selected stock of saddlery, comprising Mens’saddles in great variety; 

Womens’ “ “ u 

Bridles, martingales, saddle bags, surcingles, and 
everything in this line usually found in stores in this 
place. Purchasers would do well to give him a call 
bafore purchasing elsewhere, for he is determined to 
sell cheap and at one price. A. J. HUTT. 

May 9 ’54 

Blacksmith Tools. 
THE undersigned has now in store a fine 

— assortment of blacksmith tools, among which will be found the following: <5 best Nashville bellows, assorted sizes; 
3 Eastern “ “ 

8 best mouse hole Anvils; 
3 “ Screw Plates; 3 “ Stock and Die; 
J “ Colton Key Vice; 1^ Hand Hammers assorted; 6 Sledge “ 

, 
“ 

Wliicli are offered very low. Call and examine before 
purchasing. A. J. HUTT. 

May 9. 

THE TRUE DEMOCRAT 
IS PUBLISHED EVERY TUESDAY MORNING BY 

JOHNSON & YERKES. 
Terms of Snbscription. 

For one copy, one year, in advance,.$ 2 00 
If not paid in advance, *3 will invariably be charged. 

T2B1BMS (DP ilTOETOW. 
Transient advertisements will be inserted for $1 per square, 

(ten lines or less,) for the first insertion and 50 cents for each 
snbseqnent insertion. 

Merchants advertising by the year will be charged $30. 
Professional cards and other advertisements, not exceeding 

one square, $10 per annum. 

JOS W0KK, 
Our facilities for doing all descriptions of Job Work can. 

not be snrpassed by any printing establishment in the country. We have procured, at a cost of over sixteen hundred dol- 
lars, one of Isaac Adams’mammoth printing machines, which 
enables us to do book and pamphlet work in a superior style and at very low prices. 

Agents for the True Democrat. 
^ B. I ALMER, the American Newspaper Agent, is the 

authorized Agent for this paper in the cities of Boston, J\ew V ork, and Philadelphia, and is duly empowered to take 
advertisements and subscriptions at the rates required bv ns. 

HnoTvvij*oW n1 b? reSarded as payments. His Oflices are- 

; ‘?c.°lla-v s Building; NEW YORK, Tribune Build, 
ing, PHILADELPHIA, N. W. corner Third and Chesnut 
streets. 

H. McDONALD, New York city. E. COHEN, Philadelphia, Pa. 
E. W. CARR, 

_ 
ARKANSAS. 

(•ARLEN SILVEY, Jackson county. A. J. HAYS, Ashley county; D. W. JEFFREY, Mount Olive, Izard county. E- L. PHILLIPS, W ashington, Hempstead county; J- 1. M1LEHAM, Franklin county; W m. M. BOVVERS, Fayetteville; UDEON TLCKER, Batesville, Independence county; JOHN A. LINDSAY, Powhattan; 
LLIHU RANDOLPH, Desha county; JOHN M. MirCHEL, Gainsville, Green county; V\ M. R. CAIN, Pocahontas, Randolph county; 
LEWIS SI TFIN, Boliver, Poinsett county; 
ROOF H. HOWELL, Dover, Pope county; J* JORDAN, Vlonticello, Drew county; I HO’S RIGGS, Postmaster at Richwoods, Izard county; WM. M. VAN VALKENBURgH, Warren, Bradley co: 

k. jUi>Lc, r.sq., rmithvilie, Lawrence countv; 
L. B. VENABLE, Van Buren county; 
JOHN HAVIS, Bradley county; 
C. H. JACKSON, Mount Penson, Jackson countv; 
YY M.^ A. CRAYY’FORD, Saline countv; 
J. YY McCONAUGHEY, f-earcy, YY hite county; A. J. BROOKS, Bloomer, Sebastian countv; 
JAMES M. MONTGOMERY, Lewisville, Lafavetteco; 
Capt. YY LANDERS, Sulphur Rock, Independence co; 
J. YY'. VVILDER, traveling agent to solicit subscriptions; YY B. YOUNG, Dover, Pope countv; 
THO’S F. AUSTIN, Y ellville, .Ylarion countv; 
J. YY. BERNARD, Norrostown, Pope countv; 
JA’S R. BERRY, P. M., Huntsville, Madison county; 
JA’S N. JOHNSON, P. M., Friendship, Saline county; C. L. SYVEET, Sweetville, Crittenden county; 
THO’S MILLS, Polk county; 
JOHN YY FT LLERTON, Hot Spring*; 
ROB’T ATKINSON, Leek’s store, Ouachita county; 
Dr. L. L. MARTIN, Long View, Ashley county; 
N. L. BAKER, Fulton county; 
JACOB PATE, p. m., Pleasant Plains, Independence co. 
R. N. CARG1LE, Con way county. 

^————————^ 

VETO MESSAGE. 
Washington, May 3, 1854. 

Senate.—The following message from the 
President of the United States was presented 
by his private secretary: 
To the Senate of the United States: 

The bill entitled “ An act making a grant of 
public lands to the several Stales for the bene- 
fit of indigent insane persons,” which was pre- 
sented to me on the ‘27th ultimo, has been ma- 

turely considered and is returned to the Senate, 
the House in which it originated, with a state- 
ment of the objections which have required me 

to withhold from it my approval. 
In the performance of this duty prescribed by 

; tbe constitution, 1 have been compelled to resist 
the deep sympathies of my own heart in favor 
the humane purposes sought to be accomplish- 
ed, and to overcome the reluctance with which 
I dissent from the conclusion of the two Houses 
of Congress, and present my own opinions in 
opposition to the action of a co-ordinate branch 
of the government, which possesses so fully my 
confidence and respect. 

If, in presenting my objections to this bill, 
I should say more than strictly belongs to the 
measure, or is required for the discharge of my 
official obligations, let it be attributed to a sin- 
cere desire to justify my act before those whose 
good opinion I so highly value, and to that 
earnestness which springs from my deliberate 
conviction, that a strict adherence to the terms 
and purposes of the federal compact, offers the 

i best, if not the only, security for the preserva- 
| tion of our blessed inheritance of representa- 
tive liberty. 

The bill provides in substance: 
1st. That ten million of acres of land be 

granted to the several States, to be apportion- 
ed among them in the compound ratio of the 
geographical area, and representation of said 
States in the House of Representatives. 

2nd. That wherever there are public lands in 
a State subject to sale at the regular price of 
private entry, the proportion of said ten mil- 
lions of acres falling to such State, shall be se- 
lected from such lands within it; and that to 
the States in which there are no such pubiic 
lands, land scrip shall be issued to the amount 
of their distributive shares, respectively; said 
scrip not to be entered by said States, but to be 
sold by them, and subject to entry by their as- 

signees, provided that none of it "shall be sold 
at less than one dollar per acre, under penalty 
of forfeiture of the same to the United States. 

3rd. That the expense of the management 
and superintendence of said lands, and of the 
moneys received therefrom, shall be paid by 
the States to which they may belong, out of 
the treasury of said States. 

4th. That the gross proceeds of the sales of 
such lands, or land-scrip so granted, shall be 
invested by the several States in safe stocks, to 
constitute a perpetual fund, the principal of 
which shall remain forever undiminished, and 
the interest to be appropriated to the mainte- 
nance of indigent insane within the several 
States. 

5th. That annual returns of lands or scrip 
sold shall' be made by the States to the secreta- 
ry of the Interior, and the whole grant be sub- 
ject to certain conditions and limitations prescrib- 
ed in the bill, to be assented to by legislative 
acts of said States. 

I his bill, therefore, proposes that the fede- 
ral government shall make provision to the 
amount of the value of ten millions of acres of 
land, for an elemosynary object within the seve- 
ral States, to be administered by the political authority of the same; and it presents at the 
threshhold, the question, whether such act, on 
the part ot the federal government, is warrant- 
ed and sanctioned by the constitution, the pro- visions and principles of which are to be pro- 
tected and sustained as a first and paramount 
duty. 

It cannot be questioned that if Congress have 
power to make provision for the indigent insane 
without the limits of this district, it has the 
same power to provide for the indigent who are 
not insane; and thus transfer to the federal go- 
vernment the charge of all the poor in all the 
States. It has the same power to provide hos- 
pitals and other local establishments for the 
care and cure of every species of human infir- 
mity, and thus to assume all that duty of either 
public philanthropy, or public necessity to the 
dependent, the orphau, the sick, or the needy, 
which is now discharged by the States them- 
selves, or by corporate institutions, or private 
endowments existing under the legislation of 
the States. The whole field of public bene- 
ficence is thrown open to the care and culture 
of the federal government. Generous impul- 

ses no longer encounter the Imitations and con- 
trol of our imperious fundamental law. For 
however worthy may be the present object in 
itself, it is only one of a class. It is not exclu- 
sively worthy of benevolent regard. What- 
ever considerations dictate sympathy for this 
particular object, apply, in like manner, if not 
in the same degree, to idiotcy, to physical dis- 
ease, to extreme destitution. If Congress may 
and ought to provide for any one of these ob- 
jects, it may and ought to provide for them all. 
And if it be done in thiscaso,what answer shall 
be given, when Congress shall be called upon, 
as it doubtless will be, to pursue a similar course 
of legislation in the others? It will, obvious- 
ly, be vain to reply that the object is worthy, 
but that the application has taken a wrong di- 
rection. 

The power will have been* deliberately as- 

sumed, the general obligation will, by this act, 
have been acknowledged, and the question of 
means and expediency will alone be left for 
consideration. The decision upon the princi- 
ple, in any one case, determines it for the whole 
class. The question presented, therefore, clear- 
ly is upon the constitutionality snd propriety 
of the federal government assuming to enter 
into a novel and vast field of legislation, name- 

ly, that of providing for the care and support 
of all those, among the citizens of the United 
States, who, by any form of calamity, become 
fit objects of public philantrhopy. 

I readily, and I trust feelingly, acknowledge 
the duty incumbent on us all, as men aud citi- 
zens, and as among the highest and holiest of 
our duties, to provide for those who, in the 
mysterious order of Providence, are subject to 
want and to disease of body or mind, but I 
cannot find any authority in the constitution for 
making the federal government the great almo- 
ner of public charity throughout the United 
States. To do so would, in my judgment, be 
contrary to the letter and spirit of the constitu- 
tion, anu subversive of the whole theory upon 
which the Union of these States is founded.— 
And if it were admissable to contemplate the 
exercise of this power, for any subject what- 
ever, I cannot avoid the belief that it would, 
in the end, be prejudical to the noble offices of 

; charity, to have the charge of them transfer- 
red from the States to the federal government. 
Are we not too prone to forget that the fede- 

j ral Union is the creature of the States, not 
j they of the federal Union? 

We were the inhabitants of colonies distinct 
i in local government one from the other, before 
i the revolution. By that revolution the colo- 
I nies each became an independent State. They I achieved that independence, and secured its re- 

j cognition bv the agency of a consulting body, 
i which from being an assembly of the ministers 
; of distinct sovereignties, instructed to agree to 
■ no form of government which did not leave 

the domestic concerns of each State to itself, 
was appropriately denominated a Congress.— 
When, having tried the experiment of the eon- 

1 federation, they resolved to change that forthe 
1 present federal Union, and thus to confer on 

! the federal government more ample authority, 
I they scrupulously measured such of the func- 
1 tious of their cherished sovereignty as thev 

chose to delegate to the general government.— 
With this aim, and to this end the fathers of 
the republic framed the constitution, in and by 
which the independent and sovereign States 
united themselves, for certain specified objects 
and purposes, and for those only, leaving all 
powers not therein set forth its conferred on 

one another of the three great departments, the 

j legislative, the executive, and the judicial, in- 
I dubitably with the States. And when the peo- 

ple of the several States had, in their State con- 
1 ventions, and thus alone, given effect and force 

to the constitution, not content that any doubt 
should, in future, arise as to the scope and cha- 
racter of this act, they engrafted thereon the 
explicit declaration that: 

“The powers not delegated to the United 
States by the constitution, nor prohibited bvit, 
to the States, are reserved to the States respec- 
tively, or to the people.” 

Can it be controverted that the great mass of 
the business of government, that involved in 
the social relations; internal arrangement of 
the body ]>olitic; the mental and moral culture 
of men; the development of the local resour- 
ces of wealth; the punishment of crimes in 
general; the preservation of order; the relief 
of the heedy, or otherwise unfortunate mem- 
bers of society, did in practice, remain with the 
States; that none of these objects of local con- 
cern are, by the constitution, expressly or im- 
pliedly prohibited to the States, and that none 
of them are, by any express language of the 
constitution transferred to the United States? 
Can it be claimed that any of these functions of 
local administration and legislation are vested 
in the federal government by any implication?- 
I have never found anything in the constitution 
which is susceptible of such a construction. No 
one of the enumerated powers touches the sub- 
ject, or has even a remote analogy to it. The 
powers conferred upon the United States have 
reference to federal relations, or to the means 
of accomplishing or executing things of fede- 
ral relations. So, also, of the same character 
are the powers taken away from States by enu- 
meration. In either case, the powers granted 
and the powers restricted were so granted or so 
restricted only where it was requisite for the 
maintenance of peace and harmony between 
the States, or for the purpose of protecting their 
common interests, and defending their common 

sovereignty, against aggression from abroad or 
insurrection at home. 

1 snail not discuss tne question of power 
sometimes claimed for the general government, 
under the clause of the eighth section of the 
constitution, which gives Congress the power 
“to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general walfare of the 
United States,” because if it has not already 
been settled upon sound reason and authority, 
it never will be. I take the received and just 
construction of that article, as if written to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
in order to pay the debts, and in order to pro- 
vide for the common defense and general wel- 
fare. It is not a substantive general power to 
provide for the welfare of the United States, 
but it is a limitation on the grant of power to 
raise money by taxes, duties, and imposts. If 
it were otherwise, all the rest of the constitu- 
tion consisting of carefully enumerated and cau- 

tiously guarded grants of specific powers would 
have been useless, if not delusive. It, would 
be impossible, in that view, to escape from the 
conclusion, that these were inserted only to mis- 
lead for the present, and instead of enlighten- 
ing and defining the pathway of the future, to 
involve its action in the mazes of doubtful 
construction. Such a conclusion the character 
of the men who framed that sacred instrument 
will never permit us to form. 

Indeed, to suppose it susceptible of any other 
construction would be to consign all the rights 
of the States, and of the people of the States 
to the mere discretion of Congress, and thus to 
clothe the federal government with authority 
to control the sovereign States, by which the 
States would have been dwarfed into provinces 
or departments, and all sovereignty vested in 
an absolute consolidated central power, against 
which the spirit of liberty has so often, and in 
so many countries, struggled in vain. In my 

judgment you cannot, by tributes to humanity, 
make any adequate compensation for the wrong 
you would inflict by removing the sources of 
power and political action from those who are 
to be thereby affected. If the time shall ever 
arrive when, for an object appealing however 
strongly to our sympathies, the dignity of the 
States shall bow to the dictation of Congress, 
by conforming their legislation thereto, when 
the power, and majesty, and honor of those 
shall become subordinate to the thing of their 
creation, I but feebly utter my apprehensions 
when I express my firm conviction that we shall 
see “ the beginning of the end.” 

Fortunately, we are not left in doubt as to 
the purpose of the constitution, any more than 
as to its express language, for, although the his- 
tory of its formation, as recorded in the Ma- 
dison papers, shows that the federal government, 
in its present form, emerged from the conflict 
of opposing influences, which have continued 
to divide statesmen from that day to this, yet 
the rule of clearly defined powers, and of 
strict construction, presided over the actual 
conclusion and subsequent adoption of the con- 
stitution. 
| (President Madison, in the Federalist, says: 
“The powers delegated by the proposed con- 
stitution to the federal government are few and 
defined. Those which are to remain in the 
State governments, are numerous and indefinite. 
Its” (the general government’s,) “jurisdiction 
extends to certain enumerated objects only, and 
leaves to the several States a residuary and in- 
violable sovereignty over all other objects.” 

In the same spirit, President J efferson invokes 
“ the support of the State governments in all 
their right as the most competent administra- 
tors for our domestic concerns, and the surest 
bulwark against anti-republican tendencies;” 
and President Jackson said that our true 
strength and wisdom are not promoted by in- 
vasions of the rights and powers of the "seve- 
ral States, but that on the contrary, they con- 
sist “ not in binding the States more closely to 
the centre, but in leaving each more unobstruct- 

j ed in its proper orbit.” 

I The framers of the constitution, in refus- 
ing to confer on the federal government any 
jurisdiction over these purely local objects, in my 
judgment manifested a wise forecast and broad 

j comprehension of the true interests of these 
! subjects themselves. It is clear that public 
| charities within the Slates can be efficiently ad- 
ministered only by their authority. The bill 
before me concedes this, for it does not commit 
the funds it provides to the administration of 
any other authority. 

I cannot but repeat what I have before ex- 

pressed, that if the several States, manv of 
which have already laid the foundation of mu- 
nificent establishments of local beneficence, and 

; nearly all of which are proceeding to establish 
them, shall be led to suppose, as they will be, 
should this bill become a law, that Congress is 

! to make provision for such objects, the foun- 
tains of charity will be dried up at home, and 
the several States, instead of bestowing their 

j own means on the social wants of their own 

i people, may themselves, through the strong 
j temptation which appeals to States as to indi- 
viduals, become humble suppliants for the boun- 
ty of the federal government, reversing their 

j true relation to this Union. 
Having stated my views of the limitation of 

he powers conferred by the eighth section of the 
first article of the constitution, I deem it proper 
to call attention to the third section of the 

j fourth article, and to the provisions of the sixth 
J article, bearing directly upon the question un- 

i der consideration; which, instead of aiding the 
| claim to power exercised in this case, tend, it is 
! believed, strongly to illustrate and explain po- | sitions which, even without such support, I can- | 
not regard as questionable. 

The third section of the fourth article of the j constitution, is in the following terms: “ The 
Congress shall have power to disjjose of, and 
make all needful rules and regulations respect- 
ing the territory of other property belonging to 
the United States, and nothing in this consti- 
tution shall be so construed as to prejudice any claim of the United States, or of any other 
particular State.” The sixth article is as fol- j 
lows, to wit: that “All debts contracted and 
engagements entered into, before the adoption j of this constitution, shall be as valid against the 
United States under this constitution as under 
the confederation.” 

For a correct understanding of the terms 
used in the third section of the fourth article, 
above quoted, reference should be had to the 
history of the times in which the constitution 
was formed and adopted. It was decided up- 
on in convention on the 17th September, 1787, 
and by it Congress was empowered to “ dispose 
ol,” etc., “ the territory and other property be- 
longing to the United States.” The only ter- 
ritory then belonging to the United States, was 
that then recently ceded by the several States, 
to wit: by New York in 1781, by Virginia in 
1784, by Massachusetts in 1785, and by South 
Carolina in August, 1787, only the month be- 
fore the formation of the constitution. The 
cession from Virginia contained the following 
provision: 

“ That all the lands within the territory so 
ceded to the United States, and not reserved for, 
or appropriated to, any of the before mentioned 
purposes, or disposed of in bounties to the of- 
ficers and soldiers of the American army, shall 
be considered a common fund for the use and 
benefit of such of the United States as have 
become, or shall become members of the con- 
federation or federal alliance of the said States, 
Virginia included, according to their usual re- 

spective proportions, in the general charge and 
expenditure, and shall be faithfully and bona 
fide disposed of for that purpose, and for no 
other use or purpose whatever.” 

Here, the object for which these lands are to 
be disposed of is clearly set forth, and the pow- 
er to dispose of them granted by the third 
section of the fourth article of the constitu- 
tion, clearly contemplates such disposition only. 
If such be the fact, and in my mind there can 
be no doubt of it, then you have again, not on- 
ly the implication in favor of the contemplat- 
ed grant, but the strongest authority against it. 

Furthermore, this bill is in violation of the 
faith of the government, pledged in the act of 
January 28, 1847. The nineteenth section of 
that act declares, “ That, for the payment of 
the stock ‘which may be created under the pro- 
visions of this act, the sales of the public lands 
are hereby pledged; and it is hereby made the 
duty of the secretary of the treasury to use 
and apply all moneys which may be received 
into the treasury for the sales of the public lands after the first day of January, 1848, first 
to pay the interest on all stocks issued by vir- 
tue of this act; and secondly, to use the balance 
of said receipts, after paying the interest afore- 
said, in the purchase of said stocks at their 
market value,” etc. The debts then contract- 
ed have not been liquidated and the language 
of this section, and the obligations of the Uni- 
ted States under it, are too plain to need com- 
ment. 

I have been unable to discover any distinc- 
tion, on constitutional grounds, or grounds of 
expediency, between an appropriation of ten 
millions of dollars, directly from the money in 
the treasury, for the object contemplated, and 
the appropriation of lands presented for my 
sanction. And yet I cannot doubt that if the 

bill proposed ten millions of dollars from the 
treasury of the United States, for the support 
of indigent insane in the several States, that 
the constitutional question involved in the act 
would have attracted forcibly the attention of 
Congress. 

I respectfully submit, that, in a constituti- 
onal point of view, it is wholly immaterial whe- 
ther the appropriation be in money or land. 

The public domain is the common property of the Union, just as much as the surplus pro- 
ceeds of that, and of duties on imports remain- 
ing unexpended in the treasury. As such, it 
has been pledged, is now pledged, and may need 
to be so pledged again for public indebtedness. 

As property, it is distinguished from actual 
money in this respect: that its profitable ma- 
nagement sometimes requires that portions of it 
be appropriated to local objects in the States 
wherein it may happen to lie, as would be done 
by any prudent proprietor to enhance the sale- 
value ot his private domain. All such grants of land are, in fact, a disposal of it for value 
received; but they afiord no precedent or con- 
stitutional reason, for giving away the public lands. Still less do they give sanction to ap- 
propriations for objects which have not been en- 
trusted to the federal government, and there- 
fore belong exclusively to the States. 

To assume that the public lands are appli- cable to ordinary State objects, whether of pub- lic structures, police, charity, or expenses of 
State administration, would be to disregard, to 
the amount of the value of the public lands, 
all the limitations of the constitution, and con- 

lound, to that extent, all distinctions between 
the rights and powers of the States and those 
ot the United States. For if the public lands 
may be applied to the support of the poor, 
whether sane or insane, if the disposal of them 
and their proceeds be not subject to the ordina- 
ry limitations of the constitution, then Congress 
possesses unqualified powers to provide for ex- 

penditures in the State by means of the public lands, even to the degrees of defraying the sa- 
laries of governors, judges and all other expen- 
ses of the government, and internal adminis- 
tration within the several States. The conclu- 
sion from the general survey of the whole 
subject is, to my mind, irresistible, and closes 
the question, both of right and of expediency', 
so far as regards the principle of the appropri- ation proposed in this bill. Would not the ad- 
mission of such a power in Congress to dispose of public domain, work the practical abrogation of some ot the most important provisions of the 
constitution ? If the systematic reservation of 
a definite portion of the public lands (the six- 
teenth section) in the States, for the purpose of education and occasional grants for similar 
purposes be cited as contradicting these conclu- 
sions, the answer, as it appears to me, is obvious 
and satisfactory. Such reservations and grants, besides being a part of the conditions on which 
the proprietary right of the United States is 
maintained, along with the eminent domain of 
a particular State, and by which the public land 
remains free from taxation in the State in which 
it lies as long as it remains the property of the 
United States, are the acts of a mere landown- 
er, disposing of a small share of his property in 
a way to augment the value of the residue, and 
in this mode to encourage the early occupation of it by the industrious and intelligent pioneer. 

The great example of apparent donation of 
lands to the States, likely to be relied upon as 

sustaining the principles of this bill, is the re- 

linquishment of swamp lands to the States in 
which they are situated: but this, also, like 
other grants already referred to, was based ex- 

pressly upon grounds clearly distinguishable in 
principle from any which can be assumed for 
the bill herewith returned, viz: upon the inte- 
rest and duty of the proprietor. They were 
charged, and not without reason, to be' a nui- 
sance to the inhabitants ot the surrounding 
country. The measure was predicated not on- 

ly upon the ground of the disease inflicted up- 
on the people of the States which the United 
States could not justify as a just and honest 
proprietor, but also upon an express limitation 
of the application of the proceeds, in the first 
instance, to purposes of levees and drains, thus 
protecting the health of the inhabitants and at 
the same time enhancing the value of the re- 

maining lands belonging to the general govern- 
ment. It is not to be denied that Congress, 
while administering the public lands as a pro- 
prietor within the principle distinctly announc- 
ed in my annual message, may sometimes have 
failed to distinguish accurately between objects which are and which are not within its consti- 
tutional powers. 

After the most careful examination I find but 
two examples in the acts of Congress which 
furnssh any precedent for the present bill, and 
those examples will, in my opinion, serve rather 
as a warning than as an inducement to tread in 
the same path. 

The first is the act of March 3d, 1819, grant- 
ing a township of land to the Connecticut asy- 
lum for the education of the deaf and dumb. 

The second that of April 5th, 1826, making 
a similar grant of land to the Kentucky asylum 
for teaching the deaf and dumb. 

The first more than thirty years after the 
adoption of the constitution,” and the second 
more than a quarter of a century ago. 

These acts were unimportant as to the 
amount appropriated, and so far as I can ascer- 

tain, were passed on two grounds; first, that the 
object was a charitable one, and secondly, that 
it was national. To say that it was a charita- 
ble object, is only to say that it was an obiect 
ot expenditure proper tor the competent aufcho- 
rity; but it no more tended to show that it was a 

proper object of expenditure by the United 
States, than is any other purely local object, 
appealing to the best sympathies of the human 
heart, in any of the States. And the sugges- 
tion that a school for the mental culture of the 
deaf and dumb in Connecticut, or Kentucky, 
is a national object, only shows how loosely 
this expression has been used when the purpose 
was to procure appropriations by Congress. It 
is not perceived how a school of this character 
is otherwise national than is any establishment 
of religious or mortal instructions. All the pur- 
suits of industry, everything which promote 
the materinl or intellectual well-being of the 
race, every ear of corn or boll of cotton which 
grows, is national in the same sense; for each 
one of these things too swell the aggregate of 
national prosperity and happiness of the United 
States; but it confounds all meaning of lan- 
guage to say that these things are “ national,” 
as equivalent to “ Federal,” so as to come with- 
in any of the classes of appropriation for which 
Congress is authorized by the constitution to 
legislate. 

It is a marked point in the history of the 
constitution, that when it was proposed to em- 

power Congress to establish a university, the 
proposition was confined to the district intend- 
ed lor the future seat of government of the 
United States, and that even that proposed 
clause was omitted in consideration of the ex- 
clusive powers conferred on Congress to legis- 
late for that district. Could a more decisive in- 
dication of the true construction and the spirit 
of the constitution in regard to all matters of 
this nature have been given? It proves that 
such objects were considered by the convention 
as appertaining to local legislation only, that 
they were not comprehended, either expressly 
or by implication, in the grant of general pow- 

ers to Congress, and that, consequently, they re- 
mained with the several States. 

The general result at which I have arrived 
is the necessary consequence of those views of 
the relative rights, powers, and duties of the 
States and of the federal government which I 
have long entertained, and often expressed, and 
in reference to which my convictions do but in- 
crease in force with time and experience. 

I have thus discharged the unwelcome duty of respectfully stating my objections to this bill, 
with which I cheerfully submit the whole suV 
ject to the wisdom of Congress. 

FRANKLIN PIERCE. 
Washington, May 3, 1854. 

For the True Democrat. 
The Special Pleader’s Lament. 

To an Old “Dulcenia.” 
BY A MEMBER OF THE PINE BLUFF BAR. 

Say,-, cans’t thou sympathize 
With one whose heart is bleeding, 

Com poll’d to wake from “love’s young dream,” 
And take to special pleading? 

For since I lost my suit to you, 
I care not now a fraction 

About these tiresome suits of law, 
These senseless forms of action. 

But in my lonely chambers oft, 
When clients leave me leisure, 

In musing o’er departed joys, 
I find a mournful pleasure. 

How well I know the spot where first 
I saw that form etherial! 

But, ah! in transitory things 
The venue’s not material. 

While reading Archbold’s practice, now, 
I scarce believe ’tis tme, 

That I could set my heart upon 
An arch bold girl like you. 

But then that bright blue eye sent forth 
i A most unerring dart, 
Which, like a special capias, made 

A pris’ner of my heart. 

And the weakness of my soul, 
One fatal long vacation, 

I gave a pledge to prosecute, 
And filed a declaration. 

At first your taking time to plead 
Gave hopes of my felicity; 

The doubtful negative you spoke 
Seemed bad for its duplicity. 

And then that blush so clearly seem’d 
To pardon my transgression; 

I thought I was about to snap 
A judgment by confession. 

But soon I learned (most fatal truth;) 
How rashly I had counted; 

For non-assumpsit was the plea 
To which it all amounted. 

Deceitful maid! another swain, 
Was then beloved by thee; 

The preference you gave to him, 
Was fraudulent to me. 

j Ah! when we love, (so Shakspeare says,) 
Bad luck is sure to have us; 

1 he course of true love never ran 

Without some special traverse. 

Miss-! adieu, I’ll mourn no more, 
Nor pen pathetic ditties. 

1 My pleading was of no avail, 
And so I’ll stick to Chitty’s. 
May, 1854. 

Father Land and Mother Tongue. 
BY LOVER. 

Our Father land! and would’stthou know, 
Why Ave should call it Father land? 

It is, that Adam here beloAv 
Was made of earth by Nature’s hand; 

And he, our father, made of earth, 
Hath peopled earth on every hand, 

And Ave, in memory of his birth, 
Do call our country, “ Father land.” 

At first in Eden’s boAvers they say, 
No sound of speech had Adam caught, 

But Avhistled like a bird all day— 
( 

And may be ’twas for Avant of thought; 
But Nature, with resistless laAvs, 

Made Adam soon surpass the birds, 
She gave him lovely Eve—because 

If he’d a wife—they must have Avords. 

And so, the native land I hold, 
f ^ 

By male descent is proudly mine; 
The language, as the tale hath told, 

Was given in the female line; 
And thus, Ave see, on either hand, 

We name our blessings Avhence they’ve 
sprung, 

We call our country Father land, 
We call our language Mother tongue. 

COMFORT. 
I’m sitting in good style, Mary, 

With the hot toast by my side, 
A Avaitin’ for a pot of tea, 

And a couple of fresh eggs fried; 
And probably some batter cakes, 

Some roast duck and some corn, 
I’ll call for ere I leave, Mary, 

As sure as you are born. 

This place is a good deal changed Mary, For in Florence’s saloon 
You can get noAv what you call for, 

From a snipe to a raccoon. 
Mutton chops, fried tripe, dripp’d toast and 

dry, 
A sardine or a hen, 

You have only to “singout” for, 
Then cut—and come again. 

San Francisco—From the Fen of 
Bishop Kip. 

The following extracts from a letter from j 
Bishop Kip, appear in the Albany Journal: 

I entered on duty last Sunday as Rector of’ 
Grace church. Dr. Ver Mehr, the late rector, 
is assistant minister, and is to take my place 
when absent. It is built of wood, gothic, some- 
what in the style of Grace church, Albany,! 
only much larger, and is more church-like in its 
interior and handsomer than any church in Al- 
bany, except the Holy Innocents. It is only a 

square from my residence in the east end of the 
town. During the absence of Dr. Ver Mehr it 
had run down, but is now filling up fast, and 
we anticipate, Irom present appearances, having all the pews taken in a few weeks. 

You speak of the “refined society and mar- 
ble palaces of San Francisco.” It is literally 
true. There are more splendid buildings here 
than in Albanh. One, built of brown cut stone, for offices, etc., is as large, and fully equal in 
exterior to Metropolitan hotel, in New York. 
As to the society, there is more active intellect 
in it than any society I have ever seen. There 
are more men of distinguished talents gathered 
from all parts of the Union—ex-members of 
Congress, like Governor Foote, Stanley, of 
North Carolina, Duer, of New York, Bailie 
Peyton, of Tennessee, etc. You may think it 
a strange declaration, but it is literally true, that 
I never preached with so much diffidence before 
any congregation as those in this city. I see 

before me on Sundays an array of talent and 
intellect that I never did before in any church. 
I can select men from any part of mv congre- 
gation whose names have been celebrated for 
years in the politics of the country from some 
of the old States. 

And then I think the elegance of living would somewhat astonish you. I have been at 
dinner parties where you might easily imagine 
yourself in New York, for they were as hand- 
some as those I have ordinarily been invited to 
there. There is an easiness about society here, 
rather European in its tone, which relieves us 
from ail the stillness of the East. We live with 
an independence in our own suit of apartments, 
just as I used to do in Florence or Rome, and 
do just as we please in a way I never could do 
in the East. Our situation is delighful. San 
Francisco is built on a succession of hills, and 
our street is half way up one, so that we over- 
look the whole city and bay, just as if we were 
living at Mr. Olcott’s on Arbor Hill. In addi- 
tion to this, we have had every attention we 
could could imagine, and were it not for the se- 

paration from my friends in the East, nothing 
could be more pleasant than my residence here. 
The people themselves certainly omitted noth- 
ing to make it so. 

1 here is an utter disregard of money here, 
which is rather strange to one from the East. I 
know two gentlemen here, the income of one 
of whom is estimated at'$l,800 a day; tlieother 
at $1,000. We are going to start a diocesan 
college, and I sent a clergyman to one of these 
gentlemen, (Thomas O. Larkin,) to ask what 
he would give us. He at once offered a town- 
ship of 640 acres of the best lands in the State 
for its site, and I am to go up to Sonora soon to 
choose it. This lond is exceedingly valuable, 
and could be sold at any moment for from $12 
to $20 per acre. When they take an interest 
in anything here, they put their hands in their 
pockets in good earnest. You may depend 
upon it, that much as you abuse California, were 

you living here you would enjoy the society, 
climate, etc., in a way you cannot now imagine. 

The Three Dollar Gold coin.—The Trea- 
sury Department has approved of the speci- 
mens of the coinage of the three dollar gold 
pice, and they are to be put in circulation im- 
mediately. The obverse represents an ideal 
head, with the feathered cincture symbolic of 
America, the word “ liberty” appearing on the 
band encircling the head, and the inscription “ United States of America” surrounding the 
whole. On the reverse is a wreath compos- 
ed of some of the staple productions of the 
United States—viz: wheat, cotton, Indian corn 
and tobacco; the denomination and date being 
in the center. As compared with the other 
gold coins the devices and arrangement are no- 

vel, and, together with the difference in the 
diameter of the piece, will make it readily dis- 
tinguishable from the quarter eagle, which ap- 
proaches it most nearly in value. It is 16-20ths 
of an inch in diameter, and weighs 77.4 grains 
—oz. 16.125. 

Great Fire in Warrenton, Georgia.—A 
letter to the Augusta Chronicle aud Sentinel, 
dated Warrenton, April 24th, says: 

A large portion of our village is in ashes this 
morning. A tire broke out last evening about 
8 o’clock, sweeping everything before it through the center ot the town. Every business house 
burnt, with court house and papers, postoftice 
and contents, with many of the best dwellings, 
and a number of offices—with many, all their 
contents—their goods in a damaged state. We 
estimate the loss at $150,000 to $200,000.— 
Many families are left penniless. 

Xew L se ok Words.—A correspondent of 
the Brattleborough Eagle tells the following sto- 
ry of a witness upon a liquor trial: “How do 
you know it was brandy?” asked the lawyer. 
“Well,” replied the ready witness, “I smelled 
of it first, and then I ‘welcomed about a glass of 
it.” The unexpected verb wholy upset the 
gravity of the court, jury and missellaneous 
people; and they were not at all assisted in re- 

covering their equanimity by his further testi- 
1 

mony that the man who brought the brandv 
, 

drank of it himself, “till he was quite salu- 
! brious.” 

A Fish Story.—Four clergymen, a Presby- 
terian, Methodist, and Roman Catholic, met by 
agreement to dine on fish. Soon as grace was 
said, the Catholic rose, armed with knife and 
fork, and taking about one-third of the fish, 
comprehending the head, removed it to his plate, 
exclaiming as he sat down, with great self-satis- 
faction, “ Papa est caput eclesia;” (the Pope is 
the head ot the Church.) Immediately the 
Methodist minister arose, and helping himself 
to about one-third, embricing the tail, seated 
himself, exclaiming, “ Finis coronat opus,” 
(the end crowns the work.) The Presbyterian 
now thought it was time for him to move, and 
taking the remainder of the fish to his plate, 
exclaiming, “ In media est veritas” (truth lies 
between the two extremes.) Our Baptist bro- 
ther had nothing before him but an empty plate and the prospect of a slim dinner, and snatch- 
ing up the bowl of drawn (milted) butter, he 
dashed it over them all, exclaiming, “ Ego bap- 
tizo vos” (I baptize you all.) 

Rent Day. 
I’ll trouble you now for my month’s rent, 

madam,” said a landlord, last Monday, to one 
of his tenants. “ Is it ver rent ye ax for now?” 
“ Yes mam, two rooms, at seventy-five cents 
per week, each.” “ Ah; now, can’t ye wait a 
little time. Shure the likes of ye must have 
plenty ot money,” replied the woman, looking at the thin, bent form of the landlord with 
great contempt. “ But, my dear woman, the 
money is due, and—” “Oh, muther, is it dear- 
iug me ye ar; an honest married woman and 
blissed mother of siven boys, each big enough 
to lick the life of ye. Out of my house, ye 
monster, and lave oil trying the virtue of a 

good woman,” and unable to give vent to her 
indignation in words, she seized his coat collar 
and fairly threw him into the street. The 
owner intends to let an agent collect the rent 
of that house in future. 

Congressional Absenteeism.—We fear, re- 
marks the Savannah Republican, that the prac- 
tice which some congressmen have, of leaving 
Washington whenever they see proper to do so, 
is becoming too common and needs rebuke.— 
During the present session a large number of 
gentlemen connected with both houses, have 
absented themselves, sometimes for weeks, and 
even months; and we have seen it stated that 
at one period, sixty members were out of the 
city. 

The people have a right to expect of those 
whom they elect to represent them, notmerely 
to wear the houors of their office, but to dis- 
charge its duties faithfully. If their interests 
at home or out of Washington, are greater than 
their interests as members of Congress, they 
should not accept office, which requires so much 
of them. 

When absence is resorted to for the purpose 
of dodging a question, the culpability is greatly 
increased. It is neither honest or brave to have 
recourse to such an expident Yet we are sorry 
to be compelled to believe that it is not an unu- 
sual device with some of the gentlemen at 
Washington. 


