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" “From the Wilamington Jourual:
4 2 2'_.‘ i A_an ?mns. .|
Discussion. at.. Kenansville—Gen't
Veto xm LErhis -.5&_?".‘.’ ) .‘:; T 1 P
I was pregent at Kenansville at the discussion bes
tween Messss. Ashe and Leuk, and had my alieation
drawn by the reférencd of both the genilemen 10 one
of .the most able state-papers ever writlen by Gen.
Jackson—I mean his veto land bill message. Kach
of the gentlemen quoted from this message, and in
orier to sustain himeelf cheerfully offered 1o hear half
of the expenses necessary 10 issue len thousand eo-
pies of it in pamphlet form for distribation.
‘T'his offer was intended as evidence of the sincer-
ity of ‘their respective opinions, butin Lhe conclusivn
of their debate Mr. Ashe stated as he was willing,
yea, anxious, to let the volers of the District decide
who was correct in his quotations from the messaze,
he wished Mr. Leak would adhere to his proposition
to have it re-printed, sach of then bearing half of
the expenses, From this Mr. Leak backed out. This
back out clearly shows a consciousness on the part
of Mr. Leak that he had wisquoted Jackson's opin-
iona on the distribution of the landsamong the States.
But in order entirely to satisfy myself, I procured a
copy uf the message aud have given it a careful pe-
rusal, and well, indeed, wight Mr. Leak back out;
for it does appear to me that there is not a single sen-
tence in the message but what is authority against
him. The bill in question was one for the distribu-
tions of the proceeds of the Jands among the several
States, 48 also a partial distribution of the lands
themselves. Jacksom, in his velo, after reviewing
ihe diffurent deeds of cession, shows conclusively,
that no distribution of the lands or their proceeds
among the States could be censistent with the condi-
tisn of the different deeds of cession; and as the Con-
stitution of the United Statea makes all of these com-
pacts binding on lhe‘frmnl Government, he conclud-
ed (hat Congress kad no right to pass such a bill.
Bat independent of the want of power in Congress
10 do thds, the old General expressly declares that
‘there are other cunsiderations which would compel
him to veto the bill; and as these considerations have
as strong application now as heretofure, and in m
" @pinion-shuuld be decisive of the fate ot this Saun-
ders hobby, 1 send you the enclosed extract, which
I hope you will be able to publish in your valuable
Journal. ‘These esiracts contain the portion of the
wessage showing the fatal policy of distribution.
A SPECTATOR.

Ezlracl [rom Jackson’s Vete Messaze of the Land
Bill, Dec. 4. 1833—Slatesman’s Manual—gppen-
dix, p. 37:
** But there are other principlos asserted in the bill

which should have impelled me 10 withhold my sig-

nature, had 1 not seen in it a violativn of the ecom-

pacts by which the United Stites aequired title to a

large portion of public lands. It reassesis the prin

ciple contained in the bill avthonzing a gubscription
to the stock of the Maysvillle, Washington, Paris,
and Lexington turnpike-road company, from which

I was compelied to withhold my consent for reasons

- contained in my mesgage on the 271h May, 1830, to
the house of represe ives.

The leading principle then asserted was, that Con-
gress possesses no constitutional power 1o appropri-
ate any part of the moneys of the United States for
objects of a local character, within the States. That
principle, I can not be mistaken in suppusing, has
received the unequivocal sanction of the Awerican
people, and all subsequent reflection has but satisfied |
ine more thoroughly, that the interest of our people, |
and the purity of our governmeut, if not its eXistence,
depend en iis observance. The public lands are the
common property of the United States, and the mon-
eys arising from their sales, are a part of the public
revenue. This bill proposes to raise from and ap-
propriate a portion of this public revenue to certain |
states, providing expressly, that it shall * b applicd
to objects of inlernal improvement ve education within
those stales,” and then proceeds to appropriate the
balance to all the states, with the declaration, that it
shall be applied ** fo suck purposes as the legis'atures of
the suid respective stales shall deem proper.”  ‘T'he for-

~woer appropriation is efpressly for internal improve-
ments or education, without qualification as to the
kind of improvements, and thersfore in express vio-
“lation ot the principle maintained in my objections
to the turnpike-road bill, above refezred 1v.. ‘I'he lat-
ler appropriation is more broad, and gives the money

to be apylied toany local purpose whatsoever, Ii

will not be denied that under the provisiona of the

bill, a portion of the money might have been applied

1o making the very road to which the biM of 1830

had reference, and must of course come within the

scope of the same principle. 1If the money of the

United States canuot be applied to local purposes

** through its ewn agents,” as liule can it be permit-

ted to be thus expended * through the agency of the
‘state governments,”
" It has been supposed that with all the red uctions in
our revenue which could be speedily effected by Con-

gress, without injury to the subslantial interests ol

the country, there might be for some Years to come a

_surplus of woneys in the breasury.and that there was
in principle, no objeetion 1o returning them to the
‘peeple by whow they were paid. As the literal ac-
complishmen! of such an object is obviously imprac-
ticable, it was thought admissable, as the nearest ap-
JProximation 10 ity to hand them over to the state gov-
ernmeats, the more immediate representatives of the
people , to be by them applied to the benefi of those

o whom they properly belenged. T'he principle and

the object was, to return to the people an unavuidable

surplus of revenue, which might have been paid by

them under a systemn which could not al ouce be a-

bandoned ; but even this resource, which at one time

seewmed to be almost the only alternative 1o save the
general government from Rrasping unlimited power
over Inlernal improvements, was fuggested with
douabs of its constitutionality.

. But this bill assumes a new

18 not Lo retura lo the people an

of revenue paid in by them, b

distribution among the states. It seizes the entire

Proceeds ol one source of revenue and sels them apart

as a surplus, making it Recessary to raise the woneys

for supporting the government and meeling the gener-
al charges frum other sources, It even throws the
entire land sysiem upos the custoins for i18 support,
and wakes the lpuhli«:: lands a perpetual charge upon
the treasury. It does not return to the people, mon-
eys accidentally or unavoidably paid by thewm to the
guvernment, by which they are not wanted ; but com-
pels the people 10 llny moneys into the treasury for
the mere purpose o creating a surplas tor distribution
10 their State governments,
2 If this princlplll:be once admitted, it is not difficult
perceive o what consequences it iya lead. Al-
seady this bill, by lhlumg the land u;slem on the
Tevenues from imports for suppori, virtwally distrib-
ules among the State a part or those revenues. The
Proportion may be increased from time to time, with-
og_t,..n_ﬁgspumre irom the principle ncw asserted
until the Siate governments shall derive all the funds,
necessary for. their support from the treasury of the
United States; or, if a sufficient supply should be ob-
tained by some Staies and not by others, the deficient
Siates wight complain, and to put

. ut an end toall fur-
ther difficulty, Congress, withous assuming any new

peinciple, need go but on ) step further and put the
salaries of all the Siate_governors, Jjudges, and other
officers, with a sy t sum for other expenses, in
their general appro, IFition bill.

It appears to me thata more direct road 1o con-
solidation cannot be devised. Money is power, and

: that governmeny which pays all the public officers

prineiple. Its objee!
unaveidable surplus
i to create a surplus for

d ! . ale governments, if govern-
wents they _nisht be called, would lose all lhr’fr i::I:-

_ snd digmity—she economy which now dis-
;mk:l;b;: ::louln‘h “rn':r inlto a protusion,
- limis € extent of thesopply. Beiug the
. dependauts of the general government, and loagking
toita reasury as the source of all their emoluments, |
the Btate officers, yoder whaiever names they might |
pass, and by whatever forms their duties might be
preseribed, would in effect be the

mere slipendiari
u} ::mm of the central power. s
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it to the, principle thata sv !
?m mm,?fn‘ Mmbwﬁwriarphl
: .&"sﬁl purpose, but to divide the contents ot the
I""_l‘rn's’u ry among the States with limitation, from what-
ever source they inay be derived, and asserting the
I'power to raise and appropriate money for the support
'of every State government and institution, as well as
. for making every local improvement, however trivial,
. 1 can not give it my assent.

l It is difficult to perceive what advantages would
.accrue to the old States, or the new, from the system
{of distribution which this bill proposes, if it were
| otherwise unobjectionable. It requires no argument to
| prove that, if three millions of dollars a year, or any
{ other sum, shall be taken out of the Treasury by this
bill for Jistribution, it must be replaced by the same
sum eollected from the people through some other
means. The old Siates will receive annually a sum
of money from the Treasury, but they will pay ina
iarger sum, together with the expense of collection
and disiribution. It is ouly their proportion of seven-
eighls of the proceeds of land sales which they are to
receive, but they must pay theirdue proportion of the
whele. Disguise it as we may, the bill proposes to
thew a dead loss, in the ratio of efghr 10 seven, in ad-
<ition 1o expenses and other incidental losses. This
assertion i not the less ‘rue because it may not at
first be palpable.t’
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: Fn;l;e Standard.

LEWIS AND VENABLE—WHICH SHALL
' WE TAKE?

Mr. Epiton: A Whig ismow in the field, and 1
do not suppose any one has a right 10 complain. Mr.
Rogers certainly has a right 1o be a candidate and
the Whigs bave 2 right 10 keep their principles be-
fore the people. Bat it seems to me, sir, that there
should be some understanding among the democrats,
and therefore that they shjuld express themselves
freely and endeavor to concentrate on one man, so as
o prevent the suceess of the whig; for it is well
known that this district is largely democratic and
cannot of course be represented by a whig. Ithink
it is much to be regretied that the democrats failed to
have a convention, but so it is, and we must now do
the best we ean. It is not right, Mr. Editor, that
this district should be represented by a whig—the
dewocrats have a majority and are therefore entitled
to the representative. Let us then concentrate; and
ths question is how and upon whom can this be done.

I would not, §Mr. Editor, undertake to dictate to
others, but it does seem 10 me that no real demoeral
could hesitate for a moment which of the iwo demo-
cratic candidates he would choose. Lewis stands
upon the old democratic doctiine—has placed hitw-
self upon the p'atform laid down bj his party last
year—fights with the same weapons that were used

against Scott during the last camnpaign—denounces !

distribution in every torm, and has had the nerve and
independence 10 attack Mr. Venable fearlessly, and
has sustained himself manlully in the canvass.

Mr. Venable, on the other hand, has sided with the
whigs on the distribution question—has disappointed
his party—has in fact done more to break up and dis-
tract his parly than any man in the State—declares
his determination to continae to do so, and goea on
apparently regardless of the success or wishes of his
party. Indeed at Washingtlon, when it was charged
upon him that he had acknowledged himself with
the whigs on 1he lwo most important questions of
the day, viz : the land and the Cuban question, he
did not deny it, but said that he was glad that he
and the whigs were together on these yuestions, and

district if theyasare prepared to giwe up their princi-
ples which they have long been proud 1o claim !
Are they willing to back out from their party—to ac-
knowledge themselves wrong—to go over and join
the whigs in their darling measure? If so, they can-
not chuose an abler champion that Mr. Venable. 1
cinnot-see why a democrat should prefer him (o a
whig. The ouly poini Mr. Rogers touches upon in
his card is that of distribution—says he is in favor
of an equal distribution. Mr. Venable says he is in
favor of an unequal distributioc—for he particularly
declares that the new States are entitled 10 the most
of the public lande. Now I say sir that owing to
these principles of Mr. Venable the democrats of
this distriet cannot support him, at any rate they can-
not unite on him. Who would not prefer a whig
even who would come out boldly and call himselt
by his proper name ! ~ W hat, then, is 10 prevent con-
centratien upon Mr. Lewis ! Heis a young man of
taleut—has wade a fine impression wherever he has
gone, and | can say with satety has doue himselt
great credit ; and besides, if I know anything about
the maiter holds the doctrine of his party. I am
sure, at any rate, wiil be the least objectionable to
his party. I believe he is the choice of the distriet,
at least of those iwo. From the information ! can
gain 1 do not believe that Venable will get more than
two counties of the seven, viz: Granville and War-
ren. In this connexion | would glance ata piece
from a Fraoklin Democrat which I saw in the Stan-
dard of last weck. 1 do not regard the piece as en-
titled to a serious nolice; but when he says that
Venable, ** fo which” the people are under such obli-
gations, will run Lewis close in this county, it is
charity 1o say 1hat 1 do not suppose he knows the
sentiment in this county ; and as to his insinuations
against Lewis as an equal for Venable, I shall only
say that I'll leave that to those who have lheard them
speak, I hope we shall hear from different parts of
the district. VOTER.
Franklin, July L4th, 1853.

For the Standard.
GranviLie County, July 15, 1853,

Mg. HoLpen: I have read with much attention a
communication in yonr paper of July 13th, purport-
ing tu be from a Demoerat of Wuke who seems to
believe he has expressed the opinion of a large ma-
jority of the Democratic party of Wake respecting
the Cengressional election of the fourth District—
Messrs. Venable and Lewis being the then contend-
ing candidates. Wake sets off by setiing up the claims
of Mr. Lewis as the regular nominee of the Demo-
cratic party, because forsooth some five orsix men
met at Raleigh on the last day of June past, purport-
ing to be delegates from Johnston county, held a
Convention and nominated Mr. Lewis as the Demo-
cratic candidate for Congress, without even the Wake
delegation meeting, after calling long and loud for a
Counuty Convention to ineet and appoint those dele-
gates,and after appointing fifty, there was not one wet
in Convention, as I am iuformed ; but Johnston spoke
out and that was enough tor the Wake Demoecrat ; he
considers Lewis the regular nominee of the party.
Now, sir, 1 for one am not willing 10 swallow either
the edicts of the Johnston delegation, or even the
Wake Democrat himself, and I am very certain [ ex-
press the voice of the Democracy of Granville when
I say so,and 1 believe the voice of the whole Distriet,
Wake not excepted ; although I am a citizen of Gran-
ville, 1 live near the line and have had an opportuni-
ty of mixing with a large portion of the Democracy
of Wake, and so far as I have been able to ascertain,
Venable is the chcice of a majority cf the Demoera-
cy ot Wake—at least the northern prriion of it.  A-
gain, the Democrat of Wake seems to assume to be
the expounder of Mr. Venable’s principles, in which
he is egregiously mistak-n, or most wilfully wierep--
resents.
Wake says: 1st. That Mr. Venable is opposed to
the acquisition of Cuba under all circumstances. 2d.
He is tetolly opposed to the compromise measures.
3d. He is in favor of the distribution of the publie
lands amongst the States, or the proceeds of the sale
of them ; and 4th : He is a disunionisi—all of which
is pulting Mr. Venable in a false position. To the
first, Mr. Venable is opposed 1o the acquisition of Cuba
by conquest, but in favor of it on honorable terms—
so is President Pierce. 2d. He was opposed to the
compromise, and voted against it as a whole; but it
was passed by Congress and ratified and is now the
law of the fand ; and as a law abiding man Mr. Ven-

uite sure that 1h8 intelligent people ot our
ahlu will be satisfied, on a little reflection, !

that it is neither wise or safe to release the memnbers |
of their loeal Legislatures from their responaibility :)f
levying the taxes hecessary 1o support their State
governmentis and vest itin Congress, over most of |

whoss membese they have no control.

Rot ‘think it expedient tlat Congress
: er and paywmaster of all their |

w

. first time in m

ble acquiesees in the compromise and pledges him-
self w’sustain it—so was President Pierce and also
the Baltimore platform. 3d. He is in favor of the
distribation of the public lands, but opposed to 1he
distribution of the sales thereof—on. this question he
is with Gen. Jackson. «4ih and lastly, it is charged
he is a disunionist. Mr. Editor, 1 have in goneby
days heard the Whigs charge Mr. Venable with bei

a disunionist When he was standing up in Congress
and defending southern institutions ; but, 8ir, it is the
; life [ have heard the charge by a
Demoerat. Sir, why all these ctarges and commu-
nications published in the Standard with fictitious

that he wished the old party lines broken down. |
Now 1 ask the good old-fashioned @emocrats of this |

. | y DULRIL h.."‘ Y N Ii
| ling Democraey of the District, and e
Gmaoville,
'ﬂ'ﬂ!‘ the election will show. - <
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tosay. He is a. young man whom | esteem and respect,
of fa{nh_llu_u a,nd acquiremeats, and one I should like
to see promoted ata proper time ; but sir,circumstances
are somew hat changed. Since thearticle of the Wake
Democrat was penned we have now a third candidate
in the field, to-wit : Mr. Sion H. Rogers. Now, what
is to be done !—is it to be presumed that the Democ-
racy of Warren, Granville, and Orange should for -
sake their long and well tried representative, A. W.
Venable, without fault or charge against him ? One
that has so long and soably defended Demoeratic prin-
ciples and contended wita the best Orators of the day,
and proved victorious in several former campaigns—
1 ask in candur can it be presnmed that such men

pecially by those former friends? No, Sir, no. Not.
withstanding Mr. Verable has now two opponents, I
have but very little doubt but he will be triumphant-
ly re-elected to the Congress of the United States,
the opinion of the letier-writers purporting to be
| trom Franklin and Wake, and also the large delega-
tion from Johnstion, 1o the contrary notwithstand-
ing Mr. Editor, I am not in the habit of writing com-
munications for publication ; but sir, 1 see so much
injustice trying to be done Mr. Venable I am com-
pelled to refute some of the inisrepresentations I see
afloat in print, and not like some of your correspon-
dents wishing my name withheld from the public, I
desire you 10 insert it at the bottom of my commu-
nication, as I am responsible for what say, and

oblige Y ours, &ec.
JONATHAN M. STONE.

" Forthe Stindard.

in this (the 4th) district failed from caases which
are fureigan to the object of this communication, and
{ which therefore need not be enumersied. Mr Sion
H. Rogers of Wake has declared himselt the Whi
candidate, with the hope probably of ** running in’
| between Messrs. Venable and Lewis—the majority
1in this distriet is not so large but that a tolerably
equal division of the demociatic suffrages between
Messrs. Venable and Lewis, would facilitate sach a
catastrophe. The Whig party, alwost to a man,
would have supported Mr. V. as against Mr. L. had
not Mr. Rogers or some other acceptable Whig an-
nounced himsell; it therefore behoves the democ:-.rall
- of the district to recur to first and fundamental prinei-
' ples; their muxim has been ** principles not men.”
';{et thems look to these principles, for | assure them
they are in danger ; let themn choose that man who
! will best defend and carry out those principles. Mr.
Lewis has been but little in public life, and bet’pre
this campaign was but little known in this portion
. of the districi—he announces himself a thorough and
 urcompromising democrat, and also his willingness
{ 1o subinit his claims to the decisivn of a convention
whenever the people see fit to meet.

Mr. Venable still calls himself a democrat upon
| the sturop, but let us see if the testimony bears him
j out in the assertion. He has yoted for ** Benneu's
} Bill ™ ag itis terned, while hia democratic colleagues
| Messrs. Ashe and Daniel voted against it "T'his bill
! provides for a distribntion of :he public land among
| the several States ; the great body of the democratic
{patly have spoken, written and resolved through
| their oraters, presses and public meetifigsagainst i;
| the democraltic parly in my opinion cannot and will
| not be hoodwinked by a quibble between the word
|*land ” and the words ** proceeds of the sales of
such lands.” Itmay be said that there isjas manifes
| distinetion between Jand and money, and so there ist
| to some purposes, but here in either case is a trast
{ fund for the purpose of paying the debt of the lederal
| governmeni—it is an argument ab inconvenicatito say
i that if we don’t vote for Benneu’s bill we will get
none and therefore vule for it—and itis absord in
theory and practice. In theory, because if the west
and new Statesare so powerful in Congress as togive
us only what they pleased, they will not be liberal
enough to give us any thing, in other words if it was
a gratuity would nevergetanything;and if it's a right
which we have the power todemand and enforce, we
can demand and enforce more than we received in
Bennett's bill, and even if the old Siates have not
the power alone to enforce their rights, no one who
has any acquaintance with the course of legislative
bodies will deny but that they have the balance of
power. Now it'sat least as plausible as their argu-
ments lo say that while we sacrifice principle to get
that which is not ours, let us get as inuch as we can.
Why not say 10 Ohio, Icdiana, Wisconsin and lowa
that we will give you twice that which you receive
under Bennett’s bill, provided a clause 10 the same
effect is inserted with regard to the old States ! the
argument is absurd in practice too, for the veto power
yet remains, and if President Pierce will adbere (as
we have every reason to believe he will) to the Bal.
timore Platform, the new State’s bill could not be
passed. Mr. Lewis planis himsell on that platform,
while Mr. Venable disregards it and takes the Whig
side of the issue. )

I'he time is drawing near when some choie.c is to
be made—a large majority of the democracy in this
(Orange) county will support Mr. Lewis, beyond
question, and the Whigs will vote for Rogers 1o a
man ; but what may be done elsewhere | cannot tell.
I know of only four democrats near here that will
support Mr. Venable,one of whom is, I hear, expect-
ing office under the general government, and the other |
two are renegade whigs ; whereas. all the prowminent |
whigs here were supporting Mr. Venable until Mr.
Rogers appeared upon the field with 1wo exce tions,
and both of them only on personal grounds. 1 think
this latter fact some evidence that Mr. Venable is not
sound. 'The whig party is not at any time liable to
be caught with chaff, but here we see them one and !
all lavding and praising a man whom a few years |
ax0 they exhausted their own peculiar vocabulary of |
abuse and slang upon. Now itis altogether contrary
to human experience to liken'men's opinions to the
wind, so some cause must be assigned for this sud-
den revolution in these sentimeuts, and I think the
inference fair that he suits them better now than he
did two years ago. The choice of the people in this
county will settle upon Lewis with the four exeep-
tions ubove mentioned. Now should the Franklin,
Johnston, Wake, Warren and Nash democracy hold
back?! Whatever may be their opinion this county
will give Lewisa vote of two to one over Mr. _\tfzn.
able. Mr. Rogers may get a majority over either

- e . 6RANGE.

For the Standard-

Mgr. Epiron : 1 see in your paper of June 22d an
article signed * Franklin,”® which gave a0 uccount
of a discussion which took E!aoe at Louisburg be-
tween Messre. Venable and Lewis, in which it was
stated that Mr. Lewis achieved a complete victo-
ry over his competitor by confuting his argument
with respect to the subjects upon which they now
differ. It is a right guaranieed 1o every candidate to
expose each other’s public acts before the people, and
I am glad to see that Mr. Lewis is so ably defend-
ing himself in explaining Mr. Venable’s votes in
Congress, which I conceive to be quite contrary o
the interest of the people whose suffrages he now
solicits to send him to Congress again. The gentle-
man who writes over the signature of Franklin ap-
pears 10 think that Mr. Lewis would have gotten a
considerable majority grevious to the Jisoussion at
Louisbury, and 1s now satiefied that his prospects
are much more flattering.

Since that time I see another article has come out
in the Standard from Frank!in, signed * A Demo-
crat,” in which he writes that the result will be quite
to the contrary, though County pride may give him
a majority, and thinks that the communication cer-
tainly was writlen merely tor effect. -
Now,Mr. Editor, I have recently travelled through
a portion of Franklin, and attended a meeting where
there were hot less than fdur hundred men, and had
the pleasure of hearing a good many Democrats ex-

ress themselves, stating that they were for Mr.

enable in the outset, but after hearing his votes he
gave in Congress explained 1o the public they could
not be for him any longer. 1 think the gentleman
who wrote over the signature of ** Franklin’* was
actuated by pure motives, and expressed the senti-
ments of a_large majority of* the people in Franklin,
while, on the contrary, I n.ust think the gentleman
who wrote over the sigmatere of ** A Demoerat
must halu writien mu'olf‘l for effect. = ‘Wlﬁ

I will not say a great ulnfupnu-" old ! 3
her Democracy is still the same. Mr. Venable, we
think, has voted against our interest, and we shall
voie against him.

will scstain uihm&m&uﬁ- he |

to the claims of Mr. Lewis, | have mu&h‘t'

will be sacrificed by a magnanimous people, and es-

Mga. HoLpen : The recent attempt at a Conventivn |
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JACKSON'S LAND

THE DISORGANIZERS,

Who are they? A. W. Venable,of the Fourth
Distriet, whoannounced himself forCongress the day
he arrived in Granville from Washington, without
waiting to consult the Democrats of the Distriet,
and who declared in advance that he was not to

be controlled by “bobtailed lawyers, broken down
!con'jtubleﬂ, and beer-house debaters.”
to hold a Convention in this District is owing more
|t his opposition to it, both public and private
*than to all other causes combined.

Who are they? Walter F. Leak, of the Third
District, who is out for Congress in favor of Ben-
nett’s bill, and who declares in advance that he
will support no man for Governor who is opposed
toit. Mr. Leak not only takes ground aguinst a
Democratic principle, but he has the assurance—
the arrogance to declare that /e will support no
man for Governor who does not agree with him !
Who are they? The Democratic Free Press,
so-called, of Wilmington, which supports Mr.
Leak in this conduct and also Messrs. Latham and
Loftin in their opposition to Mr. Ruffin.
Who are they? Messrs. Latham and Loftin,
of the second District, who are oppusing Mr, Ruf-
fin, the regular nominee—the former disappointed
on account of office, and the latter once in full
favor with his party in Lenoir, lut now power-
less there, and destined to defeat and final retire-

ment.

to fear from

A NASH DEHOOI_IAT.

ABipd OV

[

W N g

R o

AW, of Currituck County.
~_ Szcosp Disrricr, | A
THOMAS RUFFIN, of Wayne County,

Tmep Distrier,
ASHE, of New Hanover County.
Fourra Districr,
A, M. LEWIS, of Franklin County.
i Srxra Disrtricr,
BOYD, of Rockingham County,
Sevexta Districr,
BURTON CRAIGE, of Rowan County.

The failure

BILL VETO.
A correspondent of the Wilmington Journal
calls attention to Gen. Jackson’s Land Bill Veto'
Message of 1833, and sends to that paper a por-
tion of the document for publication. The bill
vetoed was entitled “an act to appropriate for n'
limited time the proceeds of the sales of the pub-
lic lands of the United States, and for
lands to certain States.” Gen. Jackson argues the |
question at some length, sand not only shows the '
dangerous vature of distribution, but he shows
that the bill referred to, “by throwing the land
system on the resources from imports for support,
virtually distiibutes among the States a part of
those revenues™; and that the whole system tends
directly to consolidation—to an absorption of all
power by the central government. Indeed he
says, “it appears to me that a more direct road to
consolidation cannot be devised.”
tracts from this important Message, which we pub-
lish to-day. Gen. Jackson “makes no distinction
 between a distribution of the lands and a distribu-

NORTH-CAROLINA RAILROAD.
We learn that at the meeting of the stockhold-
ers of this Road, held at Salisbury on Thursday
last, Gov. Morehead, F. Fries, of Forsythe, Dr. F.
J. Hill, of Brunswick, and Mr. Davis, of Rowan,
were elected Directors on the part of the stock-
holders ; and at a meeting of the Directors Goy.
Morebead was re-clected President of the Road for

There are eight Districts in this State, and the
Democrats, it is seen, have candidates in six Dis-
tricts. The prospect for electing all of them is

We learn that a portion of the Democrats of the
fifth District, composed of the Counties of Person,
Caswell, Alamance, Chatham, Randolph, Guilford,
Moore and Montgomery, intend to vote for the
ITon. A. Rencher, of Chatham, and we have been
We do-not raise Mr. Rench-
er's name, because he is not a candidate.

Who are they 7 A little knot of disappointed
office-seekers in the First District, who oppose Dr.
Shaw, and are thus contributing to the election of

Here, then, are the disorganizers in North Caro-
lina—all else is bright and cheering. We call
upon the Democratic party to rise in its might and
rid itself, if it must, of its unsound members. No
party ceu exist without adhering to its principles,
or without organization.
tell jor yood or for evil next summer. We now
have the State—the people are with us, and we
cannot maintain our position if we vield to dis-
organizers or favor those who, from selfish consid-
erations, or from any considerations, abandon prin-

What is done now will

granting |

Read the ex-

No Democrat, at this time of day, will under-
take to call in question Gen. Jackson’s opinions,

Maj. Gwynn was re-appointed Chief Engineer
at a salary of 5,000, and was directed to superin-
tend the surveys of the Roads east and west at a
salary of $3,000 in addition to the $5,000. It is
understood that Maj. Gwynn is to reside perman-

All the State Directors were in attendance, The
Directors adjourned to meet in this City on the

B3 We give place to-day, most cheerfully, to
the communication over the signature of Jonathan
M. Stone. Mr. Stone is a sound Democrat, and
has done good service in the cause, We are con-

cerned to see him forgetting principle, even for a
mowent, in his regard for a man, We

‘hope the

wng !
™

“sober-second thought, seldom wrong and always
efficient,” will have its due influence on his judg-

Our paper has been open and still is to M.
Venable’s friesds. Come on, bl_'olﬁer Democrats,
if you will—we regret your course, but your voi- l
ces shall not be stified. ' Truth and principle have

2 e s

dx2r
2
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tion, while he boldly

parties; and with this fact standing prominently
out, it cannot be that the Democrats of the Dis-

have restrained our pen as long as we could deem
it prudent or proper to do so. Sincerel y anxious
for the restoration of harmony, and reluctant to
speak of Mr. Venable as his deviation from prin-
ciple would seem to require, we have stood, to a
considerable extent, aloof; but the hour has come
when silence, or the course we have thus far pursu-
ed, would be justly regarded as evidence that we
are disposed to favor a man at the expense of prin-
ciple and party victory, and we have come forward
to discharge our duty with a purpose deliberately
fixed, and not to be disturbed by subsequent
events. At the close of the last Congress Mr,
Venable found himself in a new District, with but
two Counties of his old District. He returned
home, and in hot haste declared himself a candi-
date. He did not deign to await the action even
of Orange and Granville, the two Counties referred
to, but announced himself at once. Ile was met
by Mr. Lewis, who proposed a Convention, and
pledged Limself to abide its action. Mr. Venable,
on the contrary, referred in rather contemptuous
terms to Conventions—said he was not to be dis-
posed of or ruled off by Conventions composed of
“ bob-tailed lawyers, broken-down constables, and
beer-house debaters "—but intimated, at the same
time, that if a fair Conveution (one that would
suit him, we suppoge,) was held, he would submit.
This was a roflection upon the Liouesty and iuteg-
rity of the party, aud it is to be regretted that it |
did not result at once in a Convention. A Con-
veution of the character imagined by Mr. Venable,
would be a new thing in this State, Our Cou-
ventions heretofore have been fair, and Mr. Venable
bad no right to presume that the Convention pro-
posed by Mr. Lewis would bLe an unfair one. Such
language, to say the least, comes with a bad grace
from one who was brought forward and politically
made by Conventions, and who has been sustained
from the first by party effort and party organiza-
tion. But the truth is, Mr. Venable knew he had
voted, on Beunett’s land bill, against his party—
be knew that his views in regard to Cuba and the
acquisition of territory were not entirely acceptable
to the Democracy, and he thercfore feared to sub-
mit his pretensions and his conduct to the consid-
eration of the Democrats of the District in Con- |
vention assemnbled. It was thus, for selfish purpo-
ses, that he produced and encouraged a spirit of |
disorgauization, which now threatens, unless speed- |

| ily checked, to throw this noble district into Whig
| hands,

In voting for Bennett's land bill Mr. Venable

character, and which was but the beginning of a |
system condemued alike by Gen. Jackson, by the !
Democratic party in our national and State Con- |
veutions, and which, if carrred out, would change
the nature of our federal government by making

tween Messrs. Lewis and Venable, the former will,
Of course, be elected. It s, therefore, not merely
important but indispensable to success that there
should be a concentration of Democratic strength.
No Convention has been held, and- it is too
plate to hold one now. The party must, therefore,
unite on the strungest man in order to defeat the
Whig candidate ; and the party, we take this occa-
sion to say, 1s fortunate in having in the strongest
man, one who stands upon its platform and agrces
with it in its principles. Mr. Venable differs with
the Democratic party on Bennett's land bill, on
the Cuban question, and on organization ; and this
being the case, it would be in vain to expect a ma-
jority of Demceratsin the District to rally on him
with any degree of cordiality or unanimity. To
ittempt it would be to invite inevitable, disastrous
defeat. The contest is between Mr. Lewis and
Mr. Rogers, the representatives of the respective

trict will permit the Whig candidate to be elected.

As we havg heretofore stated, our duty in this
emergency is two-fold—first, to stand by the State
and Baltimore platforms, and secondly, to do what
We can tc prevent the election of a Whig. We

voted with the Whigs, and against the great ass !

the proceeds of the lands to nineteen States, in |
that it “ authorizes” them to sell the land war—‘

rants for cash |—or a bill, federal i its seope aud | Sider e : T e e
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brother Democrats of the Distriet to
full in the face—to bestir themsely

of decided ability, sound upon all the i
ted to orgauization, and will make 5
liable representative. ' He has met
a manner which would have done credit
and experienced debater. He Kas him j,
on the defensive, and he keeps him (.
contending boldly and nobly for all oy,

embarrass Gen. Pierce, but to give I,
support. By a vigorous and united rq]
tion can be secured. Every vote for )

against Democratic principles on
as laid down by Gen. Jackson, by the Stae an]
Baltimore Conventions, and as Leld by all
mocratic candidates in the other Distriets
all the Democratic presses of the State
voice. Every vote withheld from Mr.
will strengthen Mr. Rogers, for the reason that g
contest ‘is between the two, and the latter
of the full Whig vote. That vote must

then, brothcr Democrats, and determine in
strength that the Demoiratic flag shall still streamiy

man, or for men, when our prineiples are at staket
Men pass away like leaves .in autumn, by
principles live evermore. Let us, then, still cheris,
these principles in our hearts and vote then a the
polls, and cling to them, whatever may betide us,
* as the mariner clings to his last plank when nigh
and the tempest close around him,”
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Mr. Venable on Beunett's land kil
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gainst the Democratic candidates, The followiag
extract from a commuuication ju the Salisbury
Whig, will show the nature of the appeal agains,
Burton Craige. The writer says:

“ Mr. Venable,

a most decided and distinguishe

and now a'candidate for Congress in il
Wake District, on this question fixing his eye steat.
 ly 1pon justice, and the rights of the uld Siates, by
nobly burst asunder the chains of party and is doisg
battle for an equitable distribution of the public lanis
amonyg all the States.”

The gallant Craige has not ohly to meet Fel
| eralism with its slang, its deception, and its sopk-

example and the name of a ma

once high in the confidence of his party are ar

him ; and that, too, when his Di
equally divided, and the Distrig

from which this weapon of attack is drawn is Deu-

00 votes! The same holds good, 16

a greater or less extent, as to Ashe, Shaw, Boyd,

would say they

Union and the

of his own party. He voted for a bill which gave
the little State of Arkansas three millions of acres,
and to North Carolina land warrants for one mil-
lion five hundred thousand acres! —for a bill which
“authorized ” sovoreign States to do eertain things, |
as if the general government, the creature of the
Status, could “authorize™ the States to perforin
its will ' —for a bill which, in stibstance, distributes

public bounty
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the deluded people will certaialy accord it to them.

Phillip’s gold or the granaries of Rome. :
the pewer, should the South ever consent 1o the pris
cipleof distribution? Can they hope, with a major
ity of almost fifty against them in he House > Rep

2 We make the following extract from alet-
ter from a leading Democrat of Warren Count,
dated July 12, 1853:

“ The pecple of this County have never depariel
from the Democratic fold, and were 110 goessl

will jstill adhere to theirancient fauh.

They have always believed that the perpetuity of the

preservation of our free institution

depended upon the maintenance of Demoeratic pris-
ciples—and no one can fail 10 perceive the path they
plainly point out. 1If the principles embodied u
Bennen’s land bill shall obtain the ascendency it
the United Siates, then Demoeracy is dead, | feur
never again lo be resuscitated; and the Democras
whose defection may cause this
ities will find themselves exelu
the popular influences which this fatal schewe o

test of all calam-
fromn 2!l share in

caonot fail to wield. Their ssse
higs, will claim all the benefit, an

wer 1o donate the public lands or thex
once allow the politicians of the coun-

ury to dispose of and besiow this vast fund according
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| say, without mtending eensdre, that the public press
the States dependent on it for largesses and boun- | r.i ,:: “““;u ':.‘;. duty on this :‘P];ggl_ Bel

the theme is oo fruitful for the limits of a letier.”

ties. Mr. Venable was kindly warned of what the
result must be if he persisted in Justifying or de-
fending this vote, but he was deaf to both advice
and warning. He might have retreated with hon-
or, and regained Lis position in the regards of his
friends, but for his convictions of right, his self-
sufficiency, or his pride. If he was satisfied that
ke was right, and if he was determined to perse-
vere in this course, then he ought, we respect-
fully submit, to have declined a canvass, for the
plain reason that he could make no fit representa-
tive for such a District as this; but otherwise, he
might have taken the ground that be voted for
this bill in the belief that the policy of dividipg
the lands would prevail, and was anxious to obtain
something for his State,—but that now, with Gen,
Pierce as President, he foresaw that all such Lills
would be vetoed, and he would therofore fall back
on the old Democratic doctrine. Instead of this, we
learn that he exults in the vote, and stands

ed, out and out, to the policy of land distribution.
He endeavors—vainly, of course—to show, that
this bill is not opposed to the Baltimore Resolu-
ly opposes or disregards the,
State Resolution of 1852.. He says, we under-|
stand, that he is not to be bound by platforms, thus
openly i the principles he has heretofore
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If Mr. Venable denies this; put him 1o the book:
and my honor for i:t: will acknowledge its truth,

We submit this

for iuself.

: | i R F. MORRIS.
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27 Messrs, Venable and Lewis will addre
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