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FOR PRESIDENT
GENL, ZACHARY T4 YrLor,

FOR GOVERNOR

WL T GOLDSBOROUGH.
For Coxcress.
John W Crisfield,

of Somerset County.

For 1ue House or DELEGATES,
Col. JOHUN H. HODSON,

JAS. BOND CIHAPLAIN,
REUBEN TALL,

BENJAMIN G. KEENE.

For County COMMISSIONERS.
JAMES HAMMERSLY,
JOHN MUIR,

WILLIAM K. TRAVERS.

{&>The Orphans’ Court of Dorchester County
will sit on Monday next the 20th inst.

{3 The communication signed «J. J. Henry "
and the article prefacing it are unavoidably crow-
ded out this week. They shall appear in our
next.

0@>We ask the careful attention of the readers
of the “Chronicle” to the articles upen the first
page of this week’s paper in reference to the
charge made against Mr. Thomas, of advoeating
the doctrine of “representation according to pop-
ulation”—and also the communication upon the
subject of Mr. Goldsborough’s agency in defeat-
ing the bill regnlating the cording of wood sold in
Baltimore city.

The last ““Easton Star” speaks of the “%nown
and admitled incompetency” of Mr. Goldsbo-
rough. Will that paper inform us what evidence
Mr. Thomas has furnished of his competency fer
the Executive chair> And what avails the bright-
est intellect if it be directed to the destruction of
the best interests of the State: Is infellectual com-
petency the only requisite for Governor’  Is no
regard to be had for the principles of the candi-
date—no attention paid to his political acts? My,
Thomas may be all that his friends claim for him
in point of intellectual capacity, but how has he
exercised his endowments?  Not for the glory and
honor of his State.  When gloom and despon-
dency overshadowed her fate—when a portion of
her own degenerate offspring were attemptings to
sully her reputation with the damning stain of re-
pudiation, did Mr. Thomas exercise his powers
to protect and save the character of his State from
degradation and ruin? No! He exerted his ut-
most abilities to accelerate her fall, and fix the [h-
tal stain indellibly upon her name!  He took the
lead in the emprise against her honor, and would
have degraded her into the sink of bankruptey
and repudiation had his measures been sustained.
Mr. Goldsborough may not possess the splendid
abilities that Mr. Thomas’ friends claim for that
genileman, but his lofty virtue—his unfaltering
devotion to the honor and interests of Maryland
—his fidelity to the constitution—is puare and
upright character, and his strong praciical sense
and judgment, all stamp him as a safer deposito-
ry of the hizh trusts he aspires to than the man
whose superior talents have been exerted azainst
the honor and weliare of his native State. In the
absence of a proper regard for the public faith,
and thatsound conservatism which seeks to check
the mad impulses of popular excitement, great
talents only render their possessor more danger-
ous to the public weal, and for this reason sober,
reflecting men will pause and consider well before
they clothe with high trusts a man whose “splen-
did abilities” may be wielded to the destruetion of
their dearest righis,

MR. THOMAS—AND REPRESENTATION
ACCORDING TO TAXATION.

We have charged the Loco Foco candidate for
Governor, Mr. P. Francis Thomas, with having
advocated the docirine of “Representation accor-
ding to Taxation” in his late speech at Hagers-
town. Some of the Loco Foco journals have de-
nied the consiruction placed npon Mr. Thomas’
]angl'lage by the Whigs, but there has Leen no de-
nial of the words imputed to Mr. Thomus, In
truth it is an undeniable fact that he did vee such

language. he words were uttered at a- public
meeting, and the Hagerstown Torch Lisht refers
to JosephI. Merrick Esq. and other leadins Loco
Focos of Washington connty for the
statement. The friends of Mr. Thomas equivo-
Mr,
Thomas himself cannot, will not deny he said
substantially as follows:—

truth of the

cate and refuse to meet the charze boldly.

I AM IN FAVOR OF REPRESENTATION ACCORDING
TO TAXATION: THAT IS, IF YOU PAY TAXES ON A
DOLLAR’S WORTH OF PROPERTY MORE THAX | po.
I AM WILLING YOU SHALL HAVE 4 DOLLAR’S
'WORTH OF INFLUENCE MORE THAN I Havp.”

It 1s true Mr. Thomas has written a letter upon
the subject which his friends endeavor to make
appear as a positive denial of the charge, but the
letter in fact ADMITS THE CHARGE. It wil:
be found in another column, and we asl the rea-
der to examine it carefully and see
whether Mr. Thomas does not admit substantial-
ly that he is in favor of “Representstion accord-
ing to Taxation.” No other construction can be
placed upon it.  Torture and pervert it as they
may, in plain English it amounts to nothing more
nor less than “Representation according to Tax-
ation.”  And no man of intelligence will deny
that to carry out such a doctrine it must necessa-
rily lead to “property qualification.”

Can the people sustain a man who advocates
such odions and anti-republican doctrines? Ye
handed sons of poverty and toil, whe
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your bread by the sweat of your brows, will you
give your suffrages to a man who would deprive
you of the dearest right a freeman can boast of?
Will the laboring classes sustain by their votes'a
man who would aflix a badge of degradation up-
on every man who is poor, and deprive him ofthe
right to vote because he is not blessed with a cer-
tainamount of property? Itcannot be. There js
enough public virtue left to break in sunder the
shackles of party, and enable the people to spurn
the man who under the specious guise of Democ-
racy would deprive them of the most sacred rights
they enjoy,

Me. THoMAs—GILL Ners, &c.—Mr. Thomas
claims to be a full-blooded Democrat—the pecu-
liar friend of the poor man. It his professions are
alone to be regarded he does indeed possess a
lively sympathy for the man of poverty and toil,
but, uulbrtunutvly, his acts contradict his profes-
sions, and shew him to be an oppressor of the
poor—a despiser of their richts, and a contemner

On the 8th of March 1844 a
law was enacted by the Lesislature of Maryland

of their interests.

entitled “An act to preserve the breed of Fish in

the waters of the Chesapeake Bay, and for other

H

purposes,” which prohibits the placing of “any

stakes, piles or other pieces of timber for the pur-
pose of attachinz seines or nets thereto, with the
view of taking shad or fish of any description’” in
the waters therein naned, under a penaity of fif-
ty dollars.  MR. P. FRANCIS THOMAS VO-
TED FOR THIS LAW, as will be seen by refer-
ence to the House Journal 1843 page 449, and
by reference to the' Senate Journal 1843,
149, it will be seen that WAL T. GOLDSBO-
ROUGH VOTED AGAINST Iy

Now would it be believed that Mr. Thomas
who professes so much resard for the rzhts and
interests of the poor, would vote for a jaw depri-
ving them of the privilege of catchine fish in nets?
The law affects only the very poor.
can have his Aeul scine
fish, but the poor man who isunable to buy a haul

seine, yet is able to buy a few pounds of thread

and make a @i nef that wip supply himseli” and
his family with fish—le s prohibited from usina
it, under a penalty of fifiy dollars,

indeed reached a nice point in

Have we not
this Demociatic
age when poor men are prohibited by law from
usine the only kind of nets they are able to obtain,
for the purpose of supplying their families with
fish—while those who are able to purchase haut
seines are left at
proper?  How many poor men are there in this

Congressional district who own sill

!ih(-rly to use them as they see

nets and who
supply their fimilies with fish from them, who are
not able to purchase a haul seine, and to whom
this law would appiy?  We know many who toil
all day and set their 2ill nets at night, and next
morning procure fish enough to serve their fami-
lies during the day—perhaps have a few to spare
which they can sell to 3 neichbor,

Mr. Thomas’ doctrine,

But carry out
men would be
and compelled either to buy
ish from their richer

and these
denied the privilese,

neigzhbors or do without
them entirely.  And yet this man calls himself g

| Democrat, and acks the peopie (o elevate him by
| their votes to the Gubernatorial chair of Marvland.
Will the poor man whom he would deprive of the
privileze of obtainins a supply of fish from the irce
waters for his family’s use—uwill he support him?
Will he thus sanction and endorse the attempt to
deprive his family of one of their means of subsjs-

tence?  Will he sustain a

against the setting of gill nets has m eflect sail.

let the man who is able to have a haul seino fish
when and where he pleases, but the poor man
who can only afford to have a 2ill net shall

use that for the purpoze of

not
catching fish—and if
he dares do it he chall he liable to a fine of fifty
dollars for every oflence, i

Tuat Rep Paton.—We wonder if Mr. Golds-
!mrnu'_gh still thinks that “every poor man ousht
to have a red patch on hisback to distinsnish him
from a gentleman,” and we wonder whether there
is any Whis print in Maryland which wiil deny
that this was a favorite sentument with his aristo-
cratic Sire, and was so f‘nrcibly imprnssml unon
the Son, that water cannot w ash it out, nor fire
burn it ont.

We clip the above from the “Democratiz Stan-
dard” pubiished in Baltimore, and inform that pa-

per there isa “Whis printin Maryland which wijl
deny that” the above ‘“was g favorite sentiment’s
with Mi. Goldsboronch’s stire. We Lknew his <ire,
and can bear testimony to his uprizhtnessand in-
tegrity as a gentleman and g man of honor.—
Such a sentiment s in direct conflict with his
character—his hospitality and benevolence knew

no difference Letween rich and poor. The same

virtues have descended to his son as cvery man
who knows him can attest, His sire never utter-
a sentiment and the «
The slander originated in Fred-

erick county, and was at first imputed to a gen-

cd sucl Standard” well

knew the fact.

tleman, who once resided in that county, bearing
the name of (h)i(.’si;rn'uu‘_rh. For party purposes
it has been perverted until it is now ascribed to
the father of the Whis Gcubernatorial candidate,
and before the election it will doubtless he impu-
ted to Wm. T, Goldsborough himself, We won-
der if the conscience of the “Standard” sends up
no answerings veto to the conception and circula-
tion of such vile calumnies upon the dead and the
living>  Or has he surrendered his soul
to the keeping of the Zenius of Loco Focoism?
If he is capable of shame his cheek shiould blister
at the recollection of the slanders he has promul-
gated in regard to the Whig Gubernatorial candi-

date.

and body

{(G> REPRESENTATION Accorping TO Taxa-
TION.—We publish below the letter of Mr. Thom-
as in relation to the charge preferred against him
of having stated in his Hagerstown specch that he

n faver of "Represrntglion aceording to Tax-
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ders to this letter. It is ll the Whigs desire to

sustain the charge against Mr. Thomas, and jif

there be meaning in language it clearly and un-
questionably admits he is in favor of “representa-
tion according to taxation,” while in no single in-
stance jloes he deny having used the words jm-
puted to him.  Mr. Thomas in his letter SAYSt—

“Irecollect referring to the subject of taxation
and representation, und the inequality both in the
contributions made to the treasury, and the bene-
fits derived from it, by the larce and small coun-
ties, confending that the larzer counties should
possess in the popular branch of the Legislature a
grealerinfluence than they now fure,”

Now we submit it to the intellicence uf'm‘ery
man if the above extract from Mr. Thomas’ letter
dees not admit he is in favor of “representation
according to taxation.”  He says the ‘larger
connties should possess in the popular branch of
the Legislature a areater influence than they now
have.”  And w hy?  Because they are more pop-
ulous?  No.  On account of their greater extent
ol territory> No. Buton account of their ““con-
irihutions made to the lreasury!”’  Now what are
“contributions’ 1o the treasury but forves? And
if the larcer counties are represented in the pop-
ular branch of the Lesislature according to the
amount of their “contributions” to the treasury—
that is according to the amount of faxes paid by
them—would not that be “representation accord-
g to taxation?”’

But, says Mr. Thomas, I did not advocate “pro-
perty qualification.””  No one alleses he did ad-
vocate “property qualification” in terms. Hs

| own words are siven, and the Whics contend that
is the necessary result of

“properiy qualification”
the doctrine of “‘representation accordine to tax-
ation.”  Mr. Thomas himself furnishes the true
construction of his lanruage, and the tryé results
of his doctrive:  He says: “I am in favor of rep-
resentation according to taxation: that is, if’ you
pay taxes on a dollar’s worth of property more
than I do, I am willine you shall have a dollar’s
worth of influence more than 1 have.” Now if a
man is to have “influence” —ihat 1s votes, for no
other meaning can be attached to the term—ac-
cording to the value of his property, does it not
follow as a necessary consequence  that he who
holds no property will have no “influence’”’—no
wie?  If a man who holds property has «‘influ-

and the man who holds no property has no “jp-
fluence,” what can you eail it bnt “property qual-
Is not the effect the sames Where
is the distinetion between them? Mr. Thomas
may deny the tnference that has been drawn from
his lansuave, and may contend it does not mean
“property qualification;”” but other people have a
richt as welil as himself to judse of the trye imfer-
cnce deducible from his remarks,  The following
1s his letter relerred 10—
CUuMBERLAND, Aus. 27th, 1847.

Dear Sir:—Upon my arrival here on yesterday,
I received your leiter of the 25th inst., informine
ime that a charge was very generally circulated to
the eflect, that in that part of my speech at Ha-
gerstown, in which 1 disenssed the Relormy ques-
uon, I advocaied the doctrine of “property quali-
fication,” angd that such an mlerence was drawn
from the followine language, said to have been
tsed by me—that the man who paid five doliars
into the Treasury ouzht to have more inflnence
than he who paid nothing,”  As [ have never en-
tertained an opinion favorable to a property qual-
ification, I can state, with the Imost positive cer-
tamty, that I did not, either at Hazerstown or at
any other place or time, advocate 5 doctrine which
I, m commen with the democratic party, have ev-
erviewed as odious and absurd,

Itis utterly impossible for me to remember the
precise language used in the course of a long
speech. I recollect referring to the subject of
taxation and representation, and the inequality
both in the contributions made to the trezsury,
and the benetits derived from it, by the larce and
siall counties; contendins that the laroer coun-
ties should possess an the popular branch of the
creater influence than they now
have: bui how, jn any manner, my remarks could
be tortured inio an advocacy of a principle which
Fabhor, I amn at a loss to imasine,

Itis quite possible that in the excitement of a
long speech,

2 ]
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a sente:nce
which i the abstract, was liable to misconsiruc-
ton. I undertake, however, to say, that ‘there
was not one word or syllable uttered by me on
the occasion reiered to, which in the mind of any
sensible or honorable man, or one not predispo-
sed to misreprezent, if' taken in connexion with
the context uand subject-matier of  discussion,
could have induced even the remotest idea of an

| intention on my part to favor the doetrine of pro-

perty qualification.  The assertion - thervefore, isa
base and infamous fulsehood, and one which no
truly honorable man wonld aseribe to me.
I am, very truly, vour friend,
P. F. THOMAS.

Hon. Jyo. T. Masox.

Cur:i’x;x’rmx.u. Rerory.—>Mr. Thomas m e
speeches on the Western Shore avows himnself a
thoroush-soins advoecate ol Conventional Reform.
The Loco Foco papersin the State are constantly

may have been uttered, | . f :
_{ become a law—it would in no wise have reme-

We ask the caréful attention of our rea- [ Weber moved that the bill be recommitted with

1
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instructions to the Committee, to reporta bill to
call a convention to revise the Constitution, and
amongst other things establish a system of repre-
sentation upon a fair and equitable basis.” The
question_was put on the motion of Mr, Weber,
and Mr. Thomas voled against the proposition to
call @ Convention to revise the Constitution, S:e
House Journal 1843, pages 78 & 79.

Now if Mr. Thomas be honest in his views in
resard to the beneficial effects of Conventional
Reform, what excuse can his friends furnish for
his vote above referred to? If Mr. Thomas is
sincere in saying he believes Conventional Reform
is the only mode by which the people can be re-
lieved from the burthens of taxation, what apolo-
2y canbe made for his refusal to lend his aid in
relieving them?  His friends must answ er these
questions,  The people have a right 1o know,
and they demand to know why Mr. Thomas in
1844 voted against Conventional Reform—the
only mode that he savs exists by which the people
Canescape taxation?  itis thus his wefs <o posi-
tively contradiet his declorations, and prove that
like others of his party he either votes asainst
measures he knows to he proper, or advocates
those he knows to be unproper,

“L. M. N.”—This writer makes his appearance
againin the “Democrat” and labors hard to ex-
cite public odium acainst Mr. Goldshorongh, the
Whis candidate for Governor, for deleating a bill
whilst he was in the Senate “relating to the mea-
suring of wood in the city of Baltimore.” He ex-
patiztes largely upon the vast benefits this bill
would have efiected tor the “wood and boating
interests,” and charges Mr. Goldsborough ‘with
sacrificing the “interests of the people of this
County” to “promote the interests of those who
by their practices were hmposing upon ps.”'—
What warrant has this writer for such broad as-
sumptions?  For what reason does he say such a
bill was “intended and calenlated to protect a
larze and respectable interest of this his native
County?”  Why simply beeause the preamble to
the bill says so!" The seetions of the bill are over-
looked and disregarded, and the mmere assumption
of the preambie taken for gospel truth.
would be thought of “L. M. N.” if he were to
rise 1 a Coort of Law and contend that the pre-

amble to a law furnished the trye and lezitimate

construction of that law.
N.” values his reputation too hi;hiy to place him-
self in such a ridiculons pesttion.  Preambles
sometimes assist in ¢

laws where the language is embizuous, but we
have yet to learn in what Court the law itcelf
disre sarded and the linguage of the preamble re-
ceived as the exciusive eriterion of construction.
This writer has before involve himself in a simi-
lar absurdity in resard to Mr. Thomas’ repudiating
principles, and one we shall not fail to notice |
time and space be spared to us.

We apprehend <1,. M.

1S

him every boatman and wood seller should vote
for him. ~We advise “L. M. N.” to continue his
researches. We feel greally indebted:to him for
fursishing us with tliis fact so strongly illustrative
of Mr. Goldsborough's sagacity, and his Misposi-
tion to protect the boating interests against the
injuries heretofore complained of.

——t il

{G-Justice to ourself requires a brief notice of
the article which appeared in the Jast “Democrat’’
over the signature of “B. D. Jackson.” Mr.
Jackson publishes the result of an interview be-
tween himse!f and Doct. C. C. Cox of Easton,
and attempts by his subsequent comments to
shew that we exceeded the authority given us by
Doct. Cox, and instead of simply denying the
“locality” of the remarks ascribed to him by Mr,
Jackson, we <o framed the card as to “have the

force of a full denial both as to place and fuct.’—
“Mulignily” and “embittered feelings” towards

B. D. Jackson are the motives he ascribes to us
for this alleged perversion of Doet. Cox's inten-
tion.  All this is mere “stuff and fustian.” The
card of Doct. Cox reads as follows:—

“A Carp.—Huavines seen an article in the Jast
“Democrat’” over the signature of B. D. Jackson
in which I am referred to as having stated in
Cambridge “that Mr. Loockerman had pronoun-
ced Mr. Goldsborough “an Ass and the Prince of
Asses”—I authorize you to pronounce the gs.
sertion false and unfounded.”

Sept. 3, 1847. CHRIS. C. COX.

The ‘assertion” which is here pronounced
Ffalse and unfounded” may be found in the “De-
mocrat” of the 1st. ult. and reads as follows:—
“Dr. C. C. Cox, a gentleman residing in Easton,
stated here that Mr. Loockerman had pronoun-
ced Mr. Goldsborough “an ass and the prince of
asses.” Now it will be perceived that the charge
is that Doct. Cox made this statement in  Cam-
bridge, and what says the card of Doct. Cox?—

' he made such

‘bridge,

"such a
denial “have the force of a

retting at the true meaning of Where—a fact that we knew

if

Does it deny that he made such a statement in
FEuaston?  No. Does it deny in general terms that
a statement at all?” No. It simply
denies that he madesuch a statement in Cam-
This was all that was reqnired.

Doct. Cox was charged with haviy in
What | Cambridge, and.the card denied t inake

How does this
Jull denial both as to
place and fuct?”  Mr. Jackson complains that we
did not emphasize the “locality.”  If we had done
so it wonld have amounted to 2 virteal admission
that Doct. Cox had made such statements elce-
not. How should
we know that Doct. Cox made such a statement
in the presence of James L1 Martin and Wm. B.
Clarke Esqrs. in Easton,  We have not the fae-
ulty of clueirvayance, to know what statements Dr,
Cox makes in Easton.  The charge as made and
localized wvoas all we had to repel, and that we
met by an authorized denial from Doct, Cox of
havine made such statements in Cambridge.- Nr.

statement Jere.
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It the reader will examine the various seetings ' Jickson intended to localize . the statements  in

of the bill which “L. M. N.” considers so highly
calculated to benefit the “wood and boatins in-
terests,” he will find that the only change it pro-
posed to effect in the practices of wood seilers
and buyers and wood corders, is the profilition
it imposes upon wood corders o measure wond
m carts, and the requarement that all wood carried
to the city of Baltimore for sale shall be zctually
measured before the same shall be sold. The b
required afl wood to be measured by wood corders
before it was sold, and if wood sellers had bLeen
imposed upon, as the preamble to the bil
“by the imperlect and irregular manner in which
the same is measmed,” this bill afforded them no
protection, because, if disposed to Hnpose upon
them, the wood corders could have efiected their
object as easily in measuring woad upon the
wharves as in measuring it in  carts, The great
complaint of wood sellers was that the wood
corders in measuring their wood were disposed to
favor wood buyers at the expense of the selleps:
and it will be perceived at a
which “L. M. N.” lauds so hi;_rhl_\' fails entirely
to protect wood sellers acainst the orievances
they sutlered, because the same impositions couid
have been practised upon them by the wood cor-
ders in measuring wood upon the wharves,
they allecred were practiced upon them in

measurement of wood in carts.
was a suflicient reason why the bill should

as

not

died the evils complained of, and would have sub-
jected wood sellers to greater inconveniences
than existed under the old system.  Buat there
was another reason why the bill should be re-
jected. By reference to the Journal of the Sen-
ate of December Session 1843, it will be seen
that on the Tth March 1844 a law was enseted on
this very subject, which fully provided for all the

evils complained of, by repealins the necessity of

having wood measured by wood corders; but if
the bill which “L. M. N.”* refers to had passed it
would have repealed the first hill, and made it ne-
cessaty that all wood should be measured by
wood corders hefore it was sold, because the lat-
ter bill came up for consideration after the first
bill had been passed into a law—it having been
rejected on the 9th March 1844, See Senate
.l«hlrlnﬂlpngﬂ 181. The followins is the law re-

ferred to, and may be found amono the laws of

rinsinzs the chanses upon this subject, and l:xlmri December Session 1843, chapter 281:—

earnestly to convinee the people that the present
Constitution is delective and necds re-modeling.
We have ever doubted their sincerity.
never bejieved they desired any chanse or reform
except suchas would reform them in
relorm Whigs oul.  We have on all occasions as-
cribed their clanior to a hungerine and thirstines
after the “spoils” of office, and we have yet
seen no reason to chanve our opinion.

as

under any evils for which a new
would supply a remedy—much less do we believe
that any that conld be devised would better se-
cure the rizhts of property and person and pro-
mote the happiness of the people than the
under which we live. But our Opponents profess
| .y ] m ! . .
to think (hﬂc:rm;lz_\'. and Mr. Thomas himself re-

cards Conventional Reform as a yanacea for all
o 2 T ) !
by tirat means he
burthens |

the evils in the body politic.
proposes to reiieve the people from the
of taxation, and bring about a staie of prosperity
hitherto unknown to them.  And he further says
he believes Conventional Reform 1s the only
mode by which can be effected the deliverance of
the people from the burthens they are groaning
under.

Now is Mr. Thomas honest and sincere in dc-|

claring such to be his sentiments? We believe
not, and are prepared to establish Ly hisown vote
that he is opposed to Conventional Reform.  On
the 10th of January 1844 the House of Delegates,
(of which Mr. Thomas was a member) took up
for consideration the bill reported by Mr. Cathell
entitled ““an act to reduce the number of members
in the House of Delegates.”  Afier various mo-
tions to strike out and postpone the bill, “Mr,

Sd - ¢ - A i
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ofitce and |

one |

|

We bLave |

}

We ‘I“;
noi believe the people of .\I;u'_vl:xml are laboring |
Constitution |

An act entitled a further supplement to the act
aithorizing the appointine of inspectors and wood
corders, & lo regulate the cording of wood, brouglit
lto the city of Ballimore.

Be it enacled by the Gencral Assembly of Mary-
land, That from and after the passaze of this act,
it shall and may be lawful for the vendor or veq-
dors of wood brousht to the ciiy of Baltiniore by
walter for sale, to dispose of the same withont be-
in s meacured by the mspectors or corders of wood
in said city: provided, the purchaser er purchasers
thercof a rree to the measurement of the said ven-
dor or veudors, and that the inspectors or corders
as aloresaid shali have no claim for measurement
in such case.

L will be readily perceived from a perusal of
the above law that it fully provides for and pro-
tects the wood sellers against all the evils they
suffered at the hands of wood corders, hy leaving
it optional with themselves either to nmeasure
their own wood or employ a wood corder to do it
for them; while the bill which “I,. M. N.” praises
so mnuch would, had it not been defeated by Mr.
Goldsboroush, have repealed the above law, and
still left wood sellers lable to the
wood corders. The bill Mr. Guldshomugh defea-
ted, notwithstanding the assumptions of is pre-
amble, was really intended to benefit wood cord-
ers—while the law which passed effectually pro-
tects wood sellers against the injustice formerly
practiced upon them. So far therefore from evin-
cing the least disregard of the interests of boat-
men and wood sellers, Mr. Goldsborough’s course
in this matter shews his true appreciation of the
real interests of wood sellers, and in gratitude to
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| in focalizing them
| some effect upon the Dorset deleustes to the Bar-
i ren Creek Convention.
t he made the charge that Doct. Cox had made tha

i as their reason for voting
[ that Doct. Cox did make such statements in Eas-

- 7 v ot 3 0 o] -
alance that the bill] /97 (Whethe r defore or

the !
This of itself

nnpositions of
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Cambridze—he was.sg informed, and his object
here was to shew they had had

He beiieved at the time

statement in Cimbridge, and it was not until after
Doct. Cox’s deninl appeared iliat My, Jackson
learned he had nrade such statemnents in Baslton.
The information was a God-send that enabled
him to establish the fact of Doct. Cox having
made these statemnents in Lasten, and thus to

assumes, | SOME extentextenuate the falsity of his charge as
L made.
Linto thist Mr. Jackson allezes that Doct. Cox
'made these statements in
| the allegation in such connexion
i appear that it influenced the Dorcet delegates to
{ the Barren Creek

The whoie matter therefore resolves itself

Cambridge, and puts
as to make 1t

Cenvention to vote against Mr.
Loockerman, and that they gave these statements
against him.  He proves

after the Barren Creek Con-
vention it is not stated)- to two gentlemen, from
whom the Dorsetdelezates could not have heard
it, and upon whom of course it could have had no
mfluence. If this proof establishes the charge as
made and its legitinate intendment, it does so by a
system oflosic that has never yet been received
by Schoolmen. '
The imputation tons of “malignity”’ and “em-
bittered feelinzs” is entirely gratuitous, and bes-
peaks the vanity ¢f its putative author in SUppos=-
inz he is of sufficient consequence to excite such
emotions.  We do not consider him worthy of
our hatred.  Such venom may rankle in his own
perturbed bosom, but there must he some noble-
ness in the object that excites our “‘inalignity.”’—
The public will readily discern the tergiversation
and specious sophistry Mr. Jackson has resorted
to for the purpose of extricatine himself from the
dilemma which his own récklessness involved him
in, and in dismissinz this subject we feel an abi-
ding confidence that the “public judgment” will
condemn his course ip making orave i;.‘mrges up-
on mere rumor, and then dragging private persons
before the public in order to substantiate them,—
We have discharoed our duty to Mr. Goldsbor-
onczh and the Whir party—we have shewn that
we actec by and within the authority given us by
Doct. Cox in writins the card which appeared o-
ver his name, and we now leave the whole sub-
ject with the people.  They will decide for them-
selves whether Mr. Jackson has substantiated the
charzes he has made by competent proof, or-
whether he has not utterly failed to establish his
allecations, and heen oblized to resort to prevari-
ation and sophistry in order to make outa plau-
sible case of tnnocent mis

rvy

iprelension.

{G>Capt. Taylor is raising a company at Frank-.
fort, and Capt. Beard, of Lexincton, has reported

his company to the Governor.,
DIED,

In this town on Sunday nisht last, Joux GaLe
STEELE, in the 23th year of his ace. ¥

<

‘ R. HAAS, who intends leaving for Easton
- on Tuesday next, returns his sincere thanks
to the Ladies and Gentlemen of Cambridge for
their kind patrona ge, and also for their kindness
in expressing their admiration of his daguerreo--
types. [Sep. 18, 1847.

JOMETHIN'G INTERESTING TO TAX
PAYERS—Since giving my first Collectors
Notice for 1847, I have made an arrangements {or-
the purchase of certain amounts of State Certifi--
cates, and 1 hereby notify the tax payers of Dor-
chester county that I will allow on their State
charges a discount of fifteen cents on the dollar,.
up to the 27th of this instant. For the conven--
ience of those living in the upper part of the coun-.
ty, I will attend at New Market on Saturday evo~
nings to receive their dues.
ficates. KENDAL M. JACOBS,
Sept, 11 Col. & Sheriff..
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