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Letter from Mr.'-(lass.
Derroir, July 10, 1849.

_ Desr Sir: 1 am much obliged to you
for the extracts you have sent me, and for
zalling my duention lo the remarks ol
some of the whig papers upon a letter
from the editor of the New York Courier
and Enquirer, published in that journal a
short time since, ard in which an effort is
made by those papersto convict me of in-
sincerity. 1 am eure you will bear mo
witness that | have been heretofore preuy
patient under similar attacks, some of
them as remarkable for their virulence as
for their falsechood —remarkable evevn in
this country, where political investigations
are so prone to degencrate into personal
abuse; and I had supposed, as the mative
had passed away with the occasion, that |
should be allowed a reasonabile measure of
justice by our oprponents, even il my opin-
ions or course should he deemed worthy
of examination. But the result shows
that 1 Kave been deceived; anl as no con-
siderations of propriety counected with my
position now forbid me [rom defending
my cunsistency, 1 choose to do so in the
presont instance, not only because the
charge is speciously preferred, but beeause
it is calculated to place me iv a (alse posi-
... lion befure the public,

5 Lshave delayed writing you for some
dlays, awaiting the return of Col. Webb,

excor

Upper Lakes, as I did_not wish 10 refer
{6 him thus publicly, witheut n previous
conversation with him ; but he has not yet
returned, vor do 1 kuow when he willj
gnid as | am unwilling fo be subjectto
such imputations, without applying the
oper correclive, 1 have determined to
-’ﬁ:;lsy this answer no longer. 1 have known
€ol. Wehb from his boyhood, and lave
never ceased 1o esteem him. Qur perso-
nal relations hiave always been kind. Di-
vided in politics, we have not ceased to e
friends; and he will be as mueh surprised
as”l was st the disingenuous eflirts to
convert bis letter inta the proof of my in-
consisteacy—an idea, 1 am’ sure, that
never occurred to him. Nothing 1 state iu
this letter will be called in question by
Col. Webl; and 1 may add, what Mr.
Greely’s remarks are written in no unjust
epirity aud though I eznnot command  bis
cire 1o asceriain jthe truth, I do not con-
demn the spirit of his article.  Whatever
his brethren of the \whig press may do, !
believe lie is disposed 10 do me justice.

I am accused uf inconsistency, niiount-
ing to dishonesty, in my opinions con~
cerning a protective tarill, internal im-
nrovements, and the extension of slavery.
The first I shall dismiss very briefly. but
very explictly. The Baltimure resolutions
contain my sentiments en the subject of a
tariff. And neither to Col. Weub nor to
any other man have 1 uttered a word in-
consistent with them. 1 voted for the
tariff of 1846; and though there were soine
things 1 should have been glad to see
otherwise, (and where are-there not in such
complicated questions 7f yet 1 gave it my
hearty support. [ never exchanged a word
with Col. Webl on the subject of a pro:
tective toriff in my life. Nor does le soy
1 did. Why ho supposed 1 favored it 1
know not. It is enough to say heisin
error, as are all who form a similai cou-
clusion.

In the course of conversation between
Col. Webb and myself, I referred to the
Jast presidential cortest, and to the palpa-
ble injustice which had been dove me by
the whig press and politicians in holding
up ny letter to the Chicago Conveuntion
us an evidence of my hostilny to all im-
provements, however general and neces-
sary. by Congress, and 1 my letter ta Mr.
Nicholsou as evidence of my desire thal
slavery should be established in the terri-
tories ceded hy Mesivo 1o the United
Siates. I called these eorts the humbugs
of the day, as they were, and must now be
confessed by every candid map, In neither
of these letters is there to be found one
syllable favorable tn the constructions thus
put upon them. 'The letter 1o the Chica-
go Convention makes not the most distanr
allusion to the question of internal im-
provements. A person wmay bethe greats
est latitudinarian, or the srriciest voustrue-
tionist, and yet have written that letter
with perfect consistency, simply because
all it does is o decline being present on
that occasion. The letter o Mr, Nichal-
son examines and denies the power of
Congress o' pass the Wilmaot provise, and
endeavors 10 show that thit neosure
would be inexpedient and unnecessory,
even it were constitutional. "This i3 i
extent. There is votin i1, from begin-
ning to end one word going o show my
epinion was that slavery would be esab-

lished there, or my wish that it should be
established there. All this will surprise
many good men who yet retain the im-
pressicns they received during a period of
excitement, and which they gained Irom
the press, tno often pursuing its aoliject
without regard to the higher considera~
tions of justice. Let him who doubis what
I say on the subjectof these letters, turn
to them and read for himsell, To the law
and to the testimany.

I will now. ask Mr. Grecly—for [ res-
pect his eandor—what has my letter to a
gentleman who invited me to attend ihe
Chicago Convention to do with my oepin-
ions upon the subject of internal improve-
menis! I was asked to ariend that eon
vention; and that was all I was asked. 1
answered that 1 should not attend; and
that was all [ answered. And yet this
answer, as | huve stated, was circulated
from one end of the Union to the other du-
ring the late presidennial enntest, as conelu-
sive evidence of my hostility 10 any im=
provement by the general government, be
the charazter of the object what it might.
I had supposed the device had served. s
purpose, and was among the things that
have been. Liule did 1 anticipate that
afman of Mr. Greely's intelligence and
reputation for jutegrity would revive this
exploded charge, and would refer 1o that
letter as furnishicig any index to ;my senti-
mets on this subject, or any other ground
to convict me of inconsisiency in my acts
or opinions. 1 did not go 1o the Chicago
Convention, becapse }did not thiuk any
good would result from it labora, I did
not believe, nor do I now believe that such
bodies, in periods of political excitement
—perhaps, iudeed, at any period—either
hy the concentration of public opinion &r
by the dilfugion of iuformation, can lead
to any useful plan of action. fuvited, as
the members of that eonventivn were,
from every portion of the Union, the
sphere of joperation was fur 100 extensive
for wise and cautions deliberation and de-
cision. There were ton many interests
involved. Il general propesitionsonly are
to be laid down in sueh a conventiun, the
oljeet is ool worth the elforti fér, in the
divided state of public mind upon the
question, whatever plaiform might be
adopted, the opinion ol parties, and gene~
rolly of individuals, would remain the
sume.

If a general plan of operations 1s to be

o

cratic party deny the power to devise and
carry on a vasi sysiem ol opeiations—
whose pecuniary extent no-man can [oresee
and what is siill worse, whose corrupting
influence, as well in the legislature 23 out
of i1, canoot be viewed but with the most
serious apprehensipn—the great majority
of that party, indeed nearly all of it, has
advocaled particular ‘appropriations justi-
fied by the circumstances of position and
imporiance. .Almost al the same tlime
that L declared my adhesion 1o the resolu-
tions of the Baliimore Conveuntion, I voted
with equal good fuith for bills in the Sen-
ate providing for the improvement of
rivers and harbors and lakes, and advoca-
ted their passage in my seat; and this is
precisely the reason why [ accuse many
ul'the whig papers and politicians of dis-
ingenunusuess, or something waorse, in
asserting that my Chicago letter, which
contained not a word on the subject, was
proof ol my hostility 1o all the action of
Congress, in the very face ol my ollicial
course and my publiely-declared vpinions.
And my position was that of most ol the
;rominent men of our pary, who, while
they held to the doctrined ol the resolu-
tions, held likewise tn the pawer of special
legislation, and voted for the same bills. |
do not know, indeed, that there is a single
scnator who denies to Congress all power
1o lepislate over this matter. Certainly
Mr. Calhoun dnes not, who adopts 1he
wholesame doctrine of strict construction.
I am aware it is ditficult to draw a pracii-
cal line at all times Letween objects tha
ought and that ought not to engage the
attention of Congress; and I {think, there-
fore, looking to the abuge 1o which the
whole subject is liable, that the effurt
should be to narrow, and not 10 enlarge,
the circle of power; and such 1 understand
10 be the views of the demncratic party,

The other proof of insincerity, ns I have
already stated, is drawn from. the fact that
in my letier to Mr. Nieholson I ook groand
against the Wilmot Proviso, excluding
slavery by law from the territories, and
now belicve that slavery with or without
that restriction,'will not be established there.
And the wondler is gravely expressed how
1 could write that letter and the letter of
three lines tn the Chicago Convention, and
yet elaim the character of an honest man.
It is »n much graver wonder to me, how in
telligent editurs of public papers, whose
influence on public op'nion is so great,

I questiona hossile 1o the seniiments or inter-
| est of dilterent sections of the counlry, and

thus tending o array one of them against
another, There is enough passing in the
Old \\'llrlsl-—-j‘lld if there were not, there
i« enough pasding around vs—ta teach us
the inesiimable value of our institutions,

and that these augzht not to be hazarded
by internal dissensions, as unnecessary i
their origin as they are porientous in their|
consequencad.

So much for the expediency of urging a
mensuse thus:advocated and opposed. But
beyond this question 13 a still more im-
portant one in a canstitutional government
and that is rhe power of Congress to legis-
late over thé: subject; and this must be
settled affirmatively before the propriety
of legislative-nciion can be considered. 1
am not going over this gmum] al present.
I have nlready touched upon itin my letter
to Mr. Nicholson, and 1 shall probably
have an opporiudity of exprissing my
sentiments more fully at the next session
of Congress: :

I shall content mysell with presenting a
few general remarks here, as the sulbject
liesin my way. There is one impartant
consideratinn’ which ineets us at 1he very
threshold of this fuquiry; there is vo ex-
press power in Congress to legislate over
the territories 10 be found in the constitu-
tion; fur | believe ivis now geaerally con
ceded—as indeed it mnst be—that the
power 1o dispose of and make needful
rules and regiulalions for the terrilory and
other property of the Unied States cou-
tains uo gramt of political power over per-
sons upon sueh property either within or
without the respective States. And- if it
does in the obe, it must in the other; for
these words are equally applicable 1o the
territory andother property of the United
States, wherever situated. But there are
some five orgix provisions in the constiru-
tion whencehe power is sought to be de-
duced—snme persons deriving it from one
clause, and some from another while each
is more fortapidte in showing where it does
not, than where it does exist. The exer-
cise of a great political power like this by
q Iegislature, deriving its existence from u
writien instfbmept. onght not to depent
on such lanse coistuctions,  Nothing
shows 1he well gronnded doubt resperiing
this power betler than the very uncertain-
\y in whichave are involved in the endeas
vur to maintain it by an express eonstitu-

ohjections are palpable-and—g g
menibers are under livde responsibility;
aud as cach section of . the country will
have i1s own oljects 1o aliain, these must
beé atained by concessions to the objects
ul uthers, and the result will furnish evi.
dence of @ mutual spirit of accommoda-
tion, ratker than a cautious regard for the
general intorest.  Such an assemblage is
a very different thing from the #empt to
cenceutrate opinion and action in favor of
any improvement afleciivg a particular
portion of the Union, where there isa com
munity of jinforination aud interest, ?.nd
where there is no weighing of one project
against another, nor any sacrifices to in-
sure the desired result.

And I am fully confirmed in my previ-
ons anticipations concerning the Chicago
Convention. 1imagine the first man is
vet to be fousd who will venture 10 say
ihat any advautage has resalted from its
labors.

But ¥ hed yet annther reason for decli-
ning 1o attend that eonvention. I did not
like its origin. The earliest notice of it
which 1 saw was connected with the
nemes of some well-known whizs, promi-
nent politicians of the city of New York;
and I believed, and | have yet no reason
10 doubt, that one great objuct was fo
injure the demueratic party by taking ad-
vamage of the excitement which prevailed
in certain purtions of the country in con-
sequence of the [ailure ol wo successive
internal improvemeut bills,, And I have
sinee understond, though 1 eannot vouch
for the fact, that such was the acal in-
tention, and that the procecdings of the
coavention would have assumed a party
characcer, and been directed to this abject,
had not not the design been [rustrated by
the firmness of ihe democratic members.,

Now M¢t, Greeley will understand why
[ did oot attend this convention. But [
cannol understand why he seeks my opin-
ions on this question in my letter, which
is wholly silem on the subject, and not in
my specches and votes in the Senate of
the Uniled States,

Emineat whig politicians whom I could
name, but that it would be invidious to do
so, were inviled 1o attend. the Chicago
Convention, bul neither answered nor al~
tended. I thought it dueto the gentleman
who invited we 1o ockovwledge his attens
tion, and did sv.  And thisact ol courtesy,
which constitutes the ouly difference be-
tween mysell and others, has been made
the text book whence iny opinions are to
Le deduced, and by which my ivconsis-
teney is to be proved.  On the question of
the power ol the United States over the
subject of iuternal inmiprovements, my
sentiments are in accordince with those of
the great democratic party, and are fully
expressed in the resolutions of the Bali-
moure Convention, In the wards of nue of
| these resolutions, I believe “that 1the con-
stitution does not confer v the general
govermment the posrer 10 commouce and
carry on a general system of internal im-
prove,” and no man living has the right to
painsay this issertion. But at the same
time I have never dispuied the right of
Congress 1o improve some of the grear
harbors and rivers and lakes of the Union,
national in their character, and important
to'the ecommerce, and some of them to the

T er aEreeand ol 1is
true position.  kt will not sarprise you, but
it will many who hive viewed iy ceurse
only in a party aspeet, to he told that jo
that very leiter to Mr, Nichnlson I ex-
pressly stated my opinion 13 be that slave-
ry would never exiend to Califorsia or
New Mexico; and ihat *the inhabitants of
those regions, whether they depend on
wlieir  ploughs, or their herds, eannot be
slaveholders.” I quoted with full appro-
bation the opinions of Mr. Buchanan an’
of Mr. Walker, the former of whom says:
« It is morally impossible; therefore, that
a.majority of the emigrauts 1o that portion
of the territory south of 36 30 will ever re-
establish slavery within its limits.” Mr.
Walker maintains that * beyond the Rio
del Norte slavery will not pass, not only
because it is forbidden by law, but because
ttre colored race there preponderates in
the ratio of ten to one over the whires;
and holding, as they do, the government
and most of the offices in their possession,
they wlil not permit the enslavemem of
any portion of the colored race, which
makes and executes the laws of the eouns
iry.”  And 1o these remarks I add : The
question, it will therefore be seen on ex-
amination. does not regard the exelusion of
slavery from a region where it now exists,
and where, from the leelings of the inhedi-
tants, and the laws of nature, *it is moral
ly impnssible, ns Mr. Buchanan says, “that
it can ever re-establish isell.” [ have
never uitered toa human being a senti-
ment in opposition to these views. And
subscquent events, the evenis indeed of
every day, confirm their justice; and render
it impossible that slavery should be re-es-
tablished iu the region ceded 1o us yy
Mexico. Such is the general apinion in
the non-slaveholding States, n:nong those
who are most attached o the compromises
of the conslittution, and most determined
to maintgin them. And I do not doubt
but there are many persons in the Souths
ern States who resist the Wilmot Proviso
with all their power, as offensive to the
feelings, and injurious ta the rights of the
South, but who still believe it is.a question
rather of principle than of action, and that
circumstances are preparing an eclusion
which Congress has wo right to pnounee.
In the view here 1aken, the cffort to
engraft the Wilmor- Proviso upm an act of
Congress, even il Congress hadthe requi.
site power, is n useless attemit to direct
the legislation of the country i an object
whigh would be us easy auained withow
it. Il Congress iave not the ‘rower, as |
believe they have not, in commep witt a
lurge portion of the pecople, it becomes
worse than useless, by hecomig uncon.
situtional.,  And in addition tolhis, itis
peeuliarly eflensive 1o one-hdl of the
States of the Union, who see i.in an ats
tempt to circumseribe their rigits, and 1o
morlily their pride of characiep No man
can look atthe signsof the tines without
being salisfied that the prosedition of this
‘uestion is producicg the wirst stite of
feeling; and though T trustlhat happen
what may, ovr southern brerhren will still
cling to the Union, cquallytheir ark of
safety and ours, still there _fro evils short
ol a sepuration’ which eveg good ciiizen
should seek to avoid. Hekhould seck

defence of our country. While the demo~

avoid all occasions of unfrindly [eelings:
lo avoid as far as may be he agitation of

.w circumsianees bring (s |
quesiion more forcibly than ever before
the country, the true fouadution of 1he
power should be severely invesiigated,

Those who maiutain the right of Con-
cress 1o pass the Wilmot Provisn, must
maintain not only the right of that body 1o
establish governments, and 1o provide for
the neeessities ol legislation over the
public territory, which is one thing, bui
ulso the power to direet all the internal
territorial legislation at its pleasure, with-
out regard 1o the will ol the people 10 he
affected hy it, whiel is another and quite
adillerent thing. 1 shall not enter juto
any subtleties touching the condition of
sovercignty, or the rights it brings with i,
That suliject was a good deal debated at
the last session of Cungressy but it had been
already exhausted in the discussions pre.
viously 10 cur revolutionary stiuggle. We
are sovereign, said the British governmem
1o the colonies, and maoy legislate over you
as we plrase. You are sovereign, said
our [athers, and may establish govern-
ments; but you have no right to interfare,
by your legislation, in our internal eny;-
cerns.  Suvch legislation, withoyy Tepro-
sentatinn, is the very essenng of despo-
tism, ‘Tlis dispute diyited gne empire.
Let us toke care thal 5 gymilar assumption
of power dors nut divide anotlier.

Have Cnfiegs any power 10 legislule
over the tPienries 7 1 said in my letter
to Mr. Micholson, “How far an existing
neersaity may have operated in producing
thia leaislition, and thus extending, Ly a
rather a volent implication, powers nol
dirgetly g'ven, 1 know not. Bui cenain
it is, that the prineiple ol [interforence
should not be carried heyond the necessary
implication which produces it.”

The ground of necessity is that upon
which Mr. Madison placed the action of
the old reonfederation in passing the or-
dinanece of 1787; and irl do not misun~
derstand the late Mr. Justice Story, he en.
tertained similur views when he said that
acquired territory *most he under the
dominion aud jurisdietion of 1the Union, or
it would he without any government al
all.” Iftoaveid this latter consequence
Congress exercise a power not otherwise
10 be defended, thar power shouvld be limi-
ted Ly the necessity of the occasion whieh
calls it forth.  To preserve the peace of
society—and to this ground of support we
must come at lasi—iliere is no more need
that Congress should conduct the legisla-
tion of the lerritories than that they should
eonduct the legislation of Virginiacor of
Massachusetis. It is enough that they
should orgavize governments, and then the
necessity [or their interference ceases.—
And the reswlt proves 1his, for the local
governments do m anage imernal coucerns
ol the territories in most cases, and would
as galely in all, i not resirained by con=
gressional imerpositiony and il Congress
can pass licyond the power to argnnize
governments, they may rule a territory ot
their pleasure, “und prosirate every barri-
er of freedom. I, ns [ have heretolore
said, they can regulate 1he relation of
master aml gervan, what but their own
will is 1o preveutr them from regulating
the other relatians of life—tio relation of
husband and wife, and of parent and child

aud, indecd, all the ulijects which belong
to the socizl state?  "U'here is no man who

(can chow the slightest necessity for this
interference on the part of the general
governmént, nnd there is consequently
no man who can sliow that ithas auy right
to interlere on the ground ol its necessary
action.  MThe people of the territories
are fully comperent to conduet their owmn

allairs; and the very first principle of our
social systein demrands that they should
be permitied 10 do 0. T :

“Whichever. may he the source,” says
Chief Justice Marshall, speaking doubt-
fully of the original of tho jurisdiction,
»whence this power may, be derived, the
possession of it i3 unquestinnable.” He
is speakirg of the power of government;
amd no doubt it has been possesseil; but il
becoines very important to ascertain liow,
and how far, Congress has justly possess-
ed i1, in order 1o ascertain 10 what extent
itmay be exercised. In almost all—1 be-
lieve I may say in all—ihe specches aad
essays in support ol the power of Congress
in legislute over slavery, after endeavors
ing veguely 10 dedice it from some clause
or other ol the eonstitution, the principal
reliaee is at last vpon the suthority ol
the few instances, ol its exercise to he
found in the statute books,” Authority and
precedent have weight, and onght o have
some weight in doubtful questions; but 1
irust there are few tole [bund who are
prepared 1o shut the eonstitution, and to
seek in the practice of the government the
foundation of its power; and more especial-
ly when, asin this case. the carly legisla-
tive proceedings passed, ns we have rea~
son Lo helieve, without ebjection or inqi-
ry. ‘They commenced by adopting the
provisions of an ordinance of the old go-
vernment o the administration of the new
one, and thus impliedly recogumising the
exclusinn of slavery, aund seem 1o have
gone on silently and unquestioned for
years. I have not had time to lonk hack
to ascertain theyfacts precisely; but I believe
it will be found thet this power has mever
been exercised where there was n united
sectional opposition to it,  Precedent may
weigh much in the consideration of a
doubtful quesiion, where the whole sub-
ject has. been maturely considered, and
many minds have been Lrought 1a bear
upou its adjustment,  But as rhe founda-
tion of politicul power a pratice 1hus in~
troduced is of little value, particularly
when it comes toinvolve grave questiors
serivusly affecting the Union. We tury

i AHWRSHER L, rom, what_have been
authority of precedent 1o 1he ‘-'Iul‘hnr.i'lly‘::r
the constitution.  These are 1imes which
try such quesiions. Who can wander,
that with the views enteripined of this
subject by the South, a0 appeal should be
made o the eompior eharter of the coun-
iry, or that a lorge portion of our citizens
should be satisfied with no answer not
derived froin it? That what has been
must covtinue 1o be, is a principle which
has dune nore to perpetunte ahuses than
allibhe other causes which have operated
apnn political fnstitutivns,

Those who advocate and those who
oppose the Wilmot Provise oerupy very
different positions. The former uroe its
adoplion as a matler u['expediene?. in
un]ar_ 1o cxc'lurle slavery from ile newly
acquired territories, where it does not ex-
ist, and where it eannot he denied that
this exclosion is as morally certain without
it as wih ir; while tho latter all oppose
lh_m measure on the ground of its uneon-
stitatigeality, nud a large portton of the
Ution on the ground also of its interfer-
ecce with their rights and feelings. The
contest lo which this subject has given
rise has already been preduciive of the
worst conscquences,  [of 1ivo years it has
prevented all leeislation dver most impor-
tant regions, ud hos lelt them without
government, ..d ina stale of social dis
argaization, to our own reproach and 1o
the surprise of the world.

I do nut believe there is another eountry
on the face of the earth which would have
permiited such a state of things. Anid
how long is it to eontinue 7 Is California
to hecome a prey to intestine dissensions
in the ubsence ol all law, or isit 10 be
driven 1o separate from us because we
neglect to discharge one of our first duties
—a duty of necessity—that ol organizing
a government for the people who inhabit
it? Those who oppose the Wilmot Pro-
viso on the ground ol ita unconstituionglity
cin never surrender their opinious and
vate for it. Those who have heretofore
advacated its adoption may well abandon
it, convinced, as they must be, that there
objzet will be as well auained without it
ag with i, Tt appears 1o me oue of the
most barren questions that ever divided
a country, barren in useful results, but
fertile in dilficuliies and dangers. | [ree-
ly confess that I look with amaze=ment
upon the zeal and periinacity displayed
iv arguing this neasure under these.eircum-
stances, . and augur from them the worst
cunsequences. ;

These are mmy senmiiments. They will
givo offence to many. and will exjoss me
fo- much obloguy. But I do not hesitdle
thus openly to avow them; for everv pub-
lic man who is not prepared 1o lake a
decided part agreeably 10 his convietions,
in times like these, in not prepared 10. dis-
charge one ol the frst dutieb which-bélohges
to bis position.  *To jpsure domestic
tanquillitg.” in the words of 1hie ennstitu-
tion, was one ofthe great mntives of the
people of the United Swues in the organiza-
tion of the present government.  Measures
whieh may endanger that tranquillity
should he serutivized with eaution, and
never adopted but in the last necessity,
aud then with great reluctance. I uur,
dear sir, with great regard. truly yours.

LEAV. CASS.

Tnomas Rircng, Esq.

B R T s

From the Spartanborg Spartan,
¥, M, Barrett, the Abolitionist;
‘This personnge has, doubilesstly very
unexpectedly o himsell, achieved an un-
enviable netoriety i a very short timej

what may be the penaliy of 1his notoriety
remaing to be seen, Ly ithe award of the

law. ‘I'he ébarge under which he waj
arrested is punishable by twelve manths
imprisvnnient and One Thousand Dollars
fine. - But hemmray be indicted under the
arrest for any crime of which the States
Attorney mayg think bimsell able by com-
petent lestimony tn convict the prisoner.
There is more than a possibility, Bar-
reit may be idicted fur an offence, the
peualty of which is death, without benefit
of clergy, and assuredly, if convicted, all
the Abolitionists jn the Uaited States cao-
uot save him. i
[lthis manbe the innncent vielim, a
he pretends, of unknown iucendiaries,
who write to him at almost every point
in the Siato, and charge him willf the eare
and distribution of their infamdus docu-
meuts, why the repetition of the kindest
advice and caution? Why the delicate
flatery lur bis services 7 Why the eqig-
matical eharacter of a portion of the cor~
respondence addressed to him?  They
are his [riends at least, and appear to know
sud appreciate their man.  The fllowing
letter fixes, we thiuk conclusively, the
place of pellication of the Brutus aod
True Carolinian.  In the letter wero 1wo
enclosures, addresseld to two highly valued
citizens of this State, comaiving copies -
of Brutus: .
Lo J. M. Barrelt, Esq.: Post marked } .
Cinncinnati, 12" Muy, 1849, E
“Dear Sin: Having learued that you
are truvelliog in 5. C., I 1oke the liberry of
requesting you to drop into some Post
Olllce alang your route, the euclused let=
ters.  Allough comparatively a siranger
toyow, 1 take this liberty because | wish
w oblige a **Carolinign,” who desires me
10 take some plan of communication with
his frieuds, which will not by the Post
mark reveal his present location. Be
kind ennugh. 1o destrgy this when you
have read i1,
uot sigfijug my name, bat that you may
kumt Lam i, be relied upon, [ will just
0fime thut Messrs. E. Huarweod & Co.
have sent you $20 to Columbia, S. C.2* .
The flollowing letter ‘eontained some-
12 10 15 eoclosures addressed 10 various

5

You will pardon me for -

L

T'was directed l-a:;t"h'a"::
lotte, N. C., and.forwarded to Barrett at
this place. This is the letfer referred to
last week, as one. the hand writive of
which is probably, known 1o a, (riend of
ours, aud which we expect to verify soon;
and here we add, for the benefit of Mr.
Barrett's correspondents . in. Cincinnati,
Oliin, Dublin, Iudiana that our Commitiee
of Vigilanes will tuke the necessary mea
sures tu procure the reul names of those
anuonymous gentleman who areso very
desirous of remaining unknown, We
will strip off their ivcognito, nnd il we can
do no more, will hold them up in their
irue characters, to the scorn and contempt
ol the honorably disposed, in every por-
tion of the country; the traitorous Carolini-
an shall have the most conspicuaus niche
inthe Temple of lofamy. The Rev. S.
I'. Chase, is a gentleinan compared to
lim ¢ T : ;
“iCixciNsaty, Oh., June 15,1849, .
“Mr. Barrett, dear sir: A friend of
mine from South Caralina wishes me 1a
write to some.one, .there, and get him to
deposit in some oflice within the State.
the letters accompanging. this. T ihought
ul sending them 1 some oue of my frieads
who reside there, but as they are also ac«
quainted with himn, his ebject would.be
defented, 3 he does nol wish them to know
of his being here. While you. are travell=
ing iy that State - thought it would not
be inconvenient fur you o accommodate
bim in this matter. I have sent soma
ateo-to nihier persons with the same request.
Ashe nags the Pustage on thess pack-
ages it will cost you and them nothing
but the trouble of epusiing. For his
vwn reasons he desires that they be drop«
pred into different allicers, and he partis
calarly desires that yousshould not deliver
them to any of the persons yourself, should
vou have them in your way. bt isuns
necessary for you to kuow the object he
has in view. .
*You will mach oblige me; and indee
I will take it .us great: favor, if j*au-‘wflf
uot give the slighest hint 10 any one of this
matter; aud in your correspondence with
vour [riends here, please vot allude: ta it
atall.  You need wnot even nckun\;‘,fﬂga
that you have received: the package from
me, exceptin a letter addressed 1o myself.
[ hope you will retura in' better healih
than you' lelt us.
“Lam,dear Sig,>. - i3

: “Very respecifully.yours..

“P. S. 1.wpsabout signing my names.
but my friend suggesied 1 hod better rot,.
as by some menna this may lall jote other
hauds, ind thus, his friends, in C. get &
hint of his being here. You will fhereforas
excuse me fur not doing sv, and geuss ab’
mine,"” g
. But the Rev. Dr. S. I". Chase, who-
probably'has no affinity with SouthCaroe-
lina, scorns the aunonymous in ndtl‘r?asing
his dear Jahy, and boldly signs-his'name,
setting the chonces at definncd, probably
desiring that the “‘floorer” of Di. Curiis
should he more widely known, than he
was likely tv be by ordinary means. ‘The
champion of the “Ph" afier the signal
atid disgrueelul defeat of Dr. Singar aud
Dr. Swith, annihilates Dr.. Curtis in the
argument, and afler praying for the “gole”
and body.of dear Johw, gives the result-of

the fight, without touching details; Thae:

.
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