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and not that of the state from which the!
slave was brought. Thus, in my own
State, though, in peint ol lact, there were
not a sirgle-slave to be fuund to-day, still
slavery would be a recognised institution
of the State ; and the man who should go
there with his slave to-morrow, would not
'carr)’ any new institution with him..lm:
would ‘merely carry thera a recognised
suhject of property under the existing law.

Now, it seems to me, that the g‘-‘-“‘!"'
men whose opinions | oppose must main.
tain one of two things ; either that by force
of the Constitution of the United States
the moment territories are acquired slave:
ry becomes there a recognised institution,
or else, that whether it will be an instita-
tion of the territory or not depends upon
the fact whether or not a slave shall be
carried there ; that, when ecarried, the
law of slavery springs up, and when re-
moved the law ceases. Now. sir. this
Jatter proposition seems to me an absurdi-
ty, The law which recognises slavery
must exist, or not exist, independently of
the conduct of individuals; and as, in my
judgment, the Constitution does not ol it-
self establish slavery where it did not ex-
ist, we must in order to ascertain ils ex-
istence or non-existence after our acqui-
silion, resort to the previous 1w, There
scems to be some donbt, i | collect from |
the remarks of honorable Senators on this
sabject, what was the state of the law in
the territories acquired from Mexico. By
some it is alleged that all slavery was
absolutely prohibited ; by some, that a
species of slavery, ealled Peon servitude, |
existed under certain modifications, about
which gentlemen ure not agreed ; but is
conceded on all hands, that African sla-
very, as recognised in"certain States of
the Union, was not an institution recog-
nised in these Mexican territories:

Now, | hold, upon this concession, that
the Taw-in Mexico not having recognised
slavery as it exists with us, such slavery
stands prehibited in Mexico until it shall
be allowed by law. Nothing, | appre.
hend, is clearer, than that by the acquisi-
tion of a territory, whether it forms a
part or the whole of the foreign nation—
whether subdued by armsor ceded by trea-
ty~no laws are repealed except those
whieh are inconsistent with the relations |
which the subjugated people bear to their
new sovereign : that such acquisition im-
plies only a change of dominion and alle-
giance—a transfer of legislative authori- |
ty and executive control; and that all |
laws, not necessarily inconsistent there-
with, remain in full forece until the new
sovereign shall modify. alter, or abolish
them. . On thissubject Vattel thus expres-
ses him:elf’:

—— — —

*The fundamenptal regulation that determines
l’ho manner in which the |I'||-1ic nu!hnral}' is to
he executed, is what forms the Constitution of
the Stafe. In this is gseen the firm in which
the nation acts, in (lllil;il}' ol a ]n-ll)’ '|1-l|ili", how
and by whom the people are to be governed,
and what are the rights and duties of the Gov. '
ernor.”  *T'he laws are regulations establish.
ed by public anthority, to be ohserveain socie.
1y."”  “The Inws made directly with a view 1o’
theé public wellure are political laiwes, aud in
this class thase that concern the hody itself, and |
the heing of Hhe sociely, the fbrm of govern.
ment, the manner in which the public authori-
ity is to be excried ; those, in a word, which
together form the Coastiution ol the State, are
the fundamental laws. The civil laws are |
those that regulate the rights and conduct’ of
the citizens amony themselves,”

Chief Justice Marshall, in delivering
the opinion of the court, in the case to
which | have belore referred, speaking of
the effect produced by the cession of ter-
" ritory says:

. % On such transfer of territory it has never
been held that the relations of the inhabitants |
with each other undergo any change. Thvir |
relations with their former sovereign are dis.
solved, and new relations are ereated between |
them and Ihu.gu\'vaumeul which has acquired
their territory.  The same act which transfers
the allegiance «f those who remain in it, and
the law which may be determined political is
nacessarily changed ; although that which reg. |
ulates the intercourse and general conduct of
individuals remaing in furce until a'ered by
the nawl} ereated power ol the State.”

And again,in the same opinion, he says:
= )

“ It haw been already stated that all the laws
which were iy foree in Florida, while a pro-
vince of Spain, thoge exgepted which were po-
litical io their character, which concerncd the
relations between the people and their sovereign
remained in force untl altered by the Govern.
ment of the United Siates. Congress recog.
nises thiz principle by using the words * laws
of the territory now in foree therein,”

Now, it is here manilest, that of the
laws of a ceded territory, none are abro-
gated by the cession excapt those which
are ealled politicul, and that those only
are enlled politien! which eoncern the re-
lations between the people and their sov- !
ereign ; that these are » necessarily chan-
ged, because inconsistent with the new re-
Iations between the territory and its new
sovereign ; that the necessity of the case
alone produces any change ; and that all
other laws, whether described as the mu-
nicipal Inws, the civil laws, or the laws
_ragulating * the rights and conduct of the
eftizens amonyg themselves,” remain in
foree until altered by the new sovereign.

Now, sir, it is agreed by all the writers
on pational law, by all judges who have
treated upon this subject, that slavery
owes ils existence to pmili\'(' law, to mu.
nicipal law ; that independently of law
authorizing it, it does not exist anywhere;
from which it neeessarily follows that,
whether, African slavery be expressly
prohihil(:d in these territories or not, it
does not.exist, unless by their law it be
allowed, which-no one prctends.  Whe-
ther it shall be introduced, orits exclusion
continued. depends, in my wmdzment, upon
ghe will of Congress. I nothing be done
. M"Cangrr'as it remmains excluded, and their
power uver the subject is complete ‘"_"J

: pﬂ-ﬁ,‘;(_ It scems to me that some confu-
#idu bas resulted in the views ol genlle.
. pew upon Lhis suhject, from the fact that
we hcselvfore have not made acquisitions

'shonld be excluded.

of ter:rimry except with a view to !he for- '
matjon ot States; but we have just as
much power 1o nequire territory, ﬂn'tl
keep it in perpetual pupilage, as we have
to hrihg it into the Union as a State. Our
right to acquire springs out of the treaty
powsr and the war power, and when we
ancquite we are to decide for ourselves
what shall be done with what has become
ours, by cession or by conquest. 1f we
should obtain that El Dorado of some
gentlemen, the island of Cuba. would we

' e hound te admit it into our Union? By

no means. We should have a right to
keep it as a territory—a province—and
regulate it as we please. Andif we deem-
ed it best for the interest of the United
States, we might rightfully so keep i,
even 1o use an extravagant phrase,* to
the last syllable of recorded time.” The
constitutional restrictions were intended
to protect us against our own Govern-
ment ; they were intended to regulate us
among ourselves, to de® 0 and distnht}te
the powers which exis. Lelween the Un-
ited States and the several States, and to
secure to the States and to the people
powers not granted té the United States.
There is not an article which looks to the
restruint of power, except as it is to be
exercised over us ; notan article designed

' to shorten our hands or diminish the ag-

gregate of our power in acting external-
ly upon foreign territory. Theretore, I
hold" that, among, those subjects falling
withiin the constitutional power of Con-
gress, is the entire regulation ol such ter-
ritory as we may acquire, to make such
laws for it as we may think besr, and to
zive it a political organization of such
kind, and with such restraints and limita-
tions, as we may prescribe. “{'ilhin this
power is included the introduction or ex-
clusion of slavery, according to our own
judgment, entirely independent and irre-
spective of the wishes ol the people of the
terrifory, or any body else. My friend
from Ohio, (Mr. Corwin,) in his speech
vesterday, stated that F was the only gen-
tleman sustaining the same relation to the
subjeet, upon this floor, who entertained '
this  opinion. Since that remark was
made, my friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Un-
derwood.) has expressed the same opinion,
and | hazard nothing in saving that the
honarable Senator from Missouri, (Mr.
Benton,) new in my eye, than whom no
man is more capable of forming a sound

judgment, holds the same opinion with-

out qualification. If I do him injustice,
[ hope he will say so. The opinion is by |
no means novel. Why, sir, when the
bill admitting Missouri passed the House,
it contained an express provision, as a
fundimental condition on which that
State was to be admitted, that slavery
| When the bill came
into the Senate that provision was strick-
en oqt, and the Missouri compromise, ex-
cluding slavery from the territory north
and west, was azreed to ; and, so far were
southern members from having discover-
ed, at that time, that Congress had no
power over the suhject. the amendment
was [ndopted apparently without a divi-
sion, at all events, without the yeas and
nhyy ; no southern member appearing to
have thought it necessary or importantto
r¢cord his vote.  Nor wis this an instance
ol hasty and inconsiderte action.  Among
the Southern Senators present on that oe-
casign was the late William Pinckney.
It would be idle for me 1o say here. or

. an)" where in the United States, who Wil-
linmi Pinckney was, or to what respect

his opinions are entitled. Inaletter writ-
ten to his son-in-law, and preserved in Lis
life by Mr. Wheaton, he said :

" "The bill for the admission of Missouri into

the Union (without restrictions as 10 slavery)

may he considered as passed.  That bill was
sent ‘:ack again this morning from the House,

with the restrictions as to slavery,  The Sen-

Cate voted to amend it by str.gime out the res.
Ctriction, (27 to 15.) and proposed as another

amentlment, which I have all along been the
adrocate of, a restriction upon the vacan tterri-
tory tp the noith und west as 1o slavery,”

(To be concluded neat weck:.)
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DORRISM IN OHIO.

PROGRESS OF

'The Locofocos, in Convention in Cin-
Ccinnati (Ohio) on Saturday week, deter-
'mincd in favor of the Dorr revolution—
to disregard the apportionment law of

last winter. They nominated a Senator

and five Representatives for the county
at large, wholly disregarding the two rep-
resentative districts, and neither of the
candjdates resides in the first district.
The plan of the revolationizers, as publish-
ed, is to elect as many Locofoco members
as they can, and for the members elected
to break up the Legislature by refusing
to take their seats, aud leaving the Hous-
es without a quorum. To carry this plan
into aperation, theyv rely upon the Town-
ship Trustees to receive and count the

votes, and the Clerk of the Court of Com-
mon Pleas to give them the proper cer-
tificates. the law and their oaths of office
to the contrary notwithstanding. -Many
of the Trustees have already decalred
that they will follow the Jaw and their
odaths) and reject every vote for represen-
t:tti\'ui with more than three names upon
it: and we misappreliend the moral hon-
esty of the Clerk if Le, also. is not found
in thg discharge of the duty imposed up-
on him by the law and his oath, instead
of l'ulkou ing the orders of this body of dis-
orgallizers.— Cincinnati Guzette

TuEg InFLuesce oF Mr. CrRiTTENDEN'S PRE-
sexce—-The Frankfort Commonwealih
SAYS §

** Prior to the late election, Mr. Critten-
den was able to visit thirty six of the one
hundfed counties of the State. His gain
in the ninety-six counties heard (rom is
thirtyeeight hundred and eighty, of which
lhirl*‘ three hundred and eight were gain.

eq in' the counties in which he addressed
his fellow citizens.”

The Wilmot Proviso--Standard, |

It is reported among the people, by de- |
mocratic leaders, that the Oregon Bill, |
which contained the Wilmot Proviso, and
which President Pouk approved, did not |
violate the principles of the Missouri Com-
promise. 1f the democrats will not be- |

| o' " - '
lieve the record of Congress, nor any state- | ... 4¢ must go whom the Devil drives.”

ment on the subject, eminating from the
Whig Press, we suppose they will take
the Ruleizh Standard as good authority. |

The editor of the Standard, in his pa-.
per of the 23d inst. says:

Congress adjourned on the 14th inst. ' Aﬁer‘
a long and bitter contest on the T_malmn) of
slavery, the Oregon Bill, with the Wilmot | ro-
viso included, and the Missouri Compromise
stricken out, was adopted and has become a
law, .

Observe, Mr. HoLpex says, “with the
Missouri Compromise stiicken out”™ All
we ask of the democratic leadersisto ad-
mit this fact, and not deceive the people,
in contradiction of the admissions of their

own organ. Vote as they may ; twistand

turn the matter as they chovse—let the
people know that Pouk has approved 91'
the Wilmot Proviso, and that Cass is
pledged to the measures and policy of his
administration. |

The Standard says “the principle of
the Proviso is wrong and ought to be re--
sisted.” Very well. So we all say. But
what does the reader suppose is the rea-
son Mr. HoLpbex gives, in excuse for Mr.
PoLk? Why that ** nosouthern man thinks
of carrying slaves to Oregon.” And so,
we may abandon principle, and set up a
dangerous precedent, because in a partic-
ular case there may be no practical illus-
tration ol that principle. By equally as
sound reasoning we may admit the prin-
ciple that thieving is right, because, in a
certain . community, "no one thinks of
stealing.”

Mr. Holden thinks it was not necessary
that we should * fight the battle for south-
ern rights over this bill,” and that the *con-
test will come up at the next session upon
the proposition to establish Territorial go-
vernments in New Mexico and Califor-
nia.” Why should not the battle he fought
onevery occasion of assault? Why should
we recede from the ground we have tak-
en, and give up our principles more at
one time than another? Is it notthe truth
and the right to be defended on all occa-
sions? We should be glad todearn how
any man can yield up an essential article
in his creed, either religious, moral or po-
litical, and be considered faithful to his
trust or honest in his professions. We beg
our friend Holden to expound, demon-
strate, edify, in the premises; and then
we shall see that a man may say the sun
shines at noon day, when it really does
shine, and at the same time admit that it
is as dark as midnight, i’ there is nothing
of * practical importance” in the question.

But there is a very strong pariy reason
lor the course of Mr. Pork, which will be
deemed of more consequence to Pork, and
especially to Cass, than southern rights or
southern honor—and this is the catching
of northern votes for the Presidency.—
This is in accordance with the conduct of
democratic leaders, who sacrifice every
principle, violate constitutional law, and
minister to all political licentiousness,
solely for the purpose of party triumph
and the acquisition of political power,

* We should not have fought the battle
ol southern rights over this bill.” savs our
“indomitable friend Mr. Holden. Oh, no
—*“ never #nention it"—never think of
southern rights till after the election. Such
matters as political consistency, honor, in-
tegrity, are of no * practical importance”
at the present time—all must yield to elec-
tioncering purposes.

And now the prople are taught to be-
lieve that the friends of General Cass may
perpetrate allsoris of political fraud, even
to the abandonment of every principle for
which the Soath ever contended ; and af-
ter they have elected him, will be the ve-
ry models of political perfeetion ; patriots
of the first water.  We doubt if the peo-
pie will trust them—they find them in the
slough of corruption, and there they will
leave them.

We must remark further, at the risk of
making this articlz too long.

' ces in the Raleigh Standard.

In the very paper in which Mr. Holden
sanctions Mr. Polk's approval of the Wil-
mot Proviso, without'the Missouri Com-
promise, he falsely accuses Mr. Fillmore
of being a Wilmot Proviso man, and for
this he scandalizes him—and in regard to
the very dactrines of the Oregon bill, which
makes no attempt to deprive us of our
slaves, he says as follows :

Do we thank any man for assuring us that
he will not burn our houses, nor cut our throats ?
I< this all that Southern Whigs can show in
Fillmore's favor?  Has he ever denounced the
Wilmot Proviso as unconstitutional, as Lewis
Cass has done? s it not nolorious, in the
North where he is known, that he is a Wil-
mot Provisoist ?

Premising that Lewis Cass has never
denounced the Wilmot Proviso as unconsti-
tutional. but refuses to answer on that point;
we would ask what is Mr. Polk who of-
ficially approved of the Wilmot Proviso,
or Mr. Cass who is pledged to his admin-
istration? They do not even give the as-
surance spoken of in the first sentence of
the ahove extract. Anpd what is the po-
sition of the Democratic leaders. who ap-
prove of Mr. Polk’s conduct? Why they
are * Wilmot Provisoists,” as all must see.
who will take words and aets for proof.

Here is another precious extract from
the Standard :

Slaveholding Whigs of North Caralina! it
is high time that your candidates for the Pre.
sidency and Vice Presidency had spoken oul.
Are they opposed to the Wilmot Proviso 1 Will
Zachary Taylor veto it or will Millard Fillmore
give the casiing vote for the South and the Un-
iun, if the Senate should tie upon it ?

Out upon you. Mr. Holden. for a bra-
zen wag. * Will Zachary Taylor veto
it 7" Did Mr. Polk veto it? It is asked
if Millard Fillmore will give his castin
vote for the South and the Union. Un.
doubtedly he will if occasion calls for it.

“fhan

‘what questionsare these [rom a source
gnﬁ::s g}ven up the South and the Union |
to the mercy of the enemies of the South! |

It is with unaffected astonishment we |
have observed these monstrous discrepan- |
We cannot
account for it in any other way than by
admitting the truth of the adage: * He
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AWFUL—*STARTLING DEVELOP-
MENTS.

Reader what do you suppose these
“startling developments” are? Has Great
Britain declared war against the United
States because four Americans were ar-
rested in Ireland and identified as having
been concerned in the Irish rebellion 7 No.
Such does not constitute the startling de-
velopments, but because some one (equal-
Iy as anxious for it to be so, as the Stan-
dard man) has started a report that Gen.
Tavor has written a letter to Senator Bavrp-
wix of Connecticut, in which he * pledg-
es himself that he will not veto any mea-
sure that has passed both Houses of Con-

gress, AND ALLUDES PARTICULARLY
WiLsmor Proviso.”

TO THE

Does not the whole carry the fulsehood
on its face plainly to any man not wholly
carried away by party prejudice? Is it
not disgusting in the extreme, to men of
honesty and candor to see such fulse tales,
about a man living in one of the largest
slaveholding States in the Union? Gen.
Tavror is not a man to be caughtin such
a trap, his life and acts prove him one of
the purest men living. Such contempti-
ble tales are worthy of the source from
whence they sprung and worthy of the
party engaged in circulating them against
a war-worn soldier, Let it not be for-
gotten, that lies as base as these are, were
published throughout the length and
breadth of the land against I1exry Cravy,
whom, these Locoloco slanderers, now
hypocritically profess to hold in such high
reverence, during the last Presidentiul
contest. They also vilified and slandered
the lamented Harrison, in the same way.

The very lowest depth of billingsgate |

scandal was resorted to, to blast the re-
putation of these two great statesmen,
and will be again, as the day of elec-
tion draws nigh. The friends of General
Tavror and of the country, must be on
their guard, and be ready to contradict
any tale which may be circulated in a
peremptory manner.

We are astonished at the Editor of the
Standard for publishing such an improba-
ble report. He knows that Gen. Tavror
has not written such a letter.
that the General is not made of such
pliant composition, though Lewis Cass
may be. The Editor of the Standard, is
also fully aware, that General Tavior
has never and will never sail under two
different banners. He knows that the Con-
stitution of the Country is the only one
under which Zicuary Tavror sails. So
thenhe hasknowingly and wilfully wrong-
ed and misrepresented the Hero of four
of the hardest fought battles on record.
We remarked ahove that we were sur-
prised at this, but when we remember
this very man, Holden, in 1812, was an
admirer and supporter of Hesuy Cravy,
and how he slandered him in 1844, we
confess we are not so much surprised af-
ter all at his treatment of Gen. Tavror.
Stch would be the fa'e of Georce Wasu-
ingToN, At his hands, were he alive, al-
though he now professes to revere him.

He Jnows

07 Suppose John C. Calhoun had been
the Locoloco candidate for the Presidency,
would any one having the least respect
for himself have doubted his fidelity to
the South on thie question of Slavery ’—
We venture tosay not.  Well, then, if no
would have questioned Mr. Car-
noun's fidelity, why should the Democracy
scem so incredulous as to Gen. Tavior!
Does it not lock very much like * strain-
ing at a gnat and swallowing a camel,”
when we remember who the Democratic
candidate is; where he is and what
he has said publicly on this subject? If
we take this view of the question, how

mortifying must it be to Gen. TavwLor to

know that Southern men pretend to have
doubts as to his opinions; and how un-
generous is it in such to insinuate by their

to
'and Ready Club of Raleigh refused to|
unite with the President of the Locofoco |
Club of that City, in addressing a letter |
to Gen. TavLor to obtain his opinions on |

07 The “ Raleigh Staadard” appears
be in quite a flarry because the Rough

the War and the Wilmot Proviso. Below
we give the admirable answer of Geo.
W. Hayvwood, the President of the Rough
and Ready Club to the proposition, and
ask every man of candor,if it is not what
it should be. It speaks in a tone not to

- be misunderstood, and holds up the object

of the Locofocos in no enviable light:
RaLeicH, August, 1848.

Sir : | have received your communication of
the 22d instant, and having submitied i1, at the
earliest opportunity to the Rough and Ready
Club of this County, by their direction, return
you the fullowing answer :

“We have the utmost confidence, derived
from the character of Gen. Taylor, and from
the whole history of his lite, that, if called by
the voice of the peaple tothe Presidency of the
United States, he wiil discharge his duties with
fidelity and ability, and with a single eye to the
guud of the whule country. We therefore de.

. cline your request to unite with you in enquir-
ing into his views on the particular questions

you suggest. Neither Washington, nor Adams,
nor Jefferson, nor Madison, nor Monroe, was
ever catechized by clubs orconventions. They
stood upon their well known characters for in.
tegrity, intelligence, and patriotism, and Gen,
Taylor, in this respect at least, stands upon
their platform.

We have other reasons for declining your
request.  First, you bave not avowed your ino.
tive or your object in making the inquiries, or
in asking us to participate inthem. If] indeed,
you had stated that, should Gen, Taylor, in his
answer to these inquiries, show that his opin.
ions accorded with yours, you would support
him for the Presidency, then your request would
have some plausible foundation, and we might
have given it a more livorable consideration.
You have aot avowed this ohject, and we have
no reason to presumie it, It on the other hand,
your object was to draw from Gen. Taylor an
answer, which, by any sort of distortion or in.
genuity, could be converted to his prejudice,
then we ask you, yourselves honorable men,
what kind of a response, a question propounded
to any honoruble gentleman in private hite, with
such a covert or avowed purpose, would inevi.
tably provoke ? We must decline an associa-
tion in an inquiry so proposed, but at the same
lime, we feel perfectly sure that, if under such
circumstances, Gen. Taylor would answer the
inquiries, the purpose would not be accom-
!I“al’ll'd.

We will, however, out of respect to you, give
other reasons. What you request us 1o join in
asking is, what are the General's views as lo
the justice of the Mexican war, the mode of
its prosecution, &e.  Peace huving been con.
cluded with Mexico, we think the question of
the justice of the war rests entirely between
the Executive of the United States, who com-
menced it, and the people who are to pass upon
the acts of his administration. T'he war be.
longs to past events—and we should no sooner
ask what Gen. Taylor thonght in the absiract
upon its justice, than inquire what his opinions
were as to the conquests of Alexander, the dis.
memberment of Poland, or the furcible acqui-
sitions of the British inthe East Indies, or any
other matters of historical fuct.  Astathe pros-
ecution of the war the same remark applies.
[t is now a part of the history of the counltry,
and the Cassand Butler Clul must surely have
heard of the part Gen. Taylor performed, of
the hrilliant victories of Palo Alto, Resaca de
la Palma, Monterey and Buena Vista, which
covered our country with such a flood of glory.

Then we are asked to join you in requesting
Gen, Taylor’s opinions upon the Wilmot Pro.
viso.  You do not say in what respect you de.-
sire information on this subject, whether as 10
the constitutionality of such a provision in a
law relating 10 territories, or as to its expedi-
ency. As lo the first, the constitutionalily of
the law, we presume you cannot now be very
anxious about General Tuaylor's epinion, since
your leading Southern Senators in Congress,

' Houston, Benton, and the President, the head

of your paity, have upon their oalhs declared
such a proviso constitutional—the former by
voting for, and the latter by approvire the bill
for the government of the Qiegon Territory, in
which the Wilmot Proviso wus e;pru-ssl'\"ami
deliberately inserted.  As 1o the expediency of
the proviso in relation to California and New
Mexico, we have no reason to doubt that Gen.
Taylor will do every thing in his power to pro.
tect the rights and interests of the South.

We have thus respectfully, as we trust, an.
swered your communication, perhaps more at
length thin we thought necessary, but our an-.
swer is drawn so as to prevent any misappre.
hension of our motives for declining your re.
quest, o

We would, with great respect, suggest that
this, the second communication from your Club
to ours, should be the last.  We can perceive
no gmui to arise to etther party from the repe.
tition of such We think we
can conduct our canvass without any aid from
you, and we certainly have no disposition to in.
terefere with your appropriate functions,

Very respectfully, | remain

comimnunicialions,

Your ohedient servant,
GEO. W, HAYWOOD,
Pres’t Rough and Ready Club.
To D. K. McR1g, Esq.

We will inform the Locofocos in gen-
eral, that we do not suspect Gen. TavLor
as not being orthodox on these questions.
It is cnough for reasonable men to know
that he lives in Louisiana—that he is not
like Cass in this respeet, for and against
the Wilmot Proviso as * circumstances”
require. lle never praved for the aboli-
tion of slavery : his own mind is undergo-
ing no change on the subject.

Suppose Mr. Standard,the General had
been addressed on these questions and his
views co-incided with yoars, would you
and the democracy have voted for him?
Would you have hauled down the Cass
standard and run up in its stead that of
old Rough and Ready ?

Major General Gaines has issued a Gen-

eral Order, upon assuming the command

of the Eastern Division of the Armv, and
tenders to the troops returned from Mex-

conduct that he ought not to be trusted. |ico his cordial congratulations.
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