tion should_be so. constiteted, as_to-utier
fully and cleatly the voice ol the people,
and not that of Ipolitical managers: of
office holders and] office seekers; and for
that purpose, T hold it indispensible, that
the Delegates should beappointed directly
by the people, or to- use the languaze of
Gen. Jackson, should be * fresh from the
people.” 1 also hold, that the only. possi-
ble mode 1o effect this, is for the people to
choose the Delegates by Districts, and fhat
they should vote per capita. Every other
wode offappointing would be controlled
by political machinery, and place the ap-
pointments in’the hands of the few, who
worl if. s x

T object, then, to the proposcd Conven-
tion, becanse it will not be constituted in
conformity with this fundamental article
of the Republican creed. The Delegates
to it will be apprinted from sone of the
States, not by the people in Districts, but
as has been stated, by State Couventious
en masse, composed of Delegates, ap-

cinted in all cases, as far as I am in-

ormed, by County or District Conven-

tions, and in some cases, if not misinform-
ed, these again composed ql‘_l}elegates
appointed by siill ‘smaller divisions, or a
few interested individuals. Tustead then
of being direcily, or fresh from the people,
the Delegates tothe Baltimore Conventiou
will be the Delegates of Delegates; and of
course removed, in all cases, at leastthree,
if not four degrees from the people. At
each successive remove, the votes of the
people will become less full and distiver,
until, at last, it will be 30 faint and im-
perfect, as not 1o be audible. To drop
metaphor, 1 hold it impossible fo form a
scheme more perfectly calculated to anni-
hilate the control of the people over the
Presidential election, and vest it in those,
who makes politics a trade, and who live
or expect to live on the Government.

In this counection, I object not the less
stronghy w the mode in which Virginia has
resolved the Delcgates shall vote. With
all due respect, I must say, I can imagine
nathing more directly in conflict with the
printiplesof our federal system of govern-
menl, beto use a broader expression, the
principles on which all confederated com-
munities bave been united. I hazard noth-
ing in saying, that there is not an instance
iu our political history, from the meeting

" of the first Revolutionary Congress to the
present day, of the Delegates of any State,
voling by majority aud cnumiugrp v capila;
por do I'believe an instaoce of the kind
can be found in the history of any confed-
erated commuuity. There isindeed some-
thing moustrous in the idea of giving the
majority the right of impressing the vote
of the minority into-is service, and count-
ing them as its own. The plaio 1ule—
that which has ever prevailed, and which
counforms to the dictates of common sense,
is,that where a State votes as a State,

by a majority of ils Delegates, the votes | P

count one, oe they few ormany, or the
State large or small. Oa the contrary,
where the votes of all the Delegates are
counted, the vote individually and inde-
pendenily, each for himself counting one.
Andit isto be wnoted, that wherever this
" Jatter mode of voting exists amang confed-
erated States, it is in all cases founded on
compact, 10 which the conseut of each
- S:ate is required. In the absence of com-
pact, the invariable mode of voting in
such States, is, in all cases, by the ma-
jority, their vote counting one. The
course which Virginia has resolved 1o
1gke, isin violationof this plain and fun-
damental rule, and il it should become a
setiled practice, would be destruetive of
the foundation on which the whole strue-
ture of the State Right doctrine is reared.,

1 hold, in the next place, to be an judis-

psable principle, that the Convention
should be so constituted, as 10 give o each
State, in the nomination of a candidate,
the same relative weight, which the Con
stitution secure to it in the election of the
President, making due allowance for its
relative party strength. By the election,
1 mean the whele—ihe oventual choice
when it goes into the House of Represen-
tatives, as well as the primary vote in the
electoral college. The oneis as much a
part of the election as the other.  The two
make the whole. The adoption of the
oue, in the Convention, which framed the
Constitution, depended on the adoption of
the other. Neither could possibly be adopt-
ed alone. The two were the result of
compromise between the larger and smal-
ler States, after along and doabrful strug-
gle, which threatoned the logs of the Con-
stitution itself.  The object of giving
the eventual choice by the House. was to
counterpoise the preponderance of the lar-

er in the electoral college.  Withioutthis,
the smaller would have voted against the
whole provision, and its rejection would
have been the consequence. Even asii
stands, Delaware voted against it. [n
confirmation of what 1 state, I refer to Mr.
Madison's report on the proceedings of the
Convention.

Having siated what 1 mean by the elec-
tion, it will require hut a few words to ex-
plain my reasons for the principles 1 have
laid down. They areare [ew and simple,
ped rest on the ground, that the nomina-
tion is in reality the election, if coucurred
in, as far as the party isconcerned. Itis
o intended to be.. The leading reason
assigoed for making it, is o prevent a di-
vision of the party, and thereby prevent
the election from guing into the House,
where the smaller States would have the
advaniage intended to be secured to them
by the Constitution, by beiug placed on an
equality with the larger. -

Such being  the intended object and el
fect, I now submit to every candid mind,
whether the Convention ought not to be so
constituted, as to compensate in the nomi-
nation for the important edvaniage in the
olection, which the smaller States surren-
der by going into a Convention.  Would
it not be unfair—a palpable waht of good
faith and subversive of the compromise of
the Constitution fo withhold it? Or, if
demanded, would it be short of an insult 10
refose it? Can it be thought, that the
smaller-States are so debased and absor-
bed inthe party politics of the day, as to
permit_themsolves to be thus indirectly
stripped of a right, which their high min-
ded and patriotic_ancestors sold so dear,
a8 even to prefer the: loss of the Constitu-
_tion itseld, rather than surrender it.

"I object, then, to the proposed Convea-
tion, in this connection, because it makes

-

inportant constitutional right. Instead of

that, i3 advocatesperemptorily and” in-
dignantly refuse any, and treat with scorn
every attempt o secure it. ~Some have
even gone so far, as to deny, that the even-
tual choice of the House constitute any
porlion of the election, and lo manifest
open hostility against the provision of the
Constitution, which contains it.

Il there was no other objection, the one
under consideration would be insuperable
with me. T differ utterly (rom the advo-
cates of the proposed Convention, iu refer-
ence to this proyision. I regard it as one
of the first importance, not becsuse I de-

sire the election to go into the House, bul.

because I believe it to be an indispensable
means, in the hands of the smaller States
of preserving their just and constitutional
weight in the Presidential election, and
through that, in the Executive Department
and the Government itsell, which I believe
to be essential 1o the preservation of our
sublime federal system. 1 regard thead-
jusiment of the velative weight of the
States in the Government to be the fun-
damental compromise of the Constitution,
and that on which our whole political sys-
tem depends. 1ts adjustment consiituled
the great difficulty in forming the Consti-
tntion. The principle on which it was
finally effected  was, that, a provision
should be alsn made, in some form, to
preserve the original equalily of the States
in every department of the Government,
The principle wa easily carried out in
constituting the legislarive department,
by preserving the equalily of the States in
obe branch, (the Senate) and conceding to
population its full preponderance in the
other. Butthe great and difficult task of
reducing it 1o practice was, in the Execu-
tive Department, at the head of which
there is but a single officer. So great was
it, that it occupied the attention of the
Convention, from timeto time, duriug the
whole session, and was very near causing
a failure at lust. It would have been eu
easy 1ask 1o constitute that depariment,
either on the principle of the equality of
the States in the government, or that, of
population. To combine thetwo, in the
election of a single officer, was quite n
different afair; but however difficult, it
had to be performed, at the hazard of losing
the Coostitution.

It was finally accomplished, by giving
to the larger States nearly the same pre-
ponderance iun the electoral college, as
they have in the House, and to the smal-
ler, in the event of a choice by the House,
the same equality- they possess in the
Senate ; thus following closely the analogy
of the Legislative Department. To make
it as close as possible, it was at first pro-
posed o give the eveutual chaice, to the
Senate, instead of the House, but it was
aliered, and the present provision adopted,
for reasons which did not affect the princi-
le.

It was believed by the [ramers, the prae
tical operation of the provision would he,
that the electoral college, in which the in-
fluence of the larger States preponderates,
would nominate, and that the Iouse vo-
ting by States, where their equality is pre-
served, would elect who should be Presi-
dent. To give it that operation- in prae-
tice, the provision, as it origioally stood
in the Coustitution, sas that each elector

should vote for two individuals, without

discriminating which should be Presid nt,
or Vice President, ond if no one had a ma-
jority of the whole votes, then out of the
five highest, the Honse voting by States,
should elect one, aund the person not elect-
ed, haviog the highest nnmber of votes,
ghould be the Vice President. It has been
since altered, so that the clectors should
designate which should be President, and
which Vice President, and the selcetion of
the [fouse was limited tothe three highest.
[t is manifest, that il this provision of the
Constitution had been left 1o operate by
itsell, without the intervention of caucus-
ses, or party conventions hetween the peo-
plo and the election, ihat the practical op-
eration would have been such_us I have
stated, and such as was clearly intended
by the framers of the Constitution.

The objectintended is important. The
preservation of the relative weight of the
Stales, as esiablished by the Constitution
in all the Departinents, is neeessary (o the
success and duration of our system of Go-
vernment 3 but it may be donhted, wheiher
the provision adopted to effect itin the
Execuative Depariment. is not ton refined
for the:strong, and | may add, corrupt pas-
sions, which the Presidential electiod will
ever excite. Certain itis, that if the prac-
tice of nominating Candidates for the
Presideney, by Conventions, constituted.

‘as they proposed, shall become the estab-

lished usage, it will unerly defeat the in-
tention of the framers ol the Constitution,
and would be followed by a radical and
dangerous change, not only in the Execu-
tive Department, but in the Government
itsell.

"This danger was -carly fureseen, apd to
avoid it, some of the wisest and most ex-
perienced siatesmen of former days so
strougly objeeted to Congressional caucus-
sesto nominate caudidates for the Presi-
deney, that they never could be induced
t¢ attend them , among these it will be
sufficient to vame Mr. Macon and Mr.
Lowndes. ~ Others, believing that this
proposition of the Constitution was too
refined for practice. were 'solicitous to

-amend it, but withoul impairivg the influ-

ence of the smaller States in the election.
Among these, I rank myself. With that
object, resolutions were introduced, in
1828, in the Senate by Col. Benton, and
in the House by Mr. McDuffie, providing
for districting the States, and for referring
the election back to the people, in case
there should be no choice, 10 elect one
from the two highest candidates. The
priociple which governed in the amend-

meut proposed, was to give a fair com- |

peusation (o the smaller States for the sur-
render of their advantage in the eventual
choice of the House and at the same time
1o make the mode of electing the Presi-
dent more strietly in conformity with the
principles of our popular iostitations and
to be less liable 10 corruption, than the ex-
isting provision. They received the gene-
ral support of the party, but were objected
to by a (ew, as not being a full equivafem
1o the smaller States. The principle em-
braced is identical with that on which you
proposed (o constitute: the Baltimore Con-
vention, bt whiclihas- been so dictorially

no compensatioo to ihe smaller. States for !

the sutrender of this unquestionable and |

1

objected to by some,.who “then took so
prominent a part iotits favor. If you

have not succeeded, there is at least some
consolation in reflecting that if others have
since changed, you now stand where you
then did, in the purer and better days of
the party. T was in favor of theo, as [am
now, not because 1 consider thie resolutions
as perfect, theoretically, as the existing
provisions of the Constitation, but because
I believe it would in practice more cer-
tainly accomplish what the framers of the
Constitution intended. But while the pro-
vision stands “as it does, [ would regard
myself as little shortof a rraitor to that sa-
cred instrument. should I give my assent.
directly or indirectly, to any practice
which would have the effect of divesting
the<maller States of 1he due weight which
it secures'to them in the Presidential elec-
tion, whether designed or not. Aund here
let me add, that as objectionable as [ think
a Coogressional caucus for nominating o
President, it is in ‘my opinion, far less so,
than a Convention constituted as is pro-
posed. The former bad indeed many
things 1o recommend it. Tis members
consisting of Senators and Representatives,
were the immediate organs of the State
Legislatures, or the people ; were respon-
sible to them, respectively, and wero for
the most part, of high character, siand-
ing and talents. They voted per capita,
and what is very important, they repre-
sented fairly the relative strength of the
party in their respeetive States. In all
these important particulars, it was all that
could be desired for a nominating body,
and formed a striking conirast to the pro-
med Convention ; aud yet, it could not

e borne by the people in the then purer
days of the Republic. I,"acting with Gen.
Jackson and most of the leaders of the
parly at the time, contributed to put it
down, because we believed it to be liable
to be acted on and influenced by the pat:
ronage of the Government—an objection
far more applicable to a Convention con-
stituted as the one proposed, than a.Con-
gressional caucus, Far however was it
then from my intention, in aiding o put
that down, to substitute in its place what
! regard as an hondred times more objec-
tionable in every point of view. Indeed,
il there must be do intermediate body be-
tween the penple and the election, un-
known 1o the Constitution, it may be well
questioned whether a betier than the old
p!andof & Congressional caucus can be de-
vised.

maintaining the right éecured the smaller
States by the compromisa of the Consti-
tation, 1 am actuated by no partisan feel-
ing or desire to conciliate their good opin-
jou. If the case was reversed, and the
rights of the larger instead of ihe smaller,
were invaded, I would with equal readi-
ness and firmness, stagd ap in their de-
fence. 1am the partisan of neither one,
nor the other, but simply a supporter of
the Constitation, and what I believe to be
just and fair. I regord the Constitution,
as the only ark of salety for all, and I be-
lieve thatin defending it, 1 defend the in-
terest and safety of each and all; the grea-
ter as well as the smaller—the Statea in-
vading tte right of the others,as the States
whose right are invaded. 4

1 havelaid down the principle, on which
[ rest the objection in quesiion, with the
limitation, that the relative weight of the
Siates should be maintained, making due
nllowance for their relative party strength.
The propriety of the limitation is so ap-
parent, that a few words. in illustration,
will be required. The Convention is a
party Convention, and profesiedly inten-
ded 10 take the sense of the party, which
cannot be done fairly, il States having but
little party strength, are put on an equal-
ity with those which have much. If that
were done, the result might bs, that a
small portion of the party from States the
least aound, politically, and which could
give but liule support to Congress, might
select the eandidate, and make the Presi-
deut, against a great majority of the sound-
est, and on which the President and his
administration would have to rely for sup-
port. All this is clearly too uofair and
impraper to be denied. There may be a
great difficulty in applying a remedy in a
Convention, but I do not feel myself called
upon tosay how it can be done, or by
what standard the relative party strength
of the respective States should be deter-
mined ; perhaps the best would be their
relative strength in Congress at the time.
In laying down the principle, 1 added the
limitat‘on for the sake of accuracy, aud to
show how imperfectly the party must be
represented wheo it isoverlooked. 1 eee
no piovision in the proposed Convention
1o meet it. g

But, in order to realize how the Coaven-
tion will operate, it will be necessary to
view the combined effectsof the objec-
rions which I have. Thus viewed, it will
be found, thata Convention so constilu-
ted, tends irresistibly to ceatralization—
centralization of the control aver the Pres-
identinl election in the hands of the few of
the ceniral, large States, ai firat, ond final-
Iy. in politieal managers, office holders and
office seckers ; or to express it differently,
in that portion of the community, who
live, or expectto live on the Government,
in coutradistinction to the great mass, who
expect tolive on their owu means, or their
honest indusiry ; and who maintain the
Government, and politically speaking, em-
phatically the people.

That such would he the case, may be
inferred from the fact, thatit would afford
the means to some six or seven Statcs
Iying contiguous and not far from the cen-
tre of the Union, to control the nomina-
tion, and through that the election, by con-
centrating their united voice io the Con-
vention. Give them the power of doing,
g0, and it would not long lie dormant.—
What may be done by combination, where
the temptation is so great, will be sure cre
long 1o be done. To combive and con-
quer, is not less true as a maxim, W here
power is concerned, than tv “Divide and
conquer.” Nothing is better established,
than that the desire for power can bring
together and unito" the most disordant
materialy. X

But the tendency to centrniization will not
stop there. The appointment of delegates en-
masse by State Convention, would tend, at
the same time and even:with greater force, to
centralize this control in the hands of the few,
who make politics a trade. The farther the
Couvention is removed from the people, the
movre cerlninlay the control over it will be plac-
ed in the hands of the interested few, and when
removed three or four degrees, as hrs been

shown it will be, where the appointment is by

In taking the ground I have, in favor of | &

| State Conventions, the power of the people

-will cease, and the seekers of Executive favor
will become supreme. At that slage, en ac-
tive, trained and combined corps will he formed
in the party, whose whole time and attention
will'be directed to politics. It will ba their sole
business. Into their hands the nppointments
of delegates in all the stages will fall, and they
will take special cara that none but themselves
or their hamble and obedient dependants shall
be appointed. "The central and State Conven-
tions will be filled by the mostexperienced and
cunning, and after nominating the President,
they will take good care to divide the patroa-
nge and offices, both of the General and State
Governments, among themselves and their de-
pendents. But why say will 7 Isit not already
the case ? Have there not been many instunces
of State Conventions being filled by office hold-
ers and office seekers, who after 'making the
nowination, have divided the offices in the State
among themselves and their partisans, and join-
ed in recommending to the candidate whom
they had just nomirated,to appoipt them to the
offices to which they have been respectively
allotted. If such be the case in the infancy of
the system. it must énd. if such conventions
shonld become the established usage, in the
President nominating his successor. When it
comes to that, it will not be long before the
sword will take.place of the Constitution.

Such me my objections to the mode in which
the proposed " Convention is 10 be constituted,
und my reasons for entertaining them. They
are such, that [ cannot refuse to obey them
without ronouncing the principleswhich I have
often avowed in public and private, and which
have guided me through the whole course of
my public life.

In coming lo this conclusion, I have not pas-
sed over, without careful examination, the rea-
sons assigned by its advocates for constituting
the Convention as they propose. They have
not diminished the force of my objections. I
propose to notice the most prominent.

That which they have orged with the greal-
ostconfidence, is, that each State has a right to
appoint Delegates as she pleases. I meet it,
.tiy utterly denying that there is any such right.

hat each Staie has a right to act as it pleases,
in whatever relntes to it exclusively, no one
will deny; but itis a perfect novel docirine,
thatany State hassuch aright, when she comes
w act in concert with others in reference to
what concerns the whole. In such cases it is
the plainest dictate of common sense, that what-
ever affects the whole should be regulated by
the mutual consent of all, and not by the dis-
cretion of each. That by the appointment of
Delegates to the proposed Convention isa
cuze of this description, I trust T have conclu-
sively shown. 1 have, I nlso trust shown more,
that the supposed right is perfectly deceptive,
for wahile it claims for each Suate the right to
appoint Delegates as it pleases, it in.reality
ives the lnrger Stales the right to dictate how
the others shall appoint. 1IF, for example, the
Empire State. as il is called, adopts the mode
of appointing (ns she has) which will concen-
trate Fmr whole strength, what diseretion would
she lsave to others, if they go into Convention,
but to appoiut as she has appointeds or to be
ruled by her. It is thon, neither more nor less
than a clai to dictate, ander the gorb of a
right, and such its exercise has proved in the

resent cuse. It has left no option, but to con-
orm to her course, or be overruled, or refuse
to go irito the Convention.

fregral this, because I sincerely desire to

reserve the harmony of the party. I had strong

ope that the rally afier the defeat in 1840 would
be exclusively on principles. This hope was
greally strengthened by the truly ropublican
and noble stand, tnken at the extra session and
the earlier portion of the suceeeding regular
session. During that period ol rigid adher-
ence to principle, perfect harmony pervaded
the ranks of the party. I beheld it with joy. T
believed the moment highly favorable for the
thorongh raformation of the Government and
tie reatoration of the Constiiution. To the
Republican party, 1looked for the ascomplish-
mont of this reut work; and I accordingly
feltthe deepest solicitude, that the stand tuken,
and the harmony which existed, should be pre-
served. Lnorderthatit should, I made up my
mind to waive the objection, which [ have long
entertained to any intermediate body, anknown
to the Coustituticn, between the people and
the election of the President, in the hope taat
the proposed Convention would be so constitn-
ted that I might consistently with my prinei-
ples give it my support. In this 1 have been
disappointed, nnd being so, I am compelled to
decide ns I havo done. 1'be same motives which
impellod me to separate from the administra-
tion of Geu. Jackson, in the plenitude of its

ower, and to come lo the rescue of Mr. Van

nren’s at its greatest depression, compels me
now to withhald my neme from the proposed
Convention.

Having now assigned my reasons for refusing
to permit my name to_go before the Baltimore
Conventiou, it rests with you who have placed
it before the people and assented to abide by a
Convention fairly constituted to determine
whnt conrse you will pursue.

Be your decision what it may I shall be con-
tent. ~But I rerard it as due to the oceasion, lo
you any myself, to declare that under no cir-
cumstances whatever shall I support any can-
didate, who is opposed to free trade, and in fa.
vor of the protective policy, or whose promi.
nent ard influential friends and supporters are,
I hold the policy to be another name for a sys-
tem of monopoly and plunder, and to be tho-
roughly anti republican and federal in its char-
acter. 1also hold that so long as the duties
are sn laid as to he in fact bounties to one por-
tion of the community, while they operate as
oppressive taxes on the other, there can be no
hope that the Government can be reformed, or
that its expenditares will be reduced to the pro-
per standard.

Were I, with the evidences before me, to
say otherwise of my conrse, it wounld be, prac-
tically, to declore that I regard the rotective
policy to be an open question, so far as the
party is concerned; which I would consider on
my part, a virtual abandonment of the cause of
Free Trade. That can never be. I have done
and soffered too much for it, when its friends
were few and feeble, to abandon it now—now,
when the auspices every where, on this and
the other side of the Atluntic, proclaim the ap-
proaching downfall of protection and the per-
manent triamph of Free Trade. 1, who up-
held it ngainst monopoly and plunder, in the
worst of times, and braved the menaces of Ad-
ministration and Opposition, when backed but
by a single State,—will not—cannot abandon
the glorious cause now, when its b:mr[er waves
in proud triumph over the metropolis of the
commercinl world. No, I shall muiniain im-
movenbly the gronnd I have so long occupied,
antil T have witnessed its great and final victo-
ry, if it shall please the Disposer of Events to
spare my life, so long. It will be, indeed, a
victory—the harbinger of a new dnd brighter
and higher civilization.

Much less, still, can 1 give my sapport toany
candidate, who ehall give his aid or counten-
ance to the agitation of abolition in Congress
or elsewhere; or whose prominent and influ-
ential friends and supporters shall. 1 doubt
the gincerity of uny man, who declares he is no
abolitionist. whilst at the same time, he nids or
conntenances the agitation of the question, be
his pretext what it may. Il we huve a right to
our slaves, we have tho right to hold them in
peace and quiet. IF the Constitution guaran-
tees the one, it guarantees the other; and if it
forhids the one Irom being attacked, it equally
forbids the other. Indeed the one stands to the
other, as means to an end, and is so avowed by
the-abolitionists; and on the plainest princi-
ples of mornls, if the end be prohibited, the
means of effecting it olso are. Of the two. I

regard the deluded funatic far less guilty and

urposes, aids or countenances him, in what
e knows is intended to do that, which he nc-
knowledges to he forbidden by the Constitu-
tion, '-

It is time that an end should be put to this
system of plunder and agitation. They have
been borne long enough. They are kindred
mensores and hostile, as far, at least, as one
portion of the Union is concerned. While the
tariff takes from us the proceeds of onr labor,
aholition strikes at the E:abor itself. The one
robs us of our income, while'the other aims at
destroying the source from which that income
isderived. It is impossible for ns to stand pa-
tiently much longer, under their double oper-
ation, without being i"ll-rnm ished and rnined.

JOHN C. CALHOUN.

R S Ok e
CONGRESSIONAL.
Correspondencs of the Charleston Patriot
WasainegTonN, Jan. %4.

In the Senate, after the presentation of
a host of petitions on the subjectof posiage,
the bill for the improvement of the Fox
and Wisconscin Rivers, was dcbated and
again postponed.

The resolution of the Finance Commit-
tee, relative 10 the Tariff bill of Mr. Me-
Douffie, was again taken up.

Mr. Berrien raised a point of order, to-
wil, that the only question -legitimate!
before the Senate, was whether the bill
could eriginate in the Senate, and that de-
bate on the merits of the bill could nolL be
in order.

This was debated by. Messrs. Bagb;

Sevier and others. Finally Mr. Berrign
moved to lay the whole maiter on the
table. The motion was subsequently
withdrawn to enable Mr. McDuffie to
reply 1o Mr. Evans. The foriner how-
ever, is bound to renew the motion.

The Senate spent the remainder of that
day in Executive Session. .

1o the House a report was made from
the minority of the Commitiee on Elec-
tions, in the case of the non-districted
members. Its takes opposite ground to
the report of the majority, and contends
that said members were not lawfully elec-
ted. Ten thousand extra copies of both
report, have been ordered 1o be printed.
_l presume the debale on this knotty sub-
ject will occupy at least a month.

Afier the disposal of several unimpor-
tant matters; the House resumed the con-
sideration of the report of the Select Com-
mittee on the Rules. The question was
still on the motion to re-committ the Re-
port with instructions to re-insert the 21st
Rule,

_Mr. Winthrop resumed and concluded
his remarks against the rule.

Mr. Payne followed. and intimated that
all this abolition ery was raised by men
who sought to create a storm in the hope
that they might ride upon the whirlwind.
He incidentally defended the institution
of slavery, and argued that it is a neces-
sary connomitant of civilization.

Thbe morning hour baving expired, the
subject was agaio laid over.

A bill was reported from the Commit-
tae on Claims, providing for the payment
of the passage of Lafsyeite from this
country to France, in 1824.

The House then went into Committez,
and took up the resolution reported yester-
day from the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs. It puts forth that in the opiuvion of
|!1e Commitiee, it is not expedient, at this
time, to inlerfere with the quesiion of Ore-
gon, inasmuch as the negodations are
about commencing.

Mr. Owen has moved to amend by in-
serting ‘it 1s expedient.” On this mo-
tion, he agaiv took the floor, and resumed
his remarks from yesterday. He argued
that it is the duty of this Goverumeut
give immediate potice to Great Britain of
our intention to amoul that portion of the
"Treaty of 1818, which relates to the joint
occopation of Oregoo. In his opinion
Great Britain has pot the shadow of a
title to the Territory ; also, that it is the
height of folly for us to negotiate about
that which is clearly our own.

Mr. Thomasson followed in support of
the resolution of the Commitiee.

Mr. Wentworth advacated the amend-
ment, and made a real war speech.

The subject was then laid aside, and
the Comimittee took up a bill authorizing
the transfer of certain appropriations, so
as to enable the Navy Depariment to con-
tinue the works recently suspended at the
various Navy Yards.

A debate ensued, afier which, without
taking the question, the Committee arose,
and the House adjourned.

_ Jaunuary 25.

In the Senate, the resolution of M.
Semple, calling on the Secretary of State
for information relative to our consular sys-
tem, was adopted, with an amendinent re-
quiring a statement of the number of
Consuls in our service who are not eiti-
zens. The number is 1 believe, great. I
is the intention of Mr. Semple to insert a
clause in his bill, prohibiting the appoint-
ment of any Cousul who is not a citizen.
Should the bill pass in that shape, it will
he difficult for the Government lo procore
Consuls at some of the remote stations, for
the reason that the amountof fees is so
trifling that no citizen would think it worth
while to go from this country. It is on this
account that the services of resideat Con-
suls of other nations have been secured.

The resolution of Mr. Semple, request-
ing the President 18 notify the British Go-
vernment of our intention to amead that
aiticle of the treaty of 1818, which relates
to the joint occupation of Oregon, was
next taken up.

Mr. Archer desired it might be referred
to the Commitiee on Foreign Afairs,there
to remain until the result of the approach-
inE\negaiiaﬁnnu should be known.

Mr. Semple contended that the resolu-
tion will in no way interfere with the ne-
gotiations. .

After some remarks from Messrs. Buch-
anan and Atchison, the snbject was laid
over:

A bill was reported from the Milirary
Committee to Fepeal the act of last Ses-
sion, dismounting the 2d Regiment of
Dragoous.

Alier some debate on the bill to improve
the navigation of Fox and Wisconsiu Riv-
ers, the Senate adjourned to Monday next.

In the House, the whole day was taken
up on a motion to print & report wade this
morning on the coalesled election case
of Messrs. Goggin: and Gilmer. Finslly,
the motion to print pr&fﬁﬂﬂd- The Re-
port is in favor of Mr. Gilmer.

There are several cases of sickuess

dangerous than e, who, for political or party‘} among members, Mr. Phoenix, of New ..

“York, lies at the point of death, With - the
billious fever. ¥ e
This morning, just befure

of glass were broken. Mr. Broadfield de--

vented hy ‘Mr. Payoe. It appears. that
the affair grew out of a report in the above
paper relative to the proceedings between-
Messrs. Weller and Stewart last week,
The weather to-day is at least twenty
degrees colder. We shall, -1 presume,
have 1o pay with interest for the recent
mild temperature. o
At the Assembly Rooms last eveni
afier the dancing, some of the gentle
got up a fight, avd amused themselyy

Nt

Among those mentioned as likely to're- -
ceive the nomination of Seécretary of the.
Navy, is R. M. Saunders, one of the
Democratic mambers from N. Caroiipa.

Johnson desired to introduee bis proposed
amendment to the rules, so that none bag

pers shall have desks on the floor. It not-
being in order, powever, at present, the
mater lies over. Should thisamendmens
prevail, the people will koow’ but very
little of the real movements of their Repre-
sentatives. * Itis well known that the City
papers, depending &s they do, on lhe pat-

10 the lot of the reporters for distant news-

the political doings, ete. behind the scenes.
There can be no excuse for wilfal misrep-

restraint removed. ; £
Mr. Black made an nnsuccessful motig

-

the expediency of appointing a corps of

House; and reporters to report verbatim.
‘This would never answer, lor the reports.
would be so volumuious that no ten
pers could contain them. And if this diffi-
culty were removed, who could be found
to read such a mass of uninteresting mai-

have the principal poiots of the speeches,
with the  line of argument. Alr '
this is seldom read. - °° :
Mr. Wise from the Select Committee on
the Rules made a minority report. Among
other matters, it provides for the retention
of the 21st Rule.
Several executive communications io
answer to resolutions, were received.—
Among them was one from the President’
giving the Jatest ioformation relative to'the
remaining Indians in Florida. :
In his‘despaichof N ov. 1843, General
Worth states : “As yet few have manifest-
ed a disposition to emigrate, and the time

by coercive measures, as they are some-
what shy and distrustiul of the w hites.—
All have visited Tampa cxcept a few of

oply. ~ These apprehensions under the
policy pursued will sovn wear away, when
il considered desirable, advantage may be
taken of a favorable occasion 1o send off!
the whole. Precipitancy will oceasion
much and vexatious difficulty. Since the
pacification of Aug. 14, 1842, these people
have ohserved perfect good faith, and
strictly fulfilled their engagements. Not
an instance of unkindness towards the
whiles has yet occurred.”

The remainder of the day was spent in
Committee of the Whole on private bills.

more Patriot, who had the fight with Mr.
Weller on Thursday, has demanded sat-
isfaction. The bearer of the challenge
was a highly distinguished ex-member of
Congress from Maryland. It appears
however that Mr, Weller has declined to
acceptit. Mr. Shriver is of one of the
first families in Maryland, and was re-
(éent]y a candidate for the Senate of that
tate. :

From the Charleston Mercury, Feb. 3.

We had no letter from Washingtoo yes-
terday, but the proceedings of the House
ou Saturday were without interest. The
Senate was not in session, The Mails
will be due from Washington to-day.

The Madisonian of Sawrday defines its
position on the Presidency. 1t isopposed
to Van Burea on various grounds—one of
which is the uniform hostility of the grea-
ter portion of Mr. Van B's. frieuds to Mr.
Tyler during his term of office—and an-
other is the Caucus system of nomination
adbered 1o in Mr. Van Buren’s favor, by
which as the Madisonian argues, candi-
dates are forced upon the people, instead
of being sclected by them. But that pa-
per also declares utter and irreconsible hos.
tility to Mr. Clay and his measures, and
ends by saying its position is one of armed
nentrality between the parties.

In the same vumber we find a8 corres-
pondence that has interested us, between
Mr. Saunders of the House, and Mr. Hen-
shaw, late Secretary of the Navy. The
laiter reviews the various petty slanders
that have been put in circulation against
his character as an honest man, and which
have even been set up as the pretexis of
his rejection by the Senate. Mr. Henshaw
shows in a very simple and very conclu-
sive way that these imputations Wwero
slanders, and very silly and poorly com~
trived oces. We trast there is too mueb
dignity in the Senate to keep the veil over
their proceedings in_this case. Mn Hen-
shaw has heen considered an able, faithfal
and eficient admipisirator of the Navy
Depariment—we have ever considered

has suffered a loss by his rejeetion.: The
general belief is that he was rejecied be-.
cause he was neither a Clay mao por &
Van Boren man. But whatever the rea-
sons, we presume the Senate will oot
shrink from avowing them. e

Inportant Law Suils.—A Washington
letter says—*Two of the most important
law suits ever bronght 1o issue in this coun-

iry,
preme Court.

are now being tried before the Su-
That of Mrs. Gaines is the

first on the calender,

and involves the

sired to separale the parties, but waspre--

ronage of Congress, dare not in many ca-
ses report the whole truth. Hence it falls ©

sentation. but [ am persvaded ‘that far °
greater order is now obser¥ed than there” /.
would be were this wholesome. but hated -

to suspend the rules, for the purpose of
introducing a resolution, providing for the -
appointment of a Committee to consider -

sworn reporiers for the service of the

ter. The people care nothiog about the
dry details of Congress. They desireto .

beyond *

has not yet arrived 1o effect their removal.

the very aged, but in parties of 1010 15 °

him. and have no doubt what the ecountfy .

the Spesker- -

took the Chair. a fracas occurred between | -
Mr. Weller and the Reporter of the Balii~
more Patrior. ~In the fight, soveral squares

.'_l-'-‘;.‘j; TR
-..8"!5’-_'.3

by | --.‘
throwing decanters at each _others'..bmid:'

Japuvary 27...
In the House this morning, Mr. Cave =

the Reporters of the Washington City pa- .

papers to supply the omission, and to give -

1t is #aid that Mr. Shriver of the Balti-




