MR. CALHOUYN. _

We have read the address of this
gentleman to the people of the United
States.

The first impression made upon our
mind, is one of wonder, that a man
possessing Mr. Calhoun’s tact and pru-
dence, should have brought a subject
of this nature before the public. The
only point in this discussion, except
such as Mr. Calhoun has himself crea-
ted, is altogether personal. By his
private letters, and those of Mr. Mon-
roe, by his whole public conduct, and
by publications in the newspapers,
general Jackson had been led to be-
lieve, that he had been uniformly his
friend, 1n the cabinet of Mr. Monroe as
well as out of it, vindicating a/! hiz con-
duct in the Seminole campaign. Un-
der this impression, he had given Mr.
Calhoun his warmest friendship and
firmest confidence.  Compelled at
length, by facts and circumstances, to
doubt the sincerity of his supposed an-
cient friend, he determined to know
the truth. With this view, he obtain-
ed in an authentic shape, the charges
which had been made of Mr. Calhoun’s
course in the cabinet, so different from
what he had supposed, submitted them
directly to the person implicated, and
asked whether they were true? Mr.
Calhoun admilts their truth. Gen. Jack-
son expresses his surprise at the ad-
mission, and says Mr. Calhoun has pur-
sued a course of duplicity towards him.
The latter declares the charge of du-
plicity to be unfounded. With this
issue the correspondence closed.

What was there in this which requir-
ed an appeal to the public? It was a
mere privale difference. It concerned
only the breaking of two gentlemen to-
wards each other. One of them, it is
alleged, had deceived the other, who
had just found it out. By an inter-
change of letters, these gentlemen fi-
nally understood each other.

What have the public to do with
gen. Jackson’s and Mr. Calhoun’s opin-
ion of each other? Are they called
upon to decide whether Mr. Calhoun
was guilty of duplicity or not? gen.
Jackson says he was. He says he was
nol. Whether he was or was not, does
not now concern the public. Mr, Cal-
houn’s publication, therefore, was
wholly uncalled for. It is a firebrand
wantonly thrown into the republican
party. Mr. Calhoun will be held re-
sponsible for all the mischiefs which
may follow.

The character which the President
now ascribes to Mr. Calhoun will not
derive any relief from this cetrespond-
ence and its publication. ,

What was it which gen. Jackson
agked of Mr. Calhoun in his letter of
13th May, 18307 Simply to state
whether he had actually pursued the
course ascribed to him by Mr. Craw-
ford in Mr. Monroe's cabinet:. He did
not call in question his acts or his mo-
tives. All he wanted to know, was
the truth or falsehood of a single pro-
position. It required not five lines to
answer the inquiry. It was only neces-
sary for Mr. Calhoun to say, “J did
move and speak against you in Mr. Mon-
roe’s cabinet,”’ or “Idid not.,” This was
all the President asked. He asked
from Mr. Calhoun no justification nor
excuse; all he wanted was an isolated
Jact.

How does Mr. Calhoun answer this
inquiry? An honest, plain man would

ronounce sentence against him from
the mere length of his reply! 1t occu-
pies nearly six columns in the Tele-
graph, and twelve pages in a large
pamphlet! A correspondence which,
necessarily, embraced only one short
auestion and a shorter answer, is made,
by Mr. Calhoun, to cover nearly three
pages of the U. S. Telegraph, and fll
a large pamphlet of fifty twopages! Is
there not something suspicious in the
very length of Mr. Calhoun’s reply, and
the accumulation of his documents?

But the considerate reader will find
this first impression confirmed by a pe-
rusal of the papers.

Instead of a direct and frank yea or
nay to the inquiry, he begins by deny-
ing his respounsibility to the President
for what passed in .Mr. Monroe’s cabi-
net. Who said he was responsible?
Mot the President, nor any one else.
He does not intend, he says, to offer
apologies or excuses for his conduct.
Who asked him for apologies or excu-
ses! Nobody. The President only
asked what that conduct was?

He then affects not to understand
the President; but supposes he means
that they did not put the same coostruc-
tion upon his orders in the Seminole
campaign, and that he has been guilty
of some duplicity in that respect.
The President’s letter was a direct in-
quiry of Mr. Calhoun, whether his
course had been hostile to him in Mr.
Monroe's cabinet, as was represented.
He did not ask how Mr, Calhoun un-
derstood his orders, nor whether they
understood them alike. He only de-
sired to know, whether be had been
secretly hostile, while professedly and
publicly his friend. But Mr. Calhoun,
instead ofanswering directiy, leads off

into a fung discassion about the orders

and the manner in which they were!arrived at the fruth, and many other

understood, points which were not at
all involved in the inquiry to which he
was replying?

After wasting several pages in this
unnecessary discussion, he comes at
length to his own course in the cabinet.
Here again, instead of a direct answer
he fills the better partof a page in sof-
tening the admission, that Mr. Craw-
ford’s statement is subtantially TRULE!
He says to the President, */ was of the
impression that you had exceeded your or-
ders”—%] came to the meeting [of the
cabinel] under the impression that the usu-
al course ought to be pursued in this case,
which | SUPPCRTED BY PRESENTING FULLY
AND FREELY ALL THE ARGUMENTS THAT
OCCURRED TO ME.”

Here the charge, so far as the Presi-
dent is concerned, was admitled to be
lrue.

No room for controversy was left, ex-
cept in relation to Mr. Calhoun’s con-
duct towards gen. Jackson. The gen-
eral says to him, in all your letters to me,

'things, not tending to throw lLight on
the subject, but to involve it in dark-
ness. The plain old Soldier tells him,
he has nothing to do with all this; that by
| his own adnussion of his conduct in Mr.
Monroe’s cabinet, he finds he has decerved
him, and he wants to hear no more aboul
it.

And what apology does Mr. Calboun
make for bringing all this mass of mat-
ter before the public? Why, he says
his conduct in Mr. Mooroe’s cabinet has
been called in question and misrepre-
sented? Who has called that conduct
in question? Not the President. He
has only called in question Mr. Cal-
houn’s conduct towards Aummself. Mr.
Calboun is kis own accuser before the
public. He has called Ais own conduct
in question before that tribuual. He

without knowing whether the Doctor will be
s candidate. e presume, however, that
the same tiching for office that bas for years
distinguished bhim as a public man, will again
bresk out. Like the ghost of the murdered
Baoquo, be is (requently up, aor will be
down, for friend or foe, until he is propitiated
by a fat office.— Defeat only gives him greal-
er zest for the pursuit,

Oae more point in the Doetor’s article and
we shell dismiss bim for the preseat. Ho
endeavors to produce th2 belief that Dear-
bora is well provided for under the present
law. Does the Doctor wish to add insult to
doplicity? Do not the provisons of the law
show that some counties with 5 and 600 polls

: : | bave a representative sssigned them; while
The woman noticed in our last as Dearborn, neglected and insulted D earborn,

missing, and supposed to be drowmed,l with 2742 polls, heas only 3 membars allowed
we are happy in sayiog has been found | her in the lower bouse? It is also well
!secreted 1n a corn house, about a mile | known to the Doctor, that whils Dearbora
from town, where she had lain 9 days. ‘ has 8 surplus over her senatorial ratio, other

as we understand it. It is only so far
as it effects the President that we feel

any interest about it. '
Washington city Globe, Feb'y 19 1

PALLADIUDM.

Lawrenceburgh, March 12,

We are indebted to Mr. Sam’l Mor-
rison for an abstract statement of the
census of this county, taken from the |
return of the assistant marshal; which |
we have thrown into form and present |
to our readers,

is both accuser and defendant, and will
have all the benefit of the verdict.

Nor is the second reason given by
'him for this wanton publication a whit
better.

you professed to be my personal friend,
and approved ENTIRELY my conduct in re-
lation to the Seminole campaign.”

That the President was deccived,
we have his positive declaration, sup-
ported by his conduct from the close of
Seminole campaign, down to the pre-
sent moment. In addition to private

assurauces, a letter from Washington | in this correspondence, of ””: letters, gress from this state, died in Washing-
published in a Nashville paper, |if not of copies, last summer! T
soon after the cabinet council, stating, | did not derive their intelligence from |

was

that Mr. Crawford had moved his ar-
rest in the cabinet, but that he was tri-
umphantly defended by Mr. Calhoun and
Mr. Adams. From the tone of Mr.
Calhoun’s own letters, and the letters
of the President, gen. Jackson could
enlertain no doubt of this fact. So
firmly was it impressed vpon his mind
that Mr. Calhoun had been his foremost
advocate, that, on his way to Washing-
ton, when his conduct was in question
before Congrees,at a public dinner in
Virginia, he toasted “John C. Calhoun”
as ““an honest man, the noblest work of
Ged.” He always supposed Mr. Craw-
ford to be his only enemy in Mr. Mon-
roe’s cabinet, and openly gave vent to
his feelings.  All this Mr. Calhoun per-
mitted in silence.

After his confession, he attempts to
show that Mr. Crawford has given a
false account of some minor incidents
conpected with this affair. That, Mr.
Crawford and his friends will probably
seftle with him; but what if Mr. Craw-
ford is mistaken on those points? Does
it in the least affect Mr. Calhoun’s
conduct towards gen. Jackson? What
if Mr. Crawford was not actuaated, in
disclosing this matter, by the motives
he adduces;—does that prove that Mr.
Calhoun did not make gen. Jackson be-
lieve he was his jfriend, when, in fact,
he was secretly acting as his enemy?
Or, if gen. Jackson’s counfidential letter
to Mr. Monroe was not before the ca-
binet;—does that prove Mr. Calhoun
innocent of the charge the President
makes against him?

Having led the reader an useless
journey over these subjects, he begins
to complain of the manner in which the
truth has finally reached the President’s
ear! Heis very curious to know the
names of every body who has heard or
said a word about it. Does he want
somebody to attack for the purpose of
leading off the public mind from an
unbiassed view of his own conduct?
The knowledge of names, he says, is
important.

Now, does he pretend that the per-
sons whose names were withheld, knew
any thing about his conduct in Mr.
Monroe’s cabinet, or his intercourse
with gen. Jackson? Not at all. Bat
he seems to think they had some per-
sonal motive in bringing the truth to
the knowledge of the President. If it
were so, would it alter the fact?
Would it at all extenuate his own con-
duct?

But he Aas the names. In gen. Jack-
son’s letter to Mr. Forsvth, dated 7th
June, 1830, a copy of which was sent
to him, and in gen. Jackson's letter to
himself, dated 19th July, he 1s distinct-
ly told, that the statement referred to
in Mr. Crawford’s letter, came from
col. Hamilton, of New York. It can-
not be otherwise understood, than that
this statement is a letter from Mr. For-
syth to col. Hamilton, which was refer-
red to Mr. Crawford before it was sub-
mitted to the President.

In his long letter he then proceeds
to mention a letter written by Mr.
Crawford to maj. Barryin 1828, urg-
ing him to use .his intluence with the
Kentucky electors not to vote for Mr.
Calhoun. Now, what had this to do
with the question? Does it show that
Mr. Calhoun had not pursued a course
of duplicity towards gen. Jackson from
1817 down to 1830. It only shows,
what every body knew before,—Mr.
Crawford’s hostility to him.

Mr. Calhoun’s part of this corres-
pondence is singular enough. lnstead
of giving a direct answer to the Presi-
deut’s inquiry, he throws in a pile of
extraneous matter. He discusses his
respongibility, gen. Jackson’s orders,
Mr. Crawford’s veracity, the manner
in which the President has at length

dent had divulged the aflair before
his arrival in Washiogton last Decem-
ber, so that it had become a topic of
| conversation and discussion in the
newspapers.

Now, we happen to koow, that the
| President’s eucinies in the west were
|in possession ofall the facts embraced

They

'the President or his friends at Wash-!

l

ington,

Moreover, it is well known, that
soon after Mr. Calhoun’s arrival bere,
the ccrrespondence was by Aim, put io-
to the baunds of members of Congress
for perusal, and that nightly meetings
were held for reading and explaining.
Mr. Calhoun’s particular [riends have,
long since, in their private letters, as
we well know, been allempling to
make impressions abroad on this subject
favorable to him aud injurious to others.
| The allegation that it is not the “con-
ter between him aud his constituents, is
equally unavailing. He well knows,
that no-body has called in question his
oflicial acts or motives. General Jack-
son has asked what his acts were? He
has not censured him for those acts.
He ounly blames him for making bim
believe that his acts were different.

lo addition to these reasons for bring-
ing this matter before the public, Mr.
Calhoun charges Andrew Jackson with
particpation in a political intrigue to com-
pass his destruction commencing as early as
1827! Oa what authority does he
predicate this bold charge? On a let-
ter from DMr. Crawford to Alired
Balch, sq. of Nashville, dated 14th
December, 1827, in reply to a letier
from that gentleman suggesting the
propriety of his making known pub-
licly hia preference for General Jack
sons Mr. Crawford declines a public
expression of his opinion; but says,
“the vote of the State of Georgia will,
as certainly as that of Tennessee, be
given to General Jackson, in opposition
to Mr. Adams. The only difliculty
that this State has upon that subject, is
that if Jackson should be elected, Cal-
houn will come into power.” And he
closes the l&tter by saying, “If you can
ascertain that Calboun will not be ben-
efitted by Jackson’s election, you will
do him a benefit by communicating the
information to me.” ‘This letter, itis
alleged, was shown to general Jackson.
Of this we doubt; but what if it were?
Did he promise that Calhoun should
not be benefitted by his election?
not pretended. Did not the'electors of
Tennessee vote for Calhoun as Vice
President? They did. Was he not
supported by gen. Jackson’s friends
every where, except in Georgia! He
was. Did not gen. Jackson’s friend-
ship for him remain upimpaired until
the vear 1829 wlen circumstances in-
duced bim to thick he was mistaken in
Mr. Calhoun’s character? It did.
Why, then, does Mr. Calboun put this
letter almostin the frent his book, pre-
ceded by his own dark insinuations?
As well might he charge Major Barry
and all those to whom Mr. Crawford
wrote with the view of defeaticg Mr.
Calhoun’s election, and all those to
whom the letters were shown, with
intriguing to produce his political de-
struction.

This has the appearance of another
effort to lead off the public mind and
break the force of his own exposure.
Lest loo much should be said or tho’t
about his own conduct towards gen.
Jackson, he, perhaps, wishes to set
the people to thivking and talking
about something else.

It was rumored, before the appear-
ance of this publication, that it would
not be an attack on the President. But
is impossible, we think, to view it in
any other light. The President and
Mr. Callioun were directly at issue in
a private correspondence. That issue
the latter has carried before the pub-
lic with the avowed object of seeking
the verdict of the people. I this be
notan arraignment of the President at
the bar of public opinion, it has no mo-
live or meaning. We bhave treated it

He insinuates, that the Presi- :

troversy of two individuals” but a mat. |

Itis!

The privations she endured seems to | countiesure sllowed one with two thirds her

| have restored her reason, and she isio | number of polls. ' \.\'i!b. thess facts staring

:a fi’iif wuy to regain hcr alrengtb qu bim in the lace. it 18 vain to PfEICb up lhl‘_

body. | this county bas her joat weight assigued her
| in the law that bas passed.

i
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The space occupied in our paper to- |

)l]f:iﬁi:l)--o;. the 10th inst. by
the Rev. Mr. Scovel, Miss JMHiliicent
| Bedford o M. Jared Perci-

' ton city on the 26th alt.
| took place of the 23th, and was attend-
ed by the president, heads of depart-
ments, members of congress, &c. ar-
ranged in regular order of procession.

| day by the circulars of Messrs. Boon & !
‘These documents have an interest, and |
| to many of oar readers will be quite as |
| acceptable as any thing we could pre- | - y
N
sent themn. L.and for Sale.
Gen. Jauss NobLi. senator in coo- | Y virtue of a decree ofthe Dearbora cir<
& ! cuit court, will be offered for sale at tha
His funeral | court house door, on the 9th of JFpril nex?,
| the town of Lawrenceburgh, Indians, to the
| highest bidder for cash in hand, ell that cer-
 tain tract of land situate on the Obio river,
cbout five miles below Lawrenceburg, in the
The following persons were elected | gining at the lower line of fractional section
at the late election cofficers in this town-  number 4, town 4, range one west, where the
ship: H. W. Cloud, L. G. Elder, and | same strikes the Obio river, thence with said
| T. Longley, constables; J. W, Hunter, | line to the south west corner of said section,
son, and C. Roland, trustees; J. P.|wilh the west side of said fraction to the de-
' Dunn, treasurer; & D. V. Culley, cl’k ]sision lina between Horsley and Swing, as
| agreed upon end Surveyed by Jessa L. Hol-
L I man, thence witk the said division line north
D». Ferrie. It seem necessary that we |

| Lane, precludes much other matter.
v@l— allof this place.
| between 10 and 1! o'clock on sad day, ia
counly of Dearborp, bounded as follows, be-
supervisor; L. Jackson, J. S. Steven- | two bundred)scd ninety eeven poles, theoce
' should notice this gentleman’s publication in | seventy five degrees east, one bundred snd

| our last paper, not from any new evidence he [ fity-seven poles to the Olio '_i""f' theoces
down the same to tB8 place of begioning; con-
tainiog one hundred and twenty three acres
and ninety three and one balf poles, being

the lower part of said [ractional szction.
a
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 has adduced to extricate himself from the
l awkward position he occupies, but to demon.
| strate to the public that, however much he
| may pride himself on his tact of making the
| worseappear the detfer, he has got the wrong sub.
L;'ecr to work upon. Thereare some people W

this little political world, who think tiemse.ves
perfect, and so far above the level of common
people, that it is almost a criminal offence to
question their actions. The bare allusion that
they have done wrong, sets them a squirming
and floundering about like the huntsman's
stick, that was so crooked that it wouldn’t
lie still. The notice we have already taken
of the Doctor, bas set him to turning, when he
will stop we shall not pretend to predict. He
delights in recounting the favors he has re-
ceived from the people of Dearborn, snd seems
to think that these should shield him from the
imputation of having proved recreant to their |
interest. But this 1s a shm covering for im-
perfection. Arnold,—the snce gallant defend-
er of lhis country’s Liberty—might, by a parity
of argument, lay claim to our gratitude, for he,
too, did his country much service in early life.
We introduce this to show that a man’s charac.
ter cannot be fairly estimsted until he has
ceased to act. With this little exordium, we
shall pass to the consideration of the Doctor's
article of the 5ih.

In answer to our question, he admits that he
did say in the house that he was in favor of re- Thoss whose duty it is to perform regimen~

ducing Dearborn to 2 or 3 members ; but salves ta! dri i .
. i ' tal drill; will meet at Jacob 'Y ¢
the matter over by saying that he asked a cor- | : HPE W s

responding reduction in the other counties. :and‘Sd days.of beptemh‘r_. .
Now, it appears “passing strange” that a man | 1 Dbe court of assessment of fines, will be
possessed of so much experience and political | beld at the same place oa the 1st Monday in
accumen, as Dr. Ferris, is supposed to be, | November, 1531—-Court of Appeals same
should not discover that he was s[)tnk}lllg his p]aca. on the 1st Monda’v in December' 1831.
breath 1o no purpose but the injury of his own In . f b t of Is foi
county. The bill which passed the house, in DURSCHLEPRGE TN WO CAMET aTBPpER o
opposition to his vote and protest, was suffi. | 1330 baving neglected or failed t0 meet and
cient evidence, we would suppose, to convince | bold said court st the time peinted out by law,
all concerned are hereby uotified and direct.
ed to meet at the said Dils’s on the 1st Mca-

JOHN M'PIRE,

JOHN WEAVER,

JOHN SPENCER,
January 21, 1831,

S-w8

Regimental Order.

55th Regiment of Indiana M:litia A
Lawrencebargh, Feb’y 26, 1831.§

[ A\OMMANDANTIS of companies will
C muster their companies agreeably to law
in the months of April, May snd October,
1831. Those belonging to the 1st battalion;
at Oliver Heustis’s on the 80th of May, to
perform battalion duty. Those belonging to
the 2d battalion, at the public square in the
town of Lawrenceburgh, on the 31st of May,
to perform battalion duty.

I'hose bLelonging to the 65th regiment will
meet at Jacob Dils’s, on the 26th day of Oc-

tober, to be mustered, reviewed aud inspect-
ed. DBy order of the brigadier general.

l

|
{

any man of common sense, that there was no-
thing to be gained by opposing the majority.
Yet we have seen the Doctor, sided by « few dav ia D b '
straggling members, who, unlike him, had 8 & Letemacy Rext: - .
some reason to complain of the bill, take the Ihe field officers, captains 20d commaad.-
field and gallantly assail the legislature—for | ants of companies, are hereby directed to
::l&atgy !l_lecaurigh t!.;.-; \s-'uultnll not h:e dicta. | meet at the Louse of Jacob Dils, on the 19.h
: . e ctor throws down the | I\ ¢
glm'c-, ‘and calls on the majority to throw off | day ?ﬂ" March ncn'. -0 allercou;.pany Soundy,
the iniguitous burden they are placing upon ’ _"t off new companies, altach 'g.ht SR
the people, and wrestle with him in the work ! €8, 3ad to perform all other business nsces-
reform.  They meet him, but it is only to com- | sary (o be done. By order of
Born of e of ber Taembers, snd give. 10 O e
n X IDErs, and give 1t to |
some county less deserving. This, we repeat, | Com'dt 55th B. 1. M.
was the practical effect of the Doctor’s vote : ,
and protest. He appears to thick it wonder-| HndBORERS W\iN'TED
:’zl ::Lal}ge_ll;alt he s‘i;ould\:uve m:.lrclilnii]::encg on the Ohio & Erie canal.
) glslature ian Messrs. I’ollock an i x .
Armstrong.  We do not see any thing strange I‘HE subscrfher (reaid_mg st Portsu?cm‘th
in it. The Doctor and his right-hand man, Mr. oh the Olio, 115 wiles sbove Cincia-
Dowden, could, and on many questions did, nali,) wishes to employ a large sumber of
neutralize the vote of this ecunty ; it was there- laboring hacds, to whom he will give good
fore nothing more than reasonable to expect, wages and constant employment durinz (he
that ona bill requiring unity of action, the | seaso He al SNy =
interest of the county would be unsupported 208, S e the' to_cugege
Divided among themselves, they were unab'e 15 OR 20 TEAMSTERS
to assist others, and therefore were neither | [OF the season, to whom bhe will give $12
courted nor dreaded. What if Messrs. Pol- | per month, and board. In sil
lock ant()l ‘A’rmslrungj voted to give Dearborn | cases il is expected that bands engaging for
4 members? Messrs. Ferris and Dowden | 1) scason, eitber as teamsters or cemmon
cuq.d d;stru.y its influence, by throwing their lab il faithfully fulfil thei
weight into the opposite scale. adorers, w"! ALy ‘. b, i
ments to entitle them to the highest rates
of wages. :
LEMUEL MOSS.
9-—‘!-

The Doctor comments on our knowledge of |
legislation, and says the senate’s bill was not
stricken cut in the house, but only amended.
We will readily admit his superior knowledge
of the rules of the house, but must crave the
liberty to say, that matters of furm do not alter
matters of fue?r In our estimation—the very
thing we wish to come «t.  We cannot see
what difference it mukes, whether the senate's
bill was stricken out, or amended to resemble
that of the house. The fact we wish to show
1s, did Dr. Ferris, after his vote and protest,
sgainst one bill, turn round and support sno-
ther similar but more objectionable in its pro-
visions? Mr. Pollock’s letter, which the Doe-
tor does not pretend to controvert, establishes
this fact in such a manner as to admit of o
duubt.

Tbe Doctor refers to the forth coming
| Journals, with no little complacency, to sus-
tain bim. Has he forgotten the senatorisl
campaign of 18287 These meworials of offi-
cial conduct failed bim then; aud may we
not, judging by the past, anticipate the same
result in 18317 We make no threat, neo
promiscs, but merely throw out this bint,

March 5, 18381

Jddministrator’s Notice.
LL persons indebted to the estate of
ELEANOR HIGGINS, deceased,
lte of Craig township, Switzerlsnd county,
Ia. are requested to meke immediate pay-
ment; and all persons having claims agaicst
the same will present them for examination.

B 7" The estate is solvent,
JOHN HIGGINS;

Admioistrator.
Privter’s Retreat, March 2, 1831. 10—3w

Notice to Trustees.

The Trustees of Lawrenceborgh townsbip
are requested to meet at the office of J. W.
Hunter, esq on Wednesday pest, at 10
o'clock a. m. to transact lownship business.

i nlaf‘:b 12. D- V. CL’LLI:X.’ d’ko




