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TERMS:

The “ Mecklenburg Jeffersonian’ is published weekly, at
Tiro Dollars und Fifty Cents, if paid in advance; or Three
Dollars, if not paid before the expiration of THREE MONTHS
from the tirne of subscribing. Any person who will procure
siz subscribers and become responsible for their subscriptions,

hall have a copy of the paper gratis ;—or, a club of fen sub-
scribers may have the paper one year for Tuwenty Dgllars in
advance.

No paper wili be discontinued while the subscriber owes any
thing, if he is able to pay ;—and a fatlure to noufy the Editor
of a wish to discontinue at lcast oNE MoNTH betore the expira-
tion of the time paid for, will be considered a new engagement.

Oricinal Subscribers will not be allowed to discontinue the
paper before the expiration of the first year without paying for
a full year’s subscription.

Advertisements will be conspicuously and correctly insert-
¢d at One Dollar per square for the first insertion, and 7'wen-
ty-fire Cents for each continuance—except Court and other
judicial advertisements, which will be charged fwenty-five per
cont. higher than the above rates, (owing to the delay, gene-
rally, attendant upon collections). A liberal discount will be
ade to those who advertise by the year. Advertisements sent
in for publication, must be marked with the numnber of inser-
tions desired, or they will be published until forbid and charg
ed accordingly.

I Letters to the Editor, unless containing moncey 1n sums
of Flire Dollars, or over, must come free of postage, or the
amount paid at the office here will be charged to the writer

. 2
n every instance, and collected as other accounts.

\Veel;ly Almanac for July, 1342.

MOON'S PHASLS:

DAYS. i Sux

Suas
ISE

SET.
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m

12 Tuesday,

252§7 € i
13 Wednesday, | 4 52 \ 7 8 D. H. M.
i4 Thursday, 49537 7{LastQuarter, 1 133 M
15 Friday, 4 54| 7 6] New Moon 8 464M
16 Saturday, ‘ 4 b1 l'i 6 | First Quarter, !): 11 3’1 A
17 Sunday, | 45547 5 l Full Moon, 22 4 2M
13 Monday. 1 557 B

Carolina Inn,
CHARLOTTE, NOR TIH-CAROLINA.

THE above Establishment, situa- ﬁ
i li

i@ ted on main-street, north of the Cout
=B [{ouse, in the Town of Charlotte, N. ==
C., is «till kept open by the undersigned for the ac-
commodation of the public. The proprietor feels con-
fident of his ability to give entire satistaction to all
who may patronise his House. The travelling pub-
lic will find at the Carolina Inn every comtfort, con-
venience and attention necessary 10 xcircsh and re-
invigorate both man and horse. I’urucular‘p;uns
will_be bestowed on the Table, Bar, and Beds—
that every thing shall be in the most sumptuous and
neat order;—and the Stables will always be sup-
plied with abundance and attended by faithful, ex-
perienced Hostlers.  In short, the subseriber is de-
termined to keep up the accommedations at his
House in a style unsurpassed by any similar estab-
lishment in the interior country. All he asks from
the public is, to give him a (PRl

Drovers can at all times be supplied with conve-
pient and well enclosed LOTS, on moderate terms,
and furnished with grain at a low price.
JENNINGS B. KERR.

Clarlotte, June 2, 1842, 65...F

TRAVELLERS,

TAKE NOTICIL
B
L

TIMOTHY R. HUGHES

HAVING obtained the MANSION HOU L for pub
lic accommodation, informs his friends and the pub-
lic generally, that he is now prepared to receive and
entertain all who may favor him with their patron-
age. |
l:fli.; TABLE shall always be well and plentifully
supplied with every thing the country 'a‘ﬂords, to
Jease and satisfy the palate even of an epicure.

His BAR will be found furnished with a choice
sclection of Liquors, Wines and Cordials, both for-
cign and domestic.

Tis STABLES shall be constantly attended by
faithful and attentive hostlers and supplied with
abundant provender. ) :

N. B. The Stage Officc is kept at the Mansion

House. . ‘
Charlotte, N. C., May 23, 1S12. 64...6m

'To the Churches within the bounds
OF THE
CONCOEZDo

T the last stated meeting of the ‘PREsm"TEnY oF
A Concord, held at Steel Creek Church, it was

Resolved, That the second Saturday of July next.

be obhserved as a day of fasting, l;pxmhqtnonu and

srayer, in view of the low state of religion in atl Oul

]Chflrclics. STEPHEN FRONTIS,

Stated Clerk.
69...2w.

-

June 214, 1842,

LAST CALL- A" Mistalke!

LL persons indebted to the late firm of Nor-
A ment and Sandry, and also to Wm. Sandry, ci-
ther by note or book account contracted previous to
the commencement of 1842, are agaln informed
that payment is earnestly demanded. Those who
do not pay up their notes and accounts with the
cash betore or during the ensuing July Court, may

inly count on paying cost.
e s B WiLLIAM SANI(?RY.
1§

Charlotte, June 14, 1842. 5...1C

JOB PRINTING.

E are prepared at this Office with a handsome,
supply of Fancy Type, to execute all kinds of

Pov=Printing

n a very superior style, and a short notice. Oders
will be thankfully received.
Teflersonian Office, Charlotte, March 9, 1841,

Il SPEECH OF
OF SOUTH CAROLINA,

Delivered in the United States Senate, February 23, 1842
"Phe proposiuon of Mr. Cray, to abolish from the Constitu-
tion the Veto power, being under cousideration,

Mr. CarnouN said : The Senator from Kentucky
in support of his amendment, maintained that the
people ol these States constitute a nation ; that
the nation has a will of its own; that the numerical
majority of the whole was the appropriate orgau ol
its voice: and that whatever derogated from it, to
that extent departed {rom the genius of the Govern-
ment, and set up the will of the minority against the
majority. We have thus presented at the very
threshold of the discussion, a question of the deep-
est import, not only as it regards the subject under
consideration, but the nature and character of our Go-
vernment; and that question is, are these proposi-
tions of the Senator true?* If they be, then he
admitted the argument against the veto would be
conclusive ; not however, for the reason assigned
by him, that it would make the voice of a single
functiguary of the Government, (the President,)
equivalent to that of some cix Senators and torty
members of the other House ; but for the far more
decisive reason, according to his theory, that the
President is not chosen by the voice of’ the numeri-
cal majority, and does not therefore, uaccording to
his principle, represent truly the will of the nation.

It is a great mistake o suppose that he is elected
simply on the principle of numbers. They consti-
tute, it is true, the principal element in his election ;
but not the exclusive. Liach State is entitled to as
many votes in his election, as it is to representatives
in the other House, that is, to its Federal popula-
tion ; but to these, two others are added, having no
regard to numbers of their representation in the
Senate, which greatly increases the relative influ-
ence of the small States, compared to the large, in
the Presidental election. What etfect this latter el-
ement may have on the numbers necessary to elect
a President, may be made apparent by a very short
and sumple caleulation,

The population of the Uunited Staics, in Federal
numbers, by the last census, is 15,908,376. Assu-
ming that sixty-eight thousand, the number report-
ed by the commitiee of the other House, will be fix-
ed on lor the ratio of representation there, it will
give, according to the caleulation of the committee,
two hundred and twenty-tour members to the other
House. Add fifty-two, tie number of the Senators,
and the electoral coliege will be tound to consist of
two hundred and seventy-six, o’ which one hundred
and thirty-nine is a majority. It ninetcen of the
smaller States, excluding Maryland, be taken, be-
ginning with Deloware and ending with Kentucky
inclusive, they will be found to be entitled to ene-
hundred and torty votes, one more than a majority,
with a Federal population of only 7,227,869 ;5 while
the sceven othier States, with a population ot 8,680,-
507, would be entitled to but one hundred and thir-
ty-six votes, three less than a majority, with a pop-
ulation of almost a million and a halt’ greater than
the others. Ot the one hundred and forty clectoral
votes of the smaller States, thirty-cight would bo
on account of the addition of’ two to cach State for
their representation in this body, while of the lurger
therc would be but fourteen on that account; ma-
king a ditference of twenty-four votes on that ac-

Ohio, the third State in point of numbers m the
Union.

"The Senator from Kentucky, with these facts, but
acts in strict conformity to his theory of the Gov-
ernment, in proposing the limitation he has on the

the substitute he has ottered. 'T'he argument is as
conclusive against the one, or any other modifica
tion of the veto that could possibly be devised. It
goes farther, and is conclusive against the Execu-
tive department itself, as elected ; for there can be
no good reason offeicd why the will of the nation,
it there be one, should not be as fully and pertectly
represented in that department as m the Legisla-
tive.

But it does not stop there. It would be still morc
conclusive, if possible, against this branch of the
Government. In constituting the Senate, numbers
are totally disregarded. The smallest State stands
on a periect equality with the largest; Delaware,
with her seventy-seven thousand, with New York
with her two millions and a half. Here a majority
of States control, without regard to population ; and
fourteen of the smallest States, with a federal popu-
lation of but 4,064,457, little less than a fourth of the
whole, can, if they unite, overrule the twelve oth-
ers, with 2 population of 11,814,919. Nay, morc;
thiey eould virtaally destroy the Government, and
put a veto on the whole system, by refusing to clect
Seaators; and yet this equality among States, with-
out regard to numbers, including the branch where
it prevails, would seem to be the favorite with the
Constitution. It is its provision that cannot be alter-
ed without the conseut ol every State, and this
branch of the Government where it prevails, is the
only one that participates in the powers of all the
others. As a part of the Legislative Deparument,
it has full parucipation with the other, in ali matters
of” legislation, except originating money bills, while
it participates with the Executive in two of its high-
est functions, that of” appointing to office and ma-
king treaties, and in that the Judiciary, in being the
high court before which all impeacnments are tried.

But we have not yet got to the end of the conse-
quences.  The argument would be as conclusive
against the Judiciary as agamst the Senate, or the
Iixecutive and his veto. The judges receive their
appointments from the Executive and the Senate;
the one nominating, and the other consenting to and
advising tae appointment ; neither of which depart-
ments, as has been shown, is chosen by the numeri-
cal majority. In addition, they hold their office
during good behavior, and can only be turned out
by impeachment, and yet they have the power, in
ail cases in law and equity brought before them, in
which an act of Congress is involved, to decide on
its constitutionality—that is in effect, to pronounce
an absolute veto.

If, then, the Senator’s theory be correct, its clear
and certain result, 1f carried out in practice, would
be to sweep away, not only the Executive, the Sen-
ate, and the Judiciary, as now coustituted. laud to
leave nothing standing in the midst of the ruins but
the House of Representatives, where only, in the
whole range of the Government, numbers exclusive-
ly prevail. Butas desolating as would be its sweep,

#Mr. Cray here interrupted Mr. CaLrousy, and said that he
meant a majority according to the forms of the CO]]SIlluHO:lL
Mr. Calhoun, in return, said he had taken down the words
of the Senator at the time, and would vouch for the correct-
ness of his statement. The Senator not only laid down the
propositions_as stated, but he drew conclustons fron‘l then&

nst the President’s veto, which could only be sustaine
on the principle of the numerical majority. In fact his cmtn‘r.se
at the extra session, and the grounds assumed both by him

and his colleague 1n this discussion, had their origin 1n the
doctrines cmbsaced in that proposition.

count, being two more than the electoral votes of

veto power ; but as much cannot be said in favor of

In passing over the Government, it would be far
more destructive in its whirl over the Constitution.
‘I'here 1t would not leave a fragment standing amidst
the ruin in its rear.

In approaching this topic, let me premise, what
all will readily admit, that if the voice of the people
may be sought for any where with confidence, it
may be in the Constitution, which is conceded by
all to be the fundamental and paramount law of the

land.  If, then, the people of these States do really
constitute a naticn, as the Serator supposes; if the
nation has a will of its own, an? if the numerical
inajority of the whole is the only appropriate and
true organ of that will, we may fairly expect to
find that will, pronounced through the absolute ma-
Jority, pervading every part cf that instrument, and
stamping its authority on the whole. 1s such the
fact? ‘T'he very reverse. ‘T'hroughout the whole
frem first to last—from beginning to the end—in its
formation, adoption, and amendment, there is not the
slightest evidence, trace, or vestige of the existence
of the facts on which the Senator’s theory rests; nei-
tiret of the nation, nor its will, nor of the numerical
majority of the whole, as its organ, as 1 shall next
proceed to show.

‘I'he convention which formed it was called by a
portion of the States; its members were all appoin-
ted by the States ; received their authority from their
separaie States; voted by States in forming the Con-
stitution ; agreed to it, when formed, by States; trans-
mitted it to Congress to be submitted to the States

each State in convention, each ratifying by itself] for
uself, and bound exclusively by its own ratification,
and by express provision it was not to go into ope-
ration, unless nine out of the twelve States shonld
ratify, and then to be binding only between the
States ratifying. It was thus put in the power of
any four States, large or small, without regard to
nunbers, to defeat 1ts adoption, which might have
been doie by a very small proportion of the whole,
as will appear by reference to the first census.
‘That census was taken very shortly after the adop-
tion of the Constitution, at which time the Federal
population of the then twelve States was 3,462,279,
of which the four smallest, Delaware, Rhode lsland;
Cieorgia, and New Hampshire, with a population
of ouly 211,490, something 1more than the four-
teenth part of the whole, could have defeated the
ratification.  Such was the total disregard of popu-
lation in the adoption and formation of the Constitu-
tion.

1t may, however, be said, it ic true, that the Con-
stitution is the work of the States, and that there
was no nation prior to its adoption ; but that its adop-
tion fused the people of the States into one, so as to
make a nation of what before constituted separate
and independent sovereignties, Such an assertion
would be dircctly in the teeth of the Constituiion,
which says that, when ratified, “it should be biud-
ing, (not over the States ratifying, for that would im-
ply that it was imposed by some higher authority,
nor between the mdividuals composing the States,
for that would imply that they were all merged in
one, but) belween the States ratifying the same;”
and thus by the strongest unplication, recognising
them us the partics to the instrument, and as main-
taining their separate and independent existence as
States, after its adoption.  But let that pass. I need
1t not to rebut the Senator’s theory to test the truth
ot the assertion, that the Counstituticn has formed a
nation of the people of these Staies. 1 go back to
the grounds already taken, that if such be the fact
—ii they really form a nation, since the adoption of
the Coustitution, and the nation has a will, and the
numerical majority is its only proper organ, in that
case, the mode prescribed for the amendinent of the
Constitation would furnish abundant and conclu-
sive evidence of the fact. But here agaiu, as in its
formation and adoption, there is not the slightest
trace ov evidence, that such is the fact; on the con-
trary, most conclusive to sustam the very opposite
opinion.

Constitution may be proposed. ‘I'he one, such as
that now proposed, by a resolution to be passed by
two-thirds of both houses; and the other by a call
of a convention, by Congress, to propose amend:
ments, on the application of two-thirds of the States;
neither of which give the least countenance to the
theory of the Senator. In both cases the mode of
modification, which is the material point, is
the same, and requires the concurring assent
of three-four ths of the States, regardiess of pop-
ulation, to ratify an amendment.  Let us now
pause for a moment to trace the cffvets of this
provision. _

'I'here are now twenty-six States, and the con-
curring assents, of course, of twenty States, is suth-
cent to ratify an amendment. It then results that
twenty of the smaller States, of which IKentucky
would be the largest, arc suflicient for that purpose,
with a population in federal numbers of only 7,652,-
097, less by several hundred thousand than the nu-
merical majority of the whole, against the united
voice of the other six, with a population of 8,219,-
279, exceeding the former by more than half a mil-
lion. And yet this minority under the amending
power, may change, alter, modify or destroy every
part of the Constitution, except thz}t which prqvxdes
for an equality of represeu!ation of the S'mes in the
Senate, while, as if i1 mockery and derision of t.he
Senator's theory, nineteen of the larger Stateg, with
a population, in federal numbers, of 14,526,073,
cannot, even if united to a man, alter a lgtter in the
Constitution, against the seven others, with a popu-
lation of only 1,382,303 ; and this, too, under the
existing Constitution, which is supposed to form the
people of these States into a_nation. Fmally, De-
laware, with a population of little more than 77,000,
can put her veto on all the other States, on a propo-
sition to destroy the equality of the States in the
Senate. Can facts more clearly _xllustratc the total
disregard of the aumerical majority, as wgll in the
process of amending, as in that of forming and
adopting the Constitution ?

All this must appear anomalous, strange and un-
accountable, on the theory of the Senator, but har-
monious and easily explained on the opposite ; that
ours is an union, not of individuals, united by what
is called a social compact, for that would make it a
nation ; nor of Governments, for that would have
formed a mere Confederacy, like the one supersed-
ed by the present Conqtitution; but an union of

for thelir ratification; it was ratified by the people of

T'here are two modes in which amenrdments to the |

ing a Federal Republic, with the same equality of
rights among the States composing the Union, as
among the citizens composing the States themselves.
Instead of a nation, we are in veality an assemblage
of nations, or peoples, (if the plural noun may be
used where the language aflords none,) united in
their sovereign character, immediately and directly
by their own act but without losing their separate

and independent existence.

It results from all that has been stated, that either
the theory of the Senator is wrong, or that our po-
litical system is throughout a profound and radical
error. If the latter be the case, then that complex
system of ours, consisting of so many parts, but
blended, as was supposed, into one harmonious and
sublime whole, raising its {ront on high and chal-
lenging the adiniration of the world, is but a mis-
shapen and disproportionate structure that ought to
be demolished to the ground, with the single excep-
tion of the appartment allotted to the House of Re-
presentatives. Is the Senator prepared to com-
mence the work of demolition? Does he believe
that all other parts of this complex structure are ir-
regular and deforined appendages ; and that if they
were taken down, and the Government erected ex-
clusively on the will of the numerical majority,
would eflect as well, or better, the great objects for
which it was instituted : “to establish justice; en-
sure domestic tranquillity ; provide for the common
defence ; promote the geaneral welfare; and secure
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posteri-
ty.” Wil the Senator—will any cne—ecan any
one-—venture to assertthat?  And if not, why not?

which hangs not only the explanation of the veto,

compiex, but beautiful and harmonious systemn ol
Government. T'o give a full and systematic solu-
tion, it would be nccessary to descend to the ele-
ments of political science, and discuss priuciples lit-
tle suited to a discussion in a deliberative assembly.
I waive the attempt, and shall content my self wit
giving a much more matter of fact solution.

It 15 sufficient, for that purpose, to point to the
actual operation of the Goverument, through ail the
stages of its existence, and the many and important
measures which have agitated it from the begin-
ning: the success of which one portion of the
people regarded as essential to their prosperity and
happiness, while other portions have viewed them
as destructive of both. What does this imply, but
a decp conflict of interests, reai or supposed, between
the different portions of the community, on subjeets

fthe first magnitude—the currency, the tinances
including taxation and disbursements; the Dailk,
the protective tariff, distribution, and many others;
on all of which the most opposite and contlicting
views have prevailed? And what would be the
effect of placing the powers of the Government un-
der the exclusive control of the nuinerical majority
—of 8.000,000 over 7,900,000, of six States over
all the rest—but to give the dominant interest, or
combination of interests, an unlimited and despotic
control over all others? What, but to vest it with
the power to administer the Governinent for its ex-
clasive benefit, regardless of all others, and indiffer-
ent to their oppression and wretchedness?  And
what, in a country of such vast extent and diversity
of condition, institutions, industry, and productions,
would that be, but to subject the rest to the nost
grinding despotism and oppression? Dut what is
the remedy? It would be but to increase the evil,
to transfer the power to a minority, to abolish the
House of Representatives, and place the contrel ex-

tour millions, instead of the eight. If one must be
sacrificed to the other, it is better that the few should
be to the many, than the many to the few.

What then is to be done 2 1{ neither the majority,
nor the minority, the grater nor less part, can be
i safely trusted with the exclusive control?  What
“but to vest the powers of the Government in the
. whole—the entire people—to make it in truth and
reality the Government of the people, instead of the
Government of a dominant over a sabject part, be
it greater ot less—of the whole people—--self-govern-
ment; and if this should prove inpossible in practrce,
then to make the nearest approach to it, by requir-
ing the concurrence inthe action of the government
of the greatest possible number consistent with the
great ends for which Government was instituted—
1ustice and security, within and without? But how
is that to be effected 2 Not certainly by considering
the whole community as one, and taking its sense
as a whole by a single process, which, instead of
giving the voice of all, can but give that of a part.
There is but one way by which it can possibly be
accomplished ; and that is by a judicious and wise
division and organization of the (Government and
commuuity, with reference to its different and con-
flicting interests, and by taking the sense of each
separately, and the concurrence of allas the voice of
the whole. Lach may be imperfect of itself, but if
the construction be good and all the keys skilfully
touched, there will be given out in one blended and
harmonious whole, the true and perfect voice of the
people.

But on what principle is such division and or-
ganization to be made to effect this great object,
without which it is impossible to preserve free and
popular institutions? To this no general answer
can be given, it is the word of the wise and experi-
enced, having full and perfect knowledge of the
country and the people in every particular for whom
the Government is intended. It must be made to
fit, and when it does, it will fit no other, and wiil be
incapable of being unitated or borrowed.  Without,
then, attempting to do what cannot be done, 1 pro-
pose to point out how that which 1 have stated has
been accomplished in our system of Government,
and the agency the veto is intended to have 1n cifect-
ing it.

I begin with the House of Representatives.—
There each State has a Representative according to
its federal numbers, and when met, a majority of the
whole number of members controls its proceedings
thus giving to the numerical majority the exclusive
control throughout. The effect is to place its pro-
ceedings in the power of eight millions of people
over all the rest, and six of the largest States, 1f uni-
ted, over the other twenty; and the consequence, if
the House was the exclusive organ of the people,
would be the domination of the stronger over the
weaker interests of the community, and the establish-

States, founded on @ written positive cowpact, form.

There is the question, on the proper solution of

but that of the real nature and character of our

clusively in the hands of the Senate—in that of the |

To find the reraedy against what would be so great
an evil, we must turn to this body.

Here an entire
ly different process is adopted to take the sense of
the community, Population is entirely disregarded,
and States, without reference to the number of peo-
ple, are made the basis of representation; the effect
of which is to place the control here in a majority
of the States, which, had they the exclusive power,
would exercise it as despotically and opressively as
would the House of Representatives.

Regarded, then, separately, neither truly repre-
sents the sense of the community, and each 1s imper-
fect of itself; but wheun united, and the concurring
veice of each is made unecessary to enact laws, the
one corrects the defects of the other ; and, instead
of the less popular derogating from the more popu-
lar, as is supposed by the Senator, the two together
give amore full and perfect utterance to the voice
of the people than either could separately. ' Talken
separately, six States might control the House, and
a little upwards ot four millions might control the
Senate, by a combination of the fourteen simaller
Statez; but by requiring the concurrent votes of the
two, the six largest States must add eight others to
have the coutrol in both bodies. Suppose, for illus-
tration, they should unite with the eight smallest,
which would give the least number by which an
act can pass both Houses, if the members should be
true to those they represent, would be 9.788,570
against a minority of 6,110,796, instead of 8,000,000
against 7,900,000, if the assent of the most popular
branch alone was required.

"I'his more full and perfect expression of the voice
of the people by the concurrence of the two, compa-
red to either separately, is a great advance towards
a full and perfect cxpression of their voice; but
great as it is, it falls short, and the framers of the
Coustiution were accordingly not satisfied with it
'T'o render it stiil more perfect, their next siep was
to require the assent of the President, before an act
of Congress could become a law, and, if he disap-
preved, to require two thirds of both Houses to
overrule his veto. We are thus brought to the
point immadiately under discussion, and which, on
that account, claims a full and careful examination.

One of the leading motives for vesting the Presi-
dent with this high power, was, undoubtedly, to
give him the 1aeans of protecting the portion of the
powers allotted to himn by the Constitution, against
the encroachment of Congress. To make a divi-
sion of power effectusl, & veto in ene form oram-
other is indispensable. The right of each, to judge
or itself’ of the extent of the power allotted to its
fshare, and to protect utself in its exercise, is what in
reality is meant by a division of power. Witheut it,
the ailotment to cach department would be a mere
partition, and no division at all.  Acting under this
umpression, tae framers of the Constitution have
carefully provided that this approval should be ne-
cessary, not only to the acts of Congress, bt to ev-
ery resolution, vote or order, requiring tiie cunsent
of the two Houses, so as to render it impossitle to
clude it by any conceivable device. 'This of iself
was an adequate motive for the provision, and were
there no other, ought to be a suflicient reason for
the rejection of this resolution.  Wirthout it, the di-
vision of power between the legislative and Execu-
tive' departinents, would have been mercly nominal.

But it is not the ouly motive. 'There is another
and deeper, to which the division iiself of the Gov-
ernment into departments is subordinate; to enlarge
the popular basis, by increasing the number of voi-
ces necessary to its action.  Asnumerousasare the
voices requirel to obtain the assent of the people
through the Senate and the House to anact, it was
not thought by the framers of the Constitution suf-
ficient for the action of the Goverment in all cases.
Nine thousund eight hundred, as large as is the
number, were regarded as still too few, and six
thousand one hundred too many to remove all mo-
tives for oppression ; the laiter being not too few ta
be plundered, and the former not too large to divide
the spoils of plunder among. Till the increase of
nunbers en one side, and the decrease on the other
reaches that point, there is no security for the weak-

r against the the stronger, especially in so exten-
sive 2 country as ours. Acting in the spirit of these
remarks, the authors of the Constitution, although
they deemed the concurrence of the Senate and the
House as sutficient, with the approval of the Presi-
dent, to the enactment of laws in ordinary cases, yet,
whei he dissented, they deemed it a suflicient pre-
sumption against the measure to require a still grea-
ter enlargeinent of the populur basis for its enactment.
With this view, the assent of two-thirds of both Hou-
ses were required to overrule his veto, that eighteen
States in the Senate, and a constituency of ten mil-
lions six Lundred thousand in the other House.

But it may be said that nothing is gained towards
enlarging the popular basis of the Government by
the veto power; because the number necessary to
elect a majority to the two Houses, without which
the act could not pass, would be sufficient to elect
him, That is true. ut he mway have been elect-
ed by a difierent portion of the people, or if not,
areat changes may take place during his four years,
both in the Senate and the House, which may
change the majority that brought him into power,
and with it the measures and policy to be pursued.
In either case he might find 1t necessary to inter-
nose his veto to maintain his views of the Constitu-
tion, or the policy of the party of which he is the
head, aud which clevated him'to power.

But a still stronger cousideration for vesting him
with the power may be found in the difference of
the manner of his election, compared with that of
the members of cither House. The Senators are
elected by the votes of the Legislatures of the re-
spective States, and the members of the House by
the people, who, in almost all the States, elect by
districts. In either is there the least responsibility
of the members of any one State, to the Legislature
or people of any other State? They are, as far as
their =esponsibility may be concerned, solely and
exclusively under the mfluence of the States and
people, who respectively elect them. Not so the
President.  The votes of the whole are counted in
his election, which makes him more or less respon-
sible to every part—to those who voted against him,
as weil as to those whom he owes his election,
which he must feel sensibly. If he should be an
aspirant for a re-clection, he will desire to gain the
favorable opinion of States that opposed him, as
well as to retain that of those which voted for him-

ment of gn intolerable and oppressive despolisim.—

Even if heshcald not be a candidate for re-el. gion; -
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