TO THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY OF ILLINOIS.

Ferrow-CiTizens: In the short appeal which 1 propose to make to your
candor and justice, as Republicans and as honorable men, I trust that you
will believe me when I say that I am actuated by no feelings of resentment,
arising out of disappointed ambition, for not having been re-elected to the
Senate of the United States; but simply and purely desire to perform an act
of justice to myself, as well as to my friends, both in and out of the Legis-
lature, who were kind enough, in my absence, to support me on that occa-
sion, by vindicating my political reputation against unmerited reproach,
and against unfounded misrepresentations, which, I am informed, were In-
dustriously circulated against me by persons professing to belong to the
Democratic party, just before that election.

How far these reports had a tendency to defeat my election, or may have
served the purposes of their authors in other respects, I know not; nor is it
my purpose now to inquire. My object 1s to place the facts before you, in
a plain, unsophisticated manner, that my accusers may not escape, now the
election has gone by, the censure due to such conduet.

There are, indeed, some politicians who, if they do not openly adopt, act
uapon the motto, that “zke end justifies the means,” regardless of all other
considerations, moral or otherwise; and with whom patriotism, the general
good of the party and of the country, count as nothing' when brought into
conflict with personal aggrandizement and individual selfishness. But,
could any party long sustain itself, or would it be desirable that it should be
sustained, if such was the principle of action by which the members com-
posing it generally were governed? |

'T'he first rumor which was circulated to my prejudice, but not affecting
my reputation, was, that 1 had declined a re-election; for which, an old ar-
ticle in the “Quincy Herald,” of many months before, was made the pre-
text; while none of my political friends at Quincy, or elsewhere, had heard
me so express myself.” 1 do not blame Mr. Pettit. ' He had mentioned it as
hearsay; and, as soon as he learned that it was circulated to my
prejudice, and without being requested by me, he came out promptly,
and'made a ’satisfactory explanation in his paper. Would it not have
been treating me with more fairness, in this instance, if I had been
consulted by those who availed themselves of this eircumstance, before they
ventured to give general currency to such a report, as though it had been
an -ascertained fact? But this is of little consequence,and I pass it by.

A iriend of mine, residing in Fulton county, wrote to me after my arri-
val in Washington, that, among the other reports which had been fabricated,
and were going the rounds in that county, to defeat my election, was one
which charged me with having advised my friends, who intended to vote




-2

for me, “not to submit my claims to a Democratic caucus nomination.”
This charge 1 deny in toto, and appeal to my Demoecratic friends in the
Legislature who voted for me to sustain my assertion. I interfered -
not in the arrangement, but left i1t with the Democratic members of the
Legislature geunerally to manage it as they thought proper. My Northern
friends know that I am in favor of the convention system, when properly
conducted, as the best and most satisfactory mode of preventing party di-
visions, by reconciling the conflicting interests of individuals for office;
and that, in regard to myself, I have never expressed any other opinion, or
requested any different action. T'here is one thing, however, to which I do
object, but with all due deference to the opinions of others who differ with
me, which I will take occasion to mention. 1lallude to the mode of veting
1In convention, by ballot. 'The people, in their primary capacity, being respon-
sible to no one for the exercise of the high privilege which they enjoy under
our republican form of government, may vote by ballot, or viva voce, as they
prefer. But not so with those who exercise a delegated power. They are
responsible directly to the constituency by which they are appointed, who
have a right to know for whom they have voted, and, if required, the rea-
sons for such vote. - Very often the delegate acts under positive 1nstruc-
tions; and how can his constituents hold him to a just accountability, if he
chooses to deceive them, when his votes are given in secret? T'his mode,
therefore, of voting by ballot, 1 contend, is anti-republican, and ought, in
my judgment, in order to insure a just accountability, to be abandoned in
our conventions.

I have also been informed by other friends that I was charged with be-
ing in favor of a “high protective tariff,” and had adopted Mr. Clay as my
exponent on that subject; that I was in favor of a bank of the United States;
had voted for the late treaty with Great Britain; the bankrupt law; for the
confirmation of General Wool’s nomination as brigadier general in the
United States army; and it was also stated to me by a friend, as I passed
through Springfield on my way to this city, that there were other reports
of my having voted against the reduction of the duty on salt, and that Col.
Benton of Missouri was opposed to my re-election. 'Thus was I assailed, i
my information be correct, when I was a thousand miles from home, on a
bed of sickness, and with neither time nor opportunity to defend myself be-
fore the day fixed for the election.

In regard to the tariff and Mr. Clay, it was said that I had fully commit-
ted myself to Mr. Browning, a leading Whig member of the Legislature of
my own county. It is very true that I had a conversation with Mr. Brown-
ing, and others, in which I said that Mr. Clay had, in "his speech delivered
in the Senate of the United States on the 1st of March, 1842, upon his
resolutions concerning the zariff, and other great objects of public policy,
come out for such a tariff as I approved, and as conformed to the Demo-
cratic doctrine. Mr. Clay said, on that occasion, “that the principles of
the compromise act (of 1833) should be observed in good faith.” He then
proceeded to state what its principles were. “The first principle,” he
said, was, “that there should be a fized rate of ad valorem duty, and dus-
criminations below it.” 'The second was, “that the excess of duty beyond
twenty per cent., should, by & gradual process, commencing on the 31st of
December, 1833, be reduced, so that by the 30th of June, 1842, it should
be brought down to twenty per cent.” The third was, “that after thai day
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such duties should be laid for the purpose of raising such revenue as.
- maght be necessary for an economical administration of the Government.”
And the fourth was, “that after the 30th of June, 1842, all duties should
be paid in ready money, to the exclusion of all credits.” He then read a
part of the compromise act, and said, “what is the meaning of this lan-
guage! It contains two obligations. The first is, that there shall be an
economical administration of the Government; no waste, no exiravagance,
no squandering of the public money. The second obligation is no less.
binding and imperative; and that is, that such duties shall be laid as
may be necessury to raise such revenue as is requisite to an economacal
admanistration of the Government.” In regard to the ad valorem principle
of assessing duties, Mr. Clay said: “For one, I am willing to abide by that
principle. There are certain vague notions afloat as to the utility and
necessity of specific duties and discriminations, which, 1 am persuaded,

arise from a want of a right understanding of the subject.” We have
had the ad valorem principle practically in force ever since the com-

promuse act was passed; and there has been no difficulty in administering
the duties of the Treasury on that principle. Compare the difference be- _
tween the specific and the ad valorem systems of duties, and I maintain

ihat the latter is justly entitled to the preference. The one principle de-
clares that the duty paid shall be upon the real value of the article taz-
ed; the specific principle imposes an equal duty on articles greatly un-
equal in value. Coffee, for example, is one of the articles on which a spe-
cific duty has been levied. Now it is perfectly well known that the Mocha
coffee s worth at least twice as much as the coffee of St. Domingo or Cu-
ba; yet both pay the same duty. The tax (said Mr. Clay) has no respect __
to the value, but is arbitrarily levied on all articles of a specific kind aﬁke,

nowever various and unequal may be their values. ~ 1 say that, in theory,

and according to every sound principle of justice, the ad valorem Princi-
ple of tazxation is entitled to the preference.”

This was the language of Mr. Clay on that occasion, and the principles
he then avowed. 1 frequently said, when I was last at home, as I now say,
that such principles are in strict conformity with the Democratic doctrine.
But did his Whig friends in Congress, after he resigned his seat in the Sen-
ate, and went home to Kentucky, act upon these principles? By no means.
They immediately abandoned the principles of the compromise act, and J
passed a bill by which duties were levied for a high system of protection,
as well as for revenue—duties extending to forty, sizly, one hundred
per-cent,, and upwards, in many instances, instead of 20 per cent.; and the
specific. substituted for the ad valorem principle of assessment, &ec. 1
mentioned this speech of Mr. Clay to Mr. Browning and others, to show that
the great leader of the Whig party had admitted the Democratic doctrine
on this subject to be correct, and to expose the subsequent Inconsistency

of that party in Congress, for havin% adopted a contrary course of action.
I feel confident that Mr. Browning will do me the justice to say that he did

not understand me, in any conversation had with him on this subject, as
using language, from which an inference could be drawn that I held any
other sentiments on the subject of a tariff than such as were common to the
great body of the Democratic party. I made this explanation to Mr. Wal-
ters, of the “State Register,” at the time I passed through Springfield, which,
he said, was entirely satisfactory; as my remarks to Mr. Browning, he said,











































