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FKEE soil. IttASS MEF/I INGS.

The public are informed that arrange-
ments are made to hold Free Soil Meet-
ings at the followingtimes and pVaeoe i—

AL1TOINTMENTS FOR SEPTEMBER.

On the 13th at Manchester, in Dearborn Co.
On the 1-lth at Grecnsburg, DecaiurCo.

On the 16th at Connorsvilto, Fayette Co.
On the ]8th at. Richmond, Wayne Co.

On the 20th at. Winchester.

On the23d at Fort Wayne.

On the25th at Lima.

On the 27titat South Bend.

On the 29th at Lo?ansport.

On the 30th at Lafayette.

APPOINTMENTS FOR OOTOBER.

On the 3d at Terre Haute.
On the 5th at Princeton.
On the fith at Evansville.
On llie 9th at New Albanly.
On the IOIhat Jeffersonville.
On the 11th at Madison.
On the 12th at Columbus.
On die 14th at PA .mniiigton.
On the IBthnt Greencastle.
On the 18th at (Jrawfordsville.
On the 19th at Frankfort.
On the 20th at Lebanon.
On dm 21st at Noblesviile.

n the 23d at GrecnliitkL

n the2lih at Knightatown.
On the 25th at Rushviile.
On the 26th ai Shelby vide.
On the 27th at Edinburgh.
On the 28th at Franklin.,
On the 30th at Martinsville.
On the 31st at Danville. ) ]
On the 1st of November at Indianapolis.

(Speaking to commence, on each day, pre-
cisely at 1 o'clock P. M.)

All persons, without regard to parties,
are invited to attend. The Free Soil
Electors, and other gentlemen, will ad-
dress the public, at the times and places
above specified, on the principles of the
Free Democracy.

Calvin Fletcher,
Chairman of Central Committee.

FRIDAY, SEPTEMBFR 8, 1848.

o7= Gen. Joseph Lane has accepted the
appointment of Governor of Oregon.

Q~r Will our friends send up the pro-
ceedings of Free Soil meetings in various
parts of the State, and confer a favor on
the editors'?

(~7= Subscriptions from clubs are com-
ing up from various parts of our State.—
That is as it should be. Keep sending
them on ; they are always welcome. If
Free Soil men are active in our behalf,
five thousand names can yet be sent in.—
Try it, and see if we are mistaken.

0"7=Charles F. Adams has written a
letter accepting the nomination of the Buf-
falo Convention. The letter is all that
his friends could wish. It breathes the
spirit of his departed sire, and gives as-
surance that in the son of the “ old man
eloquent,” freedom does not look in vain
for an ardent and able supporter.

(fCzJ A communication from some thing
in this city, calling itself ““Riverolo,” ap-
pears in the Danville Advertiser. Among
other things it says: “Itis strongly sus-
pected that Messrs. Greer & Wallace have
been defeated in their aspirations.” Buzz
away, little fly!

. most important of the ten.

Defrets’ Argumesst against Free
Soil.

In the Journal, of the 30th of August,
an eftusion made its appearance under the
high sounding title of “ Considerations for
Free Sailers.” It was written in the na-
ture of resolutions, to be adopted at the
Free Soil Ratification Meeting.

The reader will observe that these
“Considerations™ are no more than mere
statements—some true, and others false.
We propose taking them to pieces, one by
one, candidly admitting such as are true,
and unsparingly exposing whatever is erro-
neous. They are as follows

_1st. That the Whig ami Democratic parties Lave
divided the people upon all the leading public meas-
ures of government, since the first four years of
Jackson’s administration.

The above requires no denial.
proof of history.

2d. That, during the latter part of this period, the
conquest and annexation of foreign territory and
the extension of slavery have been issues between
these two great parties.

The truth of this second, we think a
little debateable. As it is a matter we
care nothing about, however, we hand it|
over to Chapman. If he admits that the
Democrais voted for the extension of sla-

very, why—very good.

3d. That inthe Presidential contest of 18M, the
Democratic party was favorable to the annexation
of Texas and Ilie extension of slavery, and ilie
Whig party was opposed to these measures because
they were Tlikely to lead the country into a bloody
ana_expensive war with Mexico—because we had
territory enough without Texas—because the exten-
sion of slavery was a great moral and political evil,
the bad effeets of which, while confined within its
constitutional limits, the whole country had already
experienced—and, because its extension was likely
to array the North against the South, and thereby
jeopardize the peuceand safety of the Un on.

With regard to the third, we have only
to say that our party was born in 1848—
had nothing to do with the errors and enor-
mities of 1844, and is, therefore, neither
responsible for the war with Mexico, the
national debt, nor the consequent exten-
sion of * that great moral and political

evil,” slavery.

4th. That just ac this critical juncture, when it
required the union and co-operation of every oppo-
nent of annexation and extension of slavery, to de-
feat the Democratic party, and to secure die tri-
umph of the Whig party, a third party arose in die
canvass with James G. Bimey as their candidate,
which so divided the opponents of annexation and
slavery extension, as to result in the triumph of the
Democratic_party, the election of James K. Polk,
the annexation of Texas, the extension of slavery,
a two years' war with Mexico, dio sacrifice of twen-
ty thousand American soldiers, n National Debt of
about one hundred and fifty millions of doll i s. and
the agitation of the question of slavery, which is
shaking the Union to its very foundation.

In the above there is but one point, we
think, requiring denial. That the agita-
tion of the question of slavery is a conse-
guence of the annexation of Texas, is true,
beyond controversy. But the assertion
that it is shaking the foundation of the
Union is acoinageof Defrees’ brain. We
of the North have no idea of sundering
links which have been golden ones to the
whole Continent : much loss have the pol-
iticians of the South. Their personal se-
curity militates against it first; their mon-
etary interests next.

The fifth consideration is rather curi-
ously constructed. Read it

5th. That in this condition is found the policv of
the present administration, and tiie excitement of
the public mind in 1848, on the eve of another Pre-
sidential election.

Now, we don’t know what may be the
condition of Mr. Polk's policy: but if it
is of a nature with its results, we incline
to think it must bo rather miserable. The
condition of the country, which wo sup-
pose Mr. Defrees meant, is not as a lover
would like. A tremendous debt of untold
millions will drain its treasury and barri-
cade its progression. Interest and instal-
ments will hereafter swallow every dollar
which ought, otherwise, to be appropria-
ted to the improvement of rivers, harbors,
and the increase of our navy. Certainly
the future is cheerless enough. It demands
the oversight and care of a more experi-
enced head than Gen. Taylor’s.

The preceding five statements of Mr.
Defrees,. while unimportant as affecting
our party, are graphic descriptions of the
positions of the Whig party before its
dissolution at Philadelphia. What Whig
can read them without regretting, from the
depth of his heart, that terrible stumble !
Did ever party stand on nobler ground ?
With principles of the purest patriotism,
was not its past conduct of the most unim-
peachable consistency? And what party
ever had nobler men atits headl Clay,
Webster, Clayton, Corwin, McLean, and
Greeley!'—whose blood does not thrill at
the mention of their names ? But where
is that glorious old party now? Broken,
disunited, disorganized, witness them aban-
doning their darling measures, and hang-
ing their fate on the fortunes of an old
man, who has declared no sentiments and
avowed no principles. They are fighting,
tis true—fighting with desperation—fight-
ing as becomes them, and as men con-
scious that their doom is sealed. It istheir
last battle, however. Who does not feel
that their glory is gone, and their sun set

forever!

_Gill. That tha Whigand Democratic parties prin-
cipaliy divide the people as in 1844—Gen. Zachary
Taylor die candidate of the one, and Gen. Lewis
Cass that of the other.

We won’t quarrel over the above con-
sideration. It is nothing but a fancy,
which will, we think, be dissipated in No-

It is

| vember.

The seventh, however, we think the
It is as fol-

lows :

7th. That the principal issues between these two
parlies, is the organization nl the institutions fir
the newly acquired territories of New Mexico at d
Uraper California, and a recognition of the justice
and expedience of the policy of the present aim n-

istratwn, or a repudiation of its whole career ot
blood, extravagance and corruption.

Is the organization of institutions for our

' new territories an issue between the Whig
and Democratic parties? Mr. Defrees af-
firms it is; we deny it. What isan issue?
We understand it to be a principle main-
tained by one party and denied by the
other; therefore, to make the extension
or non-extension of slavery—the only ques-
tion growing out of our newly acquired
territories—an issue, one of the two par-
ties must advocate, and ihe other deny its
applicability to those territories. Instead
of this, do not both parties—the one by
supporting Gen. Cass, and the other by
supporting Gen. Taylor—deny the policy
of its application ?  If both the Generals
oppose the principles of the Wilmot Pro-
viso—if both are in favor of the extension
of slavery over our new domain—the par-
ties who have chosen them as standard
bearers certainly adopt their principles,
and constitute them exponents of their
own. The question to be considered, then,
is, whether Cass and Taylor oppose, or

favor the non-extension of slavery.

That Gen. Cass is hostile to everything
connected with the Wilmot Proviso, is no
longer questioned. All parties, his own;
friends even admit his uncompromising hos-
tility. Ho himself, in his celebrated Nich- |
olson letter, declares substantially, that he i
is opposed to an legislation on this subject,
and that he cannot see in the constitution,
any grant of the requisite power to Con-
gress to prevent the establishment of sla- |
very in New Mexico and California. The
Union, Gen. Cass’s organ, declares upon
the authority of a letter from the General,
that, if he is elected President, he will veto |
the Wilmot Proviso. Ifhe would veto the |
Proviso itself, may we not reasonably pre-
sume, he would also set his foot upon any
bill containing its principles?

What are Gen. Taylor’s sentiments on
this subject? Nobody knows! He lias
not only declared none, but gone beyond
that, and asserted that he never will. In
vain have some of the great men who
nominated him, together with the leaders
of the now broken Whig party, bogged and
supplicated the little grace of a line, defin-
ing his position. Camly and determinedly
has he written back this invariable answer,
so murderous to their hopes and their
party : “ I have laid it down as a princi-
pie, not to give my opinions upon, nor pre-
judge in any way the various questions of
policy now at issue between the political
parties of the country, nor to promise what
I would or would not do, were 1 elected to
the Presidency of the United States."'—

We are driven, then, to presumptions. |
Are there no facts upon which we may

reasonably presume him opposed to the
Wilmot Proviso ? Certainly. 1. He is a|
Southern man, bound to the South by in-
terest and feeling. 2. He is the owner of
immense Southern plantations. 3. He is
a Slave-holder. 4. He is claimed by the
Whigs of the South as an anti-Proviso
man. 5. Ho has refused to answer his
friends of the North uppn this subject.

6. At Philadelphia aresolution was offered,
making the Wilmot Proviso a Whig prin-
ciple; but it was voted down By that par-
tizan mob, in order to accommodate the
views of their candidate. Indeed, when- |
ever a Northern or Western man attempt-
ed to introduce in that convention a reso-
lution infected in the least with the spirit
of that great measure, he was beaten down |
with hisses, bootings, and cries of “torn him |
out! turn him out /” from the Southern
delegates. Never before was so vile an
insult cast in the face of the North!—never |
before had we such just cause for indig-
nation !

Cass and Taylor, then, are the expo-
nents of the principles of their respective
parties. The world understands the po-
sition of the former—who ever votes for
him votes for the extension of slavery.
And have we not given facts sufficient, in
the absence of positive testimony to the
contrary’, to convict Gen. Taylor of enter-
taining similar sentiments? As we are |
“livingChristian men,” we believe whoever
casts his suffrage for him, will be instru- |
mental in establishing *““that great moral |
and political evil” over all our new terri-j
tory.

What then, we ask, becomes of the as-
sertion which Mr. Defrees makes in his
seventh consideration? Is it not unsound
in truth and fact? Have parties made an
issue out of the Wilmot Proviso? On the
contrary, is it not an issue between the
Slave Powers, and the Free States of the
North?

[to be continued.]

Henry Clay vs. Taylor.—At a late
meeting of some Taylor club, in Lexing- |
ton, Ky., ’tis said, a committee was ap-1
pointed to wait on Mr. Clay, and tender |
him a respectful invitation to address them.
The committee found the great man in a

lawyer’s office, and performed their mis- |

sion with all due ceremony. Mr. Clay’

arose from his seat, bowed, and replied in |

that tone of sarcasm of which he alone of
all living men is such perfect master,—
“ Address them!
gentlemen, but my day ispassed. 1 could
not add to the availability of your candi-
date."

I would with pleasure, |

The Veto ;»s aea Issue.

We cannot suffer this great question to
be passed over in silence. Circumstances
have latterly given it a degree of import-
ance which it never before assumed.

By the admission of every candid Whig
and Democrat, all the great issues which
once divided their parties have been done
away, either by the force of circumstan-
ces, or by the action of conventions, with
the exception of the one which the Whigs
have attempted to build upon the veto pow-
er. Will the reader follow us while we
briefly examine the position of both par-
ties upon this question?

The Whigs declare that it is a power
given the Executive in imitation of Euro-
pean perogatives; that its existence is in-
compatible with the pure republicanism of
our constitution ; and that it should never
be exercised except in cases of violation
of the constitution, or hasty legislation.

The Democrats defend the power, and
justify its exercise at the discretion of the
President. Antagonism to Whiggery now,
as ever, is their position. This is the ap-
parent difference; turn we and look at
the real.

Gen. Taylor, according to the asser-
tions of his partizans, has satisfactorily
declared his views upon the subject; and
as they have been adopted by the Whig!
party generally, we will give them a mo-
ments consideration. Turn to the Gen-|
eral’s Allison letter wherein he states—
“The [tower given by the constitution to
the Executive to interpose his veto is a
high conservative power ; but in my opin- |
ion, should never be exercised except in
cases of clear violation of the constitution
or manifest haste and want of considera-
tion by Congress.” Read the sentence
again, reader, and tell us what it amounts
to? Can you infer from it that General
Taylor is utterly opposed to its exercise ?
Does he not say it is tvhigh conservative
power? Besides, is the remark equiva-
lent either to a belief that the veto should
never be used, or a positive declaration, on
his part, that he will never exercise it if
elected ? Hasty legislation,—violation of
the constitution!—who does the old Hero
make the judge of such cases, Congress
or the people ? No! himself alone. Mea-
sures most important to the prosperity of
the people are, therefore, as much subject
to his discretion, as was the National Bank
to John Tyler's. Not a sentence in the
whole letter ties his hands; on the contra-
ry, he is left full liberty to cut and carve
at his pleasure. If he is elected, and a
bill for the Improvement of Rivers and
Harbors should pass both Houses of Con-
grooo, who can say that he stands solemn-
ly pledged to give it his sanction? If a
bill containing the principles of the Wil-
mot Proviso, should be equally fortunate
in Congress, is the General any more ob-
ligated by the letter, from which we have
guoted, to abstain from the exercise of his
veto? No! On the other hand, he al-
lows himself a wide sea of discretion to
play in. Governed by his own caprices,
he can set his heel upon the popular will,
and afterwards justify himself under John
Tyler’'s celebrated plea of conscientious
scruples.

According to Gen. Taylor, then, the ve-
to is no more or less than a mighty con-
stitutional discretionary power. Is there
any real difference between his opinions
thus expressed, and that of the Democra-
cy ? Do they put chains upon the action
of their Executive? Do </«v/, resolving
themselves into a great dictatorial com-
mittee, strip Gen. Cass of all discretiona-
ry right upon questions of public policy ?
No! How insignificant then, is their differ-
ence of opinion.

It is an absolute presidential perogative,
shouts Gen. Taylor; as the constitution
clothes him with the power, lot our Exec-
utive use his veto whenever he pleases,
echoes back the Democracy.

Let the Old Hunkers of both parties
bring their hair splitters to the considera-
tion of this subject, and make out, if they
can, a sufficiently distinct difference be-
tween the opinions of Gen. Taylor and
the democrats, to constitute a fair party
issue.

But view the veto in another light.

We have already given an exposition of
Whig sentiments in relation to its exercise.
It has been a favorite subject with their
speakers and editors. They have poured
vials full of bitter abuse over the graves
of the dead, and upon the fame of the
living statesmen, who, in the course of
their respective administrations, have
found it necessary, and, therefore, dared
use this tremendous power. Did they all
this with a view to check the exercise of,
or strike the power itself entirely from
the constitution? If so, we believe nine-
tenths of that great party have been mis-
led. They certainly do not see that to
check or alter the veto, they must batter
down the constitution itself. In all their
ranks we do not believe they have a Dan-
ton hold and reckless enough to hawk at
that sacred instrument so seriously. We,
therefore, can sec but one result to all
their opposition—the constitution will re-
main unchanged and still vest the power
so long as it exists.

What then becomes of this mighty ques-

lion of the old Hunker Whigs? Does it
really constitute a dividing issue between
the Whig and Democratic parties? Is it
not preposterous to declare such adivision
of opinion, a sufficient foundation for two
great parties, composed of the voting pop-
ulation of the whole nation, to stand upon?

Wc appeal to the common sense of men,
and ask their candid, impartial decision.—
Are ve not right?

Prospects In our State.

The result of our recent election has
been to give the Democrats a majority of
four in the Senate and fourteen in the
House—eighteen on joint ballot.  This
would seem to give the Cass party a Uni-
ted States Senator during the next session
of our Legislature. We think, howev-
er, that this is anything but a mat-
ter reduced to certainty. Seven Demo-
cratic and four Whig members are pledg-
ed not to vote for a Cass or Taylor man.
This force will be much increased by the
growth of the free soil sentiment before
our next Legislature. If Mr. Hannegan;
or any other man, holding the opinions of
Mr. Cass, in relation to the Wilmot Pro-
viso, is the Democratic candidate, he will
he defeated. We believe that the free
soil party will have in their hands the con-
trolling power, and we have no hesitation
in saying that they will use it. The only
man who can represent us in the U. S.
Senate, is @ man who is an open and ac-
knowledged opponent to the extension of
Slavery, or to the non-interference doc-
trines of Cass. If such a man is not eho-
sen, the election will not take place until
the next winter. Thus much relative to
the election of a Senator.

If we are asked, Who will get the Elec-
toral vote of Indiana? we answer, without
a moments hesitation, that, if the vote
were cast to-morrow for electors, Cass
would carry the State by many thousands.
Taylor men do not, for a moment, believe
that there is the remotest prospect of car-
rying the State for Rough and Ready.—
The only choice left, then, is, to give the
State to Cass or Van Buren—the one a
a Slavery-extensionist, the other a Free
Soil man.

Which would the Whigs—the masses
of whom we believe to be honest Wilmot
Proviso men—prefer seeing receive the
electoral vote of Indiana? The union of
the Whig free soil men with our party, is
the only hope of defeating Cass in this
Stale. Taylor’s cause is hopeless. Van
Buren is the representative of free sail,
which our Whig brethren tell us, they
consider a paramount principle. What
can they lose by leaving a cause already
hopeless? Nothing; but they may and
can give our State for Free Soil, when
otherwise it would go for Cass and the ex-
tension of Slavery. If the Whig party
would come up to the support of Free
Soil, thousands of the Democratic party
would also come and fight with them,
shoulder to shoulder. Van Buren is their
first choice—their sympathies are with
him—the sympathies of the Whig party
arc with the cause we advocate. The
Whigs, by dropping the regular ticket,
can save the State ; otherwise it is lost—
lost to freedom and humanity.

Wo suggest these things for candid con-
sideration.

But, perhaps, it is said that we should,
being at present in the minority, join with
the Whigs. Well, if, within one month
from this time, Gen. Taylor will come out
openly and tell the world that he is in
favor of the Wilmot Proviso—opposed to
the extension of Slavery, and will pledge
himself to veto any bill passed for that
unholy purpose, the Free Soil Party w[\\
give him Indiana by a triumphant majori-
ty. We battle for principles, not men.—
But nothing of the kind will be said. The
old Soldier’s lips are hermetrically sealed
by the Slave power.

But, again: if we cannot carry the
State, what will we accomplish by our
movement? Much, very much. We
can give a large vote; and that vote,
strong as it evidently will be, will be a high
conservative power, operating to keep in
check our dough-faced Congressmen and
Senators. Let it be told in their ears that
Indiana has spoken in favor of Free Soil
to the amount of 30,000 votes, and that
the masses sympathise with their move-
ment, and you will find no more dough-
faces; their votes will, from that time,
appear of record on the side of right and
freedom. A change will also take place in
their minds, and for the better. This
much, at least, we can and will accom-
plish ; and even this will be a moral and
political triumph.

We learn from the Cincinnati Gaz-
ette, that a Free Soil Club has been or-
ganized at Lafayette, Louisiana. Several
meetings were held by the members. The
Mayor issued his proclamation, warning
them to beware of infringements of the
Black Code.

The New Orleans Commercial Bulletin
says, it is the intention of the Free Soil-
ers of Louisiana to run a Van Buren
ticket in that State.

Hurrah ! This is cheering. It comes
like a flash of light from the South !

|free labor.

Naturalized Citizens.

Men who have sought our country from
foreign lands, have a deeper interest in
the success of the free soil movement than,
perhaps, even our native citizens. They
have, in common, the some patriotism, the
same love of country ; but, in addition,
they have friends daily escaping from the
thraldom of European bondage,and arri-
ving in this country, to enjoy the inesti-
mable rights of freemen. They come to
add to the amount of free labor in our
country ; for the masses of them are in-
dustrious laboring men.

Do you wish your brethren, when they
arrive on our shores, to have the privilege
o( settling in any part of this great coun-
try—to seek a home, if they see proper,
in our territories, where they can secure
the rewards of honest industry and feel
that labor is honorable? If so, then we
say, you must keep the territories free,
for let them have Slavery fastened upon
them, and labor at once becomes a degra-
ded tiling.

Think you that a man who has a soul
to feel, will emigrate to a land for the pur-
pose of earning his bread by the sweat of
his brow, when he sees advertised in the
papers such things as these: ““For sale:
A good Shoemaker; also, at the same time
and place, a good Carpenter, and three
common laborers,” &c? No! Place Sla-
very over our territories that are now free,
and, from the fact that labor is made de-
grading, you stop the doors of emigration,
and preclude honest laborers from mak-
ing homes in their fertile valleys. Should
lids be so? The Free, Soil party say
NEVER.

We seek to elevate the masses. Ours
is the only true democracy. Freedom is
our watchword. We any Free Labor is
the strength—the glory, of our country,
and should never be debased by any in-
fluence. Our doctrine is, that every free-
man who wishes it, shall go into our ter-
ritories, feeling that he will not be looked
down upon by the planters, and sneered
at by the blacks themselves.

We say to all, examine these things for
yourselves. You come from foreign lands,
but you love the country of your adop-
tion. What is best for that country and
for yourselves as freemen ? Form your
own opinions. Reason and think for your-

selves; and, as you honestly come to con-
clusions, act.

(ErMr. Butler, a Democratic Senator

from South Carolina; in a speech on the
Oregon bill, said :

pass your law excluding slavery from
New Mexico and California, | wduld advise my
constituents from California to go out there with
their slave property, and with their arms in their
hands, to protect their rights in those territories.
| would recommend them m go out there armed
to the teeth to defend themselves. You may call
this nullification,or whatever\ou please; but this
is what | should do. Gentlemen nropose to admit
[sstj/t, Scotch, Germans, Dutch, all the refuse pop-
ulation oi Europe, it they choose to go and settle
in these tenitories, hut a Gentleman from the
Sof>ih, with his negroes, is to he excluded.”

Do you hearthat? Dow do our adopted
citizens like the distinction made between
them and Gentlemen, by u Southern slave-
holding Democrat ? But. as we have said,
the result of slavery is to degrade honest
Go and vote with Mr. Butler

for Cass, it you wish to have slavery ex*
tended further.

b rkk Soil among tiik Germans.—

i he New York Democrat, of New
York City, the German Tribune, St.
Louis, the Louisville Messenger, and
the Illinois Slants Y~'itung, German pa-
pers, have all raised ihc Hag of Free
Soil. The Germans are industrious
hard working citizens, and go against

the extension ol slavery, because it has
a tendency to degrade free labor, and
to shut out free laborers from the coun-
try where it is established.

They Come! They Comell

We find from our Eastern exchanges
that the ball is still in motion. The Al-

bany Atlas gives the following items of
news.

| he Democrat and Freeman, the leading organ
ot the Independent Democrats of New Hamp-
shire, takes down lira name of Hale, and runs up
the banner of Van Buren and Adams.

The Liallston Detnocr u, which Iras sustained
thus far tbo Cass and Butler ticket, Helds to the
force of public opinion and to the convictions of
the editor, and striking the black flag of slavery

Ejs ready to fight under the pure banner of Free-
om.

The editor of the New Brunswick Times, tlio
Democratic organ of Middlesex countv, New
Jersey, offers to sell the paper to Gen. Cass. If
the offer is not taken up in one week, he will
raise the. flag of Van Buren and Adams.

Tim Windham County Democrat, Brattleboro,
Vt., raises the names of Van Buren and Adams.

Ilhe Keene Ptilladiutn and the Dover Advocate
have sprung up to battle in the same cause.

'I’lie Hampshire Herald, Muss., has been united
with the Northampton Courier, and will support
Van Buren and Adams.

The Free World, published at Salem, Mass.,
holds up the banner ol the Free cause.

Questions ami Answers.

People.—Arc you in favor of the Wil-
mot Proviso ?

Old Zack.—I have adopted the princi-
ciple not to give my opinions on the great
guestions at issue between the political
parties.

People.—Are you in favor of the Wil-
mot Proviso?

Gen. Cass.—The noise and confusion
would prevent my being heard in answer
to that question.



