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CHARLESTON, JULY 9, 183%.
Jaxes H. Smrrn, Isq.

Dear Sir;—The Committee of Arrangements, appointed by their fellow-citi-
vens of the Union and State Rights Party, for the celebration of the recent
Anniversary of our Nutional Independence, tuke great pleasure in acceding to
the general wish of the party, that we should solicit a copy of your highly PRe
triotic, cloquent and impressive Oration pronounced on that occasion.

While we cheerfully unite in the expression of great satisfaction, derived
from our conviction of the excellence of that composition, we beg leave to offer
the high respect and consideration of the party, und the individual regard, with
wwhich we sabscribe ourselves,

Your obliged fellow-citizens,
JACOB DE LA MOTTA, Chairman.
Tromas CorperT, Junr.
JAMES B. CAMPBELL,
THoMas STEEDMAN, Junr.
James H. MasuBury,
'{*‘. Gi)ROLANDO,
J. M’PuERson Lk re o\
L. B. Baker, ‘ Commiltee,
THEODORE GAILLARD,
Lewis Disuer,
SAMUEL MAYRANT, l
DanierL HorLBECH,
CHARLES MARTIN, J

WASHINGTON SOCIETY.

T'his Society, for the first time, celebrated the 4th July on Wednesday last,
and that with a spirit of patriotic hilarity and social harmony, that augurs a long
duration. The Society assembled at the Carolina Coffee House at half-past 8

-©o’clock, P. M., and passed the following Resolutions :—

. Resolved, That the thanks of this Society be tendered to James H. Smirs,
. Iisq. for the very appropriate and patriotic address, delivered before the Union
; and State Rights Party this day, and that a Committee be appointed by the
President to wait upon Mr. Smitn, and request a copy of the same for publica-
i tion. | |

The Committee consists of Messrs. STeEpMAN, GILCcHRIST, and HicHBORN.
i _Resolved, That the thanks of this Society be also tendered to the Hon.
{ THoMAs LEE, the reader of Washington’s Farewell Address.
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ORATION.

I'erLow-Crrizens.—If any question could be entertained of the
inestimable advantage of annually commemorating our glorious rev-
olution, the present distracted state of our community would be
more than ananswer. Devoted throughout all the rest of the year
to the daily concerns of ourselves and families—the memory of the
desperate struggle by which our liberties were achieved—of the
wise lessons of political prudence and virtue our ancestors have be-
queathed to us, in trust, for our latest posterity, would fade gradu-
ally from our minds did we not consecrate some day to National
Jubilee, to revive and strengthen at each period of its recurrence
the faded 1mpressions of the past; and perbaps there never has
been a time since the establishment of our independence, which
has called more imperiously than the present for the revival of those
impressions, so long cherished amongst us, of love for our country
and devotion to the cause of our inestimable Union.

Our State is distracted within herself—our city 18 divided into
ncarly equal parties, and daily becoming more hostile to each other ;
Even in the very bosom of our families the cruel voice of civil dis-
cord 1s heard. It well becomes us then, on a solemn day like this,
to recal to mind the vast amount of the blessings we enjoy—-the
precious price of suffering and self denial—the torrents of blood
which our forefathers paid for their acquisition, and the awful les-
sons they have left us of moderation, firmness, disinterestedness
“and devotion, by which alone these blessings can be retained.
~ I'would then call upon you seriously to reflect, that this is no com.
mon day for levity and merriment. In the past fortunes of our coun-
try, our retrospect has been bright ; we then had reason to rejoice,
and did rejoice, in the anniversary of her birth. But dark clouds of
terror, shame and dismay, now hang on the horizen of the future ; and
it far hetter becomes us to rest in the humble trust that this cup may
pass from our lips, than to waste the time in idle jubilee for bles-
sings which we may soon no longer possess. It is true, that still
we are bound to be grateful for the past; for it is with emotions of
no common delight, that the free citizen of our republic, contrasts
the past condition of his country with that of every other region.
For more than forty years since the ratification of our Constitution,
these United States have presented to the world a scene of unpar-
allel_led peace and prosperity. We have indeed been involved 1n
toreign contests during that period, yet the spirit of brotherly con-
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¢ession and mutual forhearance amongst the States—and the geu-
oral fecling of honest pride among the people, while contemplating
the happiness and glory of our extended Republie, as the common
and the dearcst inheritance of themselves and their children——have
hitherto preserved us from all civil dissention, although it has raged
far and wide in alimost every other portion of the world.

What powerful reasons have we not, then, above all other na.
tions, to be grateful to him who guides the destinies of the world,
for the good he has bestowed—and ever vigilant and assiduous in
the protection of those benefits so richly and bountifully given.

Jt scems to be a law of our nature, that rare excellence or super-
lative'ghodamongst men is not only difficult of attainment but of
preservution. The same watchfulness, self-sacrifice, and energy,
which acquired our glory are requisite for its continuance—the
same virtue, patriotism and forbearance, which secured our liber-
ties are necessary to sustain them—the sarne thoughtfulness, mod-
crition, and wisdom which founded our Constitution, are requisite
for its perpetuity. If we cast away the means by which these ben.
cfits were obtained, what right have we still to expect the fruits?
If we throw aside the example of our ancestors, what title have we
to their reward ?

Fellow -Citizens! it 1s vain to conceal it longer from ourselves—
our country 1s in peril! ‘The broad shield of the Constitution,
which has hitherto protected us from every external aggression, is
(unless we hold to it with an energy stronger than death) about to
be <atharawn!  The proud edifice of our State institutions, which
we have so long imagined would prove as enduring as it was noble
and beautiful, 1s totering to its foundation—{or they who are blind
and reckless as another Samson, now grasp its pillars, and seem
resclzed to crush both themselves and us in the general ruin-—what
sh ' we do? All that as freemen we value,or ever have valued—
alt lat we hold (or ever have held) most dear in the inheritancé
be eathed to us by our forefathers—all that is most precious in
th  :oodly legacy, we have long thought to transmit unimpaired to
ot cuildren, 1s threatened with destruction: And tliey who men-
a  us—the blind and the reckless--are our fellow-countrymen
an : brotiers.  Yes, they are our brethren! in the blind dclusion
of prejudice and passion they know not what they do, and we must
forgive them. In our extremity we see and know all that in their
madness they would do, and if God be with us, we will prevent
them.

It is useless at this time to discuss the merits or demerits, the in-
equalities, or oppressions of the Tariff. 'Those who have sought to
be famrly informed upon it, have long been so. Those who have
not, have nevertheless determined that it shall be at least to their
minds, whatever they shall choose to make it. ft is probable, that
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at this time, in our whole community, therc 1s not a single man whe
could be convinced of crror apon it by argument. How useless
then would it be to discuss that question here?  All that we are
wiiling to say is, that be it for good or lor evil to others—be 1t re-
gisted on just or unrightcous grounds——‘lt has been the source of so
much pain and anxiety to this community-—of so much anticipated
danger and distress—that the very name has become hateful.  Let
us not delude oursclves longer with the hope that ¢ Nullification,”
(as its advocates have so strenuously urged) will prove a peaceful
measure, It can only be peaceful on the supposition that the gen-
eral government will not do its duty. This we have certainly had
no reason to believe, and it 1s but the characteristic of a coward to
sirke, or even to threaten on the ground that his adversary will
not fight. Who indeed can doubt that the gencral government
must and will enforce its laws, and cannot recognise ilic cuthority
of a single State to arrest them 7*  If this 1s done (and 1t seems
most certain that it will be done n the event of ¢ Nullification”)
how can they prctend to talk of peace? Do they intend that the
State shall submit ?—for this is obviously the only alternative, and
if this is their design, then will ¢ Nullification” indeed be peaceful
hecause it will be equally disgraceful and futile.

But say its advocates, when the State stands upon her Sover-
cignty, the United States have no right to enforce their laws—but
a convention of the States must be called. This as-ertion, equally
unsustained and unsustainable in argument, 1s answered by a few
‘questions: Is this interpretation which you have put upon the Na-
tional Constitution, recognised as the true one by auy other State
mn the entire Union? And if it is not (and such is the truth) is not
'this requisition that all the other States, and the General Govern-
‘ment, shali obey your iterpretation—more replete with arrogance
than any other fact on record in the whole history of our country ?
‘Can we believe for a moment that the other States, equally free
‘and independent as ourselves, will submit to an authority whose
Yight to dictate they do not recognize—will yicld to a principle the
truth of which they deny ?

: Inour Federal Constitution two grand principles are embraced :
ls irst, the Republican principle, or the principle of representative,
:,3‘ elf-gm{ernment, in which the rulers are appointed by the people,
are their servants, and responsible to thein for their conduct. The
second 1s not more novel than it is important to us and to the world.
It is the principle of Federation, as here established, (for often has
1t been attempted In other countries), whereby independent States
and nations, yieldiny a portion of their sovereignty to a general

yepresentative government, might so live together in a bond of

Union, that those naticnal controversies which never hitherto were
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adjusted, but by auw appeal to arms?® might be salfely and surely ar,”
ranged without such a resort. It has been antivipated that the
who!e of the European communitics, may one day beegme a great
federated republic under these principles*~—and if ever a system of
universal peace can be established amongst men, it must be by
them. These great principles of government were long admired
in the nbstractions of statesmen and philosopliers, but not thought
reducible to practice until we solved the problem. For near half
a century have we enjoyed a peace and prosperity under their in-
fluence, hitherto unknown. Shielded by our federal constitution,
held together by that sacred bond of our Union, we have been pro-
tected from every externel aggression or intestine tumult—most of
our citizens have literaliy been born and risen to manhood, without
ever having beheld the face of an enemy, And though free tu in-
dulge every thought, and do every act, which rational man may
independently do—yet have the peace and happiness been so pro-
found, that the people have scarcely been sensible that they were
governed ; and when they did feel it, it was not from the infhictions .
~ of a tvrant’s hand, but with the consciousness that the ruler was*
their servant: and but either performing their united will or suffer-
ing the loss of their confidence for having disobeyed it. -
Never yet have they been humbled before the proud eye of an
oppressor—ncver have they known, but in the lessons of their
childhood and in the history of other countries, what a tyrant was. *
And yet, during this period,-(so rich with prosperity to us) how
manv other nations have labored under the most awful convuisions!
Even the moral clements of their society have been confounded—
all they had venerated for ages was brought to contempt—whatev-.
er was held lofty and noble amongst them was debased. And still:
does European society remain an unsettled mass of conflicting in-
terests and opinions, the final adjustment of which none can fore.
see. But yet the signs of coming order are already visible through
the gloom, even to them; And whence do they come but from our
own land 7—From our own youthful Republic of the west! "The
mighty principles on which our government 1s-founded, of civil
freedom amongst the people and union amongst tne nations, here
already crosscd the broad bosom of the Atlantic. Like the am-
mating spirit of creation before the world was formed, they alrea.
dy act with vivifying energy on the moral chaos of the old world

and— |
“ With mighty wings out spread—
Dove-like, sit brooding o’er that vast abyss,
And make it pregnant,”

Pregnant with order and peace, and good will amongst men—witi
frecdom and union, and harmony to the nations.

"~

" *M, Chatraubriand’'s speech in the French Chambem.
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' dom and union together!—a glory which, if properly maintained in

U

The peculiar glory which our ancestors bequeathed us, is not
that they successtully resisted oppression 3 hundreds of nations huve
done thig.as gallantly und successfully as we. It is not that they
were victorions i the field—for if we estimate them by the stan-
dard of physicel encrgy or the number of combatants, what are
ounr buttles when compared with the achievements of Cwsar or Na-
poleon—~Zengis or ‘Tamerlune 7 The glory of Washington and the
giory of his countrymen, 18 not the glory of arms; though brave
and devoted as any people who ever appealed to the God of battles
for thé defence of their liberties and the justice of their cause—
though cntitled to all the praise of selfsacrifice and unblenching
patriotism which Gireek or Roman could claim, yet the peculiar
alory of our country is of a nobler and purer kind: It is in estab-
hishing aud manitesting to mankind that they may live ig:harmony
togecher, with no carthly governor but their own luwks%!hnd that
nations, in hke manner, may inhabit this fair and beautifa} world in
a bond of brotherhood and mutual good will, without arr appeal to
arms. *-

These great principles so peculiarly our own, we have demon-
strated to be practical and maintained at home, Their capability
of umversal application, has made them the objeets of hope and
models of imitation to the oppressed of every clime—and wherever
clearly understood, the objects of’ fear and dread to every head
that wears a crown., Though the undisputed master of nations,
and surrounded by standing armies, he feels that there is an influ-
eace abroad before which his'arm is nerveless. He sees the fate
of humsell or his posterity written in characters of light within the
very walls of his palaces, and yet feels in his disinay that the pow-
er which there has written it, 1s not amenable to the sword. It is
a moral power which in all his glory ke cannot control. Like the
sun 1n its strength, it has gone abroad amongst the nations——but
reversing the order of physical nature it has risen in the west. It
promises like that glorious luminary, at least in the eye of the phil-
anthropist and the patriot of every land, 1o awaken and enlighten
the world, from the ihospitable shores of the polar sea, to the burn-
ing plains of Africa and Hindostan.—For as the poet of another
country has beautifully said ;

‘““ he Angel of freedom is now on the wing,
And his mission is glorous and grand—

I'o the people the bloom of the vlive to bring,
To their tyrants the flush of the brand.”

Such then is the peculiar fame of our country —the glory of free-

the spirit of moderation and equity amongst ourselves, will 'surpass
the renown of every other people whicii have yet nhabited the

~earth.  Nor let this sentimeut be attributed merely to the enthpsi-
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gstic admirution of hun who addresses you, for the only country
he has ever seen or known. 1t is the opinion of the wise and good
in other nations, which have been hitherto considered models of
imitation. A celebrated English writer has thus recently express-
ed himself, in reference to our institutions, nor are his opinions con-
sidered peculiar: “ We see exhubited,” he says, “in the newly
diecovered continent, a republican confederacy likely to surpass
the ":acedonian and Roman Empires m extent, greatness, and du-
ration—but gloriously founded on the equal rights, not on the uni-
versal subjection of mankind.”*  When strangers thus estimate the
blessings we enjoy, shall we ungratefully underrate them at hiome ?
While the whole world are coveting such privileges as we possess,
shall we inconsiderately throw them away ?

It is unpossible, in 60 widely extended a countrv, that our mutu.
al interests can be peacefully maintained, but in a spirit of compro-
mise, If we assume the ground, thut we will resent every wrong
and retaliate every injury we may think we receive from our sister
States, or the General Government, our Union cannot last——andif
our Union be once destroyed, it 18 equally impossible that our hb.
erties can be maintained. As surely as this union is dissolved, o
surelv must we be the slaves either of some foreign power, or of
turbulent factiomsts at home. Qur State 15 too weak and too
~ small to stand alone, and we have no right to expect the co-opera-
tion of our sister states of the south, unless we first ask their ap-

robation. It we are oppressed, so in like manuer are they,—
R‘heir condition is like ours—their fate is likely to be ours!  Whet
mght then have we to do any act in wlich they are vitally mvolved,
without their consent?! And if they will not consent, what right
have we to proceed in such a measure at all: when without their
co-operation it 1s certain!y and confessedly tutile?

A Convention of the Southern People, has been recently sug.
gested by a large assembly of our citizens as the only peaceable
resort left us, should Congress adjourn without a satisfuctory ad-
justment of the Tantt. 1t 1s perhaps but proper, that a few re-
marks should be oftered n answer to the objections urged against
this important measure : ‘The first are those which proceed from
the advocates of “ Nullification.,”  To those of that party, who ap-
prove of this doctrine from pure admiration of its constitutional and
peaceable nature, I would not be understood to offer an argument,
for they are surely beyond conviction from any thing that can herc
be urged ; but to those who only have lent their sunction to it, from
motives of patriotism, and who would willingly embrace any mea-
sure which can be shewn to be either more cfficient or legal—who
are 1n heart the friecnds of their country, and not the blind follow-
crs of any party -or man—I would wish to speak. The objections

*Bee Sir Jamens M 'Intosh’s Pr;gresa of Ethical Phl.lo-;o])hy ; page 30.
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wdvanced by tins party, it I understand them, are that the proposed
Convention will be wmeflicient in itgelf, n the form e would have
rt~-and that it will be useless, because they will ¢ nullify” before it
ean be procured.  As toits inefficiency, it is to be remarked, should

it have no other etfect than prevent immediate collision with the

General Government, (which s to be at least apprehended as pos-
sible,) it would be far from nefhicient in the opinmon of a large por-
tion of thewr fellow-citizens,  And as to its inefliciency in reference:
to the Turifl; it must be remembered, that like l{'ullfﬂcation,"
(which we believe fur more futile,) it rests merely on opinion=e
neither reinedy has yet been tried l+-and it surely becomes us to.
try every measure rather than resort to one, even supposing it efRe
cient, which, according to their own confession, will not be peace-
{ul unless the United States.concede the right to “ nullify” and re.
frain trom cnforcing thewr laws.  The proposed ¢ Convention,” on
the other hand, i1s decidedly peaceful--and he knows but httle of
our people who does not know, that such an assembly would act
powerfully on public opinien throughout the United States; and
still less docs he know of the genius of our government, who 1s ig-
norant that public opinion 1s the ultimate power which makes and
unmakes our laws.  Alrcady hasa decisive influence been cxerted
over that public opinion by the “ Free Trade Convention of Phila.
delplua,” for it has introduced a spirit of compromise mnto our na-
tional councils, notwithstanding the irritating threats of open resis-
tance to the Union by which it has been met.  Tothe advocates of
“ Nullification,” we cannot yield any other praise than that of ha..
ving kept our burdens upon uvs, by misguided measures for relief.

Had they been content to act on the public sentunent, by means
confessedly coustitutional and peacetul, the whole State and the
wholc Southern States, would long since have moved in unbroken
phalanx against the Tariff, (for they are as decidedly opposed to it
as we,) and our relicf must soon have been achieved.  But by put-
ting forth a doctrine hitherto unknown to our constitution—and 1n
the opinion of even a portion of their own party, of revolutionary
tendencv—they have divided the energies of the State by creating
a just dread of revolution inone half of the community., Thus have
they sustained the ¢ Amerigan System,” by ¢xciting a fear of sull
areater evils, from the very method they proposed for our relief.

A second convention, and of the Southern States, would speedily
consutnmate, and by the same conciliatory measures, what the first
has so auspiciously begun.; and our State would have reason to
rejoice in the joint requicm of those centumacious, but twin-born
sisters, ¢ protective policy” and “ nullification.”

As to the threat, (and, we can regard it 1 no other hight,) that
the party, who hold a majority in the Legislature here, will drag
the whole of thelagricultural states into their measures—and on
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this they openly caleulate—without consulting their opimions or
wishes in the question, we still must hope that they will not unad-
visedly put such an ¢ffront upon their Southern hrethren,  T'hey
arc entitled to a voice on a question of such vital importance to
their common weltare, before any step s taken by South Carolma,
And as they have not yet joined the * State Rightsand Free T'rade
Association,” will doubtless value their own dlﬂ'mt\ too much not
to refuse their assistance on such humihiating terms, if thus insulted.

The Nullification party surely cannot, [ had almost said they
darc not, “ nullify” before our sister states of the South are consul-
ted. A Southern Convention, as proposed by the “ Unian party,”
s theronly means ot fairly arriving at their sentiments, whilst we
render them tins just tribute of respeet,

To the other olqe( tions urged agiunst the proposed Convention,
it 1s with much greater dithidence that we venture toreply.  They
are advanced by those whom we not only know to be some of onr
purcst and nost enlirhtened citizens, but. who.are actuated by the
decpest reverence for the [Tuion, and by the fear of every thing
which mightendangerit.  T'o them 1 wonld say, could 1 Hl)])]‘f‘ht‘ll(i
the remotest pr'nl to the thuon, from the measure proposed, 1
would bear the Tarfl, (onerous as T beheve i) doubled upon us
rather than mcur so great a nsk.  BPat this measure s not only the
sole alternative lelt us—Dbesides immediate revolution-—bui seems
to me so harmless,and vet so etheient, that T feel persaaded matu-
rer consideratton will ensure themr assent, It s to be called on the
SaniC principlc as that of Philadelphia merely toact on public opin-
jon. 'T'he same clanse of the Constitution which guarantied to the
citizen the one, will also guaranty the other,

The opinion of the whole South, except the party in oflice here,
has been already ascertamed, through a thousand channels, and is
unanimous for the preservation of the Unmion, and (hqappmwl of
“Nullification.” = ¥We have not the shghtest reason to doubt its inteo-
rity in their hands,  But are we not in almost daily expect tation
that a blow will be struck Zere, if this Convention does not prevent
it?  Can we then safely hesitate longer? 8o soon as anv obvi-
ouslv pmcn/u/ an' eflicient method of relicf is held out to the Peo-
nle, the State will no loneer hsten to the voice of disunion. They

U“ vicld an unwilling ear to the thought, and only tolerate it, be-

anse many of them believe no more peaceable remedy for their
ariCVaARCes has been oftered.  In tendering one so little objection-
able, we flatter ourselves that it is also the most efficient that could
be adopted.  Let us by unammity and firmness, only convince the
people of this, and we shall soon find « Nullification” voted down—

its advocates ab'mdonul——an(. the lonw lost har mony of our com-
munity restor ecl.

Such-a Convention can pass no Jaw, can do ne act<Dbit a ppeal
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m the public opinton ‘of the country.  Tn that public opinion'resty
the whole safety of our institutions.  Were the other Southern
States at all prepared for disunion, or even disposed to lisien with
p..lt CHee to its suggestions, the advocates of Nullification would
lone sinee have held them in fraternal embrace, by Convention. -
Thee v have avolded this, becanse they well know that those States

however opposed to the protective poliey, would frown upon bath
Disunion and « Nullification.”  Were those States disposed to a
coparation, they wonld soon accomplish it without a call from us.
LFthes are bent on this, our Convention can do no worse, for the
Union is aleeady virtually dissolved.  But have we not ample rea-
son rather to believe that they still cherish with profound veneras
tion—with devoted attachment, our Nationai: Compact? with an
unitlterable resolution to mantaim the mtegrity of” the government,
Shall we resort to the Free Prade Association 7—=it 15 from that
tribunal, equally dangerous and unconstitutional, we appeal!  Can
we resort to the whole Union? A majerity of them are already
denounced as our oppressors and an appeal to them would only
tirow the apple of discord among the people ! Shall we remain
as woe are ! Inafew months, we are told by those who lhold the
power of the State in their hands, an act of © Nullification,” or, as
potriotism should brand ity an act of * disumon,” wall he passed.—
Whit orther means are then left us to save the eountry but a Souths
crn Convention ! In the materals of which that assembly must
he composed, we have the most ample guaranty, both for the safe-
(v of the unmon and tho rchief of our grievances.  1f then the advo-
cates of nallification” do not cmnc‘.mtn this mcasure, they will
detach themselves und their interests from those of the whole South.
L they do, then must their doctrine perish, and peace and harmony
he restored to our beloved State.

v 15 saad by many that we are unjustly and oppressively taxed:
I admit it—though the degree of that taxation has been most grie-
vously e uguomtcd-—.md if it were worth the discussion, or if the

cars of those who make such clamor about it weré open to convic-
tien, it could be easily shewn. '

That we ought to be, (and what is more will be,) relieved from
these burdens bv constitutional and peaceful means, T solemnly be-
lieve.  But when we hear our brethren of the rthcr St‘ttcs, reviled
ts our natural enemies——consulting nething but therr pecuniary ad-

nntqgo without any regard to conimon lmncstv or the integrity of
the Uiion-—uninfluc nced in their sclfish purposcs by one thrill of
patriotism or (.quny———r an we believe it/

This has not been their course, as the former hlstor) of our coun-
try has shewn., The true patriots of those sections of the Union,
(and we.doubt notthey are as numerous there as in any other,) have
never Jooked t, éxclusive sectional “advantage, at the expense of

t""\..';
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othor members of the confederacy.  In our revolutionary struggle
they freely shed then blood with us i defence of our own Jund—
und i every other perod ot onur litstory have they been alwayvs vea.
dv to defend our common country, however and whenever assatled,
When they concerved themsclves grievously oppiessed, (and by the
South,) they vet subnntted to the laws, until that oppression was
constitutionaliv relieved.  Shall we not then meet them i a recip-
rocal spirit? - I¢ it not our most sacred duty todo so? They feel
that they are benefitted by the Taridt laws—not believing that we
are injred by them at ally or very little, and thinking our Repre-
sentatives querdlons and captious without due reason—they have
nevertheless ottered to meet us i a spirit of compromise.  Can we
tatrly under such circumstances, refuse to meet them in a like spir-
it T—or 1+ 1t just to reqaire that concession of them, which 1t would
ruin thousands of their fumilies to make?

] am opposed, aud ever havo been, to u System of Protection.—
I consider 1t not only calculated to work inequality and injustice,
but on the broad principles of enlightened policy, injurious to
National prosperity. I am as thoroughly convinced of these, as
of any other propositious in the whole range of politics and orals.
But what right have I to sct up myv opinion or conviction as an ex-
clusive standard for other- 7 What appears to my understinding
plain as the sun at noon, may yet in the eyes of others, prove  pal-
pable absurdity. Whatever may be our opmnions, aerefore, on
this question, we know that a large and cqually respectable portion
of our countrymen, believe the reverse of the proposition.  Their
impressions are cutitled to respect as well as ours—and 1t 1s the
part of true wisdom to adimit, that however confident we are, 1t is
not impossible we mayv be m ervor.

Has it been imagined from the carliest stages of her history that
South Carohna would ever submit to oppression? The first de-
claration of independence ever put forth on this continent, origina-
ted with her! 8o carly as the commencement of the last century,
when by the proprictary Government her chartered privileges were
infringed and her people oppressed, she boldly declared her Inde-
pendence, elected her own Governors, and placed herself under
the protection of the King; and her declaration of independence,
then put forth, is said to have formed the model of that of "76.* —
In the same manner when that King sought to abuse his authority,
she, in conjunction with her sister statcs, again repelled the aggres-
sor—and no louger putting her trust in earthly rulers, she thence-
forth appealed to the “ King of kings” alone, as the only righteous
and rightful protector-of the people. Under his ommipotent pro-
tection she long has | rospered ; and under that protection we still
will hope our happy Union will yet continue to endure. Troubles

e
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and difficulties will, and must often urise—-they are incidental to
human life!  But the undying principle, never to despair ot hig
country’s fortunes, 18 the duty wd the privilege of the putriot.

I'rom a foreign hand, our institutions, whilst they remain in their
purity, have nothing to fear ; that nation does not exist on the earth
which is strong e¢nough to ensluve us—and our energics are duily
avgmenting.  'The genius of our United Government, may alimost
without poctry, be satd to bear a charmed lite—for it is not proba-
ble that 1t ever can fall but by the hands of o parricide.  This 1s
our dunger—from u crime the most awlul. the most unnatural which
an blacken the page of our history. But can we believe in com-
mon charity, that that frceman pollutes : ur soil, who could be guil-
ty of so fearful and atrocious a deed? |

We then would suy to our sovercign communities, i the sublime
language of the great poet of our tongue :

“ (y0 on hand i hand, O nations, never to be disunited—be the
praise and the beroic song of all posterity.  Merit this—but scek
only virtue—not to extend your power.,  For what needs to win g
fuding triumphant laurel out of the tears of wretched men ’—But to
scttle the pure woiship of God in his charely, and justice 1 the
State.  Then shall the hardest difficulties smooth out themselves
betore ye—envy shall sink to hell 5 craft and malice be confounded,
whether it be homebred mischict; or out-landish cunning,  Yeu,
other nations will then covet to serve ye s tor lordship and victory,
are bat the pages of justice and virtue.  Commit sceurety to true
wisdom, tre vanquishing and nncasing of craft and subtlety, which
are but ber two runagates,  Jom your invineible might, to do wor-
thy and Godhke deeds: And then he that sceks to break vour
Uaton, a cleuving curse be lus heritance to all ecnerations,”

[ Milton’s Ref in Ling.—p. 1C.

Well may it be doubted whether our principies of self-govern-
meot could ever have been matured, had not our uncestors separa-
ted themselves from Buropcan society. It was for those prin.
ciples they were driven from thewr ancient i:omes; Believing it
the righttul privilege of cevery treeman to worship God according
to his conscience—and to be protected in hife, hiberty and estate,
provided he submnitted to just and equul laws, the stern repub-
hican of those times found but liwle sympathy, either in the genius
ot the Guvernment, or the bulk of the socicty of his native land.
Had he remained in that society and under that Governinent, it is
more than probable his pecualiar opinions would have perished witl
himselt, or taded into the general nass of prejudice and 1gnorant
acquiescence in established torms, by which he was surrounded.

- But lus won wtlexibility of character, prompted to renounce the

ho_me of lus ancestors—indeed all that is most valuable on earth_ to
minds less energetic than his own~--rather than relinquish the in-
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estitnuble right of thinking and acting towards God and Ins fellow
men, ac undmn‘ (o the untrammelled dictates of his own najesie
will; For there is a moral majesty inthat stern and sohitary singie-
ness of purpose—ithut unwavering consciousness of his own (lli'ml"
ol motive, whicl carried him into the dreadful wilderness, cuthor
than bow d .wn to the unjust dictation of his fellow ma, that ]
the pomp and pageantry of the world could not equal.  Here bie
neither found vor aeknowledged any carthly .supcrmr, and .lltlmu,r_rh
he submitted to the government and protection of the parent conn-
try, it was only w hilst those richts were not denied him. No soon-
er did that country seck to sulqu*t him to another standard of lnws,
than he cust aside at once his allegiance and fellowship with her,
and victoriously mamtiuined the inviolable integrity of those privi-
leges, for which he had sacrificed so mue h. Here he nour-
ished in solitude, those thouehts and pmmxplus which tound no
responsce 1 the land of his forefathers,  Here ammast scenes of
suﬂunng, danger and privation, did the scll- eml(,d father of our
country, lay the broad and decp loundations of Americanr hberty.
Exposed to the fury of the savage and the inclemeney of the sea-
sons -the trcqucnt victim of |)Csll|(‘ll(.‘ and famne, he yet submit-
ted willingly to all lus hardships and alllictions, that we his children
should reap the recompense he never was doomed to taste.  And
we have indeed reaped o harvest of nat onal bappiness, which must
have surpassed the fondest anticipations of even that parent’s hope.
True, our future prospect ts dark  but sull do we trust, that
however gloomy the signs of what a future day may brmc, our
well balanced Constitution will yet withstand the tempest. L.ong
has our vencrable President lubored to reconcile the conflicting cle-
ments. Piaced at the head of the whoie Union, he endeavors to
act for the whole; and it speuks not well either for the head or the
heart of those, who are v illing to ascribe the spirit of compromisc
he manifests, rather to the base desire of office; than the Just obscr-
vance of the dutics of his station.  True, he 1s before the people a
candidate for their fuvor. After a long and laborious hfc spent
mostly in their service, he now =ccks of his countrymen, not the
paltry emoluments of oflice—he ha- alrcady more than 1s ncedful
for a childless man! —not the wearisome reward of turbulent am-
bition—already 1n the vale of years: he bends beneath the load of
responsibility his station has nnpf)svd But all he asks—all he wish-
es of his country, is one final scal of approbation before the grave
shall close on his earthly pilerunage.  Soon-n:the natural progress
of events, musi that hour arrive, «hen his list moinen:s wiil either
be embittered by her condemnation, or soothed by the memory of
her gratitude und fuvor.  Wili that couniry fix her scal of disap-
proval on him?  Has he deserved it at her hands? Will his native’
State spurn hirn frowm her in his dechning aget - Grant that he.has

L ]
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at times done what is liable to reproach-——grant even all his ene-
mics would charge, and we will meet it with what even his enemies
must allow. Has he not done more for his country than any of his
cotemporaries—and has he not labored ardently and constantly for
her welfare?  Have we not often claimed him with exultation as
our brother by birth, and the pride of our State? Hus he done
any thing that should forfeit a mother'slove? No! he cver has ex-
erted and even now exerts his best abilities in her behalf.  Should
party prejudice cast a temporary aspersion on his name, posterity
will acquit him.  But neither will his native State nor his general
country forsuke him. He has guided her councils with a firm and
steady hand, and that common justice which is due to his long and
important services—Ilet us never, never leave it to posterity to
award |

FeLLow-Crrizens—There 1s onc more subject to which I would
most earnestly invite your attention. [ would entreat you to re-
flect upon it daily in your domestic circles, and to teach it among
their earliest lessons to your children. It is that the only power
which has sustained or can sustain our in:titutions, is the power of
public opinion.  Though the Constitution points out the land-marks
by which that public opinion is to be cirected, and restrained, with
unrivalled precision, yet of itself unsustained by this opinion of the
people it is powerless.  When the moral sentiment of the commus-
nity upon these all important subjects, shall be successfully assailed,
either by the prevalence of vice, or the instigations of an impious
ambition—when prejudice and violence, intrigue and faction, shall
usurp the ascendency over the pure and enlightened principles
which are there contained, then will we indeed bid a long and:
last farewell to all our freedom. We have so iong dwelt beneath
the broad shadow of its influence, that it is difficult to realize even
in thought, what incalculable blessings we should lose! But should
that day of peril and dismay everarrive, soon will this great empire
of freemen again become a dismal wilderness—a wilderness indeed,
not of woods and wilds, of savage beasts and men !—But a more
dreary wilderness of all that 1s most terrible to the imagination, or
desolating to the heart. For then will the fiercest and deadliest pas-
sions of our nature “come hot from Hell,” gather to tlie conflict !—
The sauguinary Moloch of civil discord will hold his festival in
your land—and your wives, and your children, shall fall meet offer-
ingg at his shrine. Triumphant treason, rapine and murder will
revel without control—and the proud standard of our independence,
the broad stripes and bright stars of our invincible Union, will sink
forever in an ocean of blood.

Deem not the picture overdrawn! It will be realized to the
very letter, should the confiict once begin. The wars of civil dis-

aepsion have ever been held the most cruel and bloody—but the
| 3
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most suvage and feroctous, even amonyg civil dissensions, have ever
been those of Republies. I the sword be once unsheathed amongst
us, how can we say whom it will spure !

Let us then refleet deeply and carnestly upon i, for it is mwore
than worthy all our thought.  Let it sink into the wmost recesses
of the heurt, for all that s most valuable to the patriot, the parent,
the relative, and the fiiend, may hang upon the hasty determina-
tions of a day. Whether you shall be thus deeply and solemnly
impressed—whether if so wpressed it will be in your power to a-
vert the impending calamities ot our country, depends upon one
higher and mighticr than even the people. Never has there been
any people so frequently and awtully warned.  Atter sullering the
miserics of a revolution, we have been sct apart as spectators on
the great theatre of the world,  "There have we witnessed year
after ycar scenes of horror and atrocity, unexampled in the annals
of our racc  Blood has heen poured out like water—rivers of tears
have been shed by the afflicted nations {or the attainment of bless.
ings like ours —amd vet they have not been artained.  Rivers on
rivers yet must iiow, betore these mighty boons will be vouchsafed
them !

Is it not then worse than madness m us, to trifle with so great
good ?  If we hold fast with becoming diftidence i ourselves, the
inestimable privileges which Hewven has so peculiarly bestowed,
then shall we long continue to enjoy them! Dutif we reject the
lessons of wisdom, and listen m thew stead to the blind suz;gestions
of passion, or the unhallowed promptine of nsiudious taction—If we
rashly abandon all which 1s already ours, for the wild pursnits of
imaginary good—then ideed are we foredoomed of Heaven and
Jost.  All then that would remain would be to bewail the fate of
our unhappy country, and bow with submisston to that inscrutable
decree, by which a people onze so hLighly favored, shall have beer
50 utterly abandoned to their fate!
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1HE DOCTRINE OF NULLIFICATION EXAMINED.

BY CoL. CumMING or Aucusra, (Gro,)

Tue maintenuance of constitutional freedom, is the first interest of
civil society, and a jealous vigilunce over lhus(.. who arc entrusted
with authority, one of the I uhvst dutics of the citizen.  In such a

cause, even some excesses of zeal are not without apology.  But it
ocwsmnally happens, that those who are engaged i repcllmrr the
encroachments of power, themselvesadvance exorbitant pretensions,
which endanger social order, and bring discredit on the very cause

of hberty itself, To analyze and expose such pretensions, there-

fore, becomes also a duty, of no inconsiderable importance.

The Faderal Constitution is a compact, by which the thirteen
sovereign states that adopted 1it, renounced a certain portion of their
powers; and also delegated a certain portion, to be Jmmh held by
all the parties, under the form of a aencral government.  The ad-
cditional members of the u)nlv(lma(:) wlich now embraces twenty-
tour states, are all on the same political footing with the original
thirteen.  According to this constitution, the legislative power 18
exercised by majorities of both houses of (,ongl ess, with the con-
currence of the President, or by two thirds of both houses, without
bis concurrence.  The huple'm Court of the Umted States s the
ultitnate depository of the judicial power of the general government;;
and when the question 1s duly hrought before that tnbunal it has a
richt to decide, whether an act of Congless 1S constltutlonal or not.
Such isa briefsummary of our legislative system,in its regular course.
But it is contended, that an extraordinar y case has occurred—that
the majority, abusing the advantage of numbcrs, has enacted an

unconstitutional law, Oppressive o the minority; that the judicial
. department promises no adequate redress; and that some correc-
" tive, more cflicacious, must conscquently be employed. The rem-
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edy, which has been hitherto most zealously recommended, is that
denommated Nullification, the merits of which, It is our present
i purpose to examine, The following, we beheve, are substantially
i the doctrines comprehended under that term. “In all cases of
comp'lct among parties having no common judge, each party has
an equal right to judge for itself, as well of mﬁactlons, as of the

. mode and measure of redress. 'The Federal Constitution is a case
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ot such u comnpact. When a state considers an act of Congress uii-
constitutional, it has a mght to nullify that act, within its own limts.
The other states have no right to enforee the nullificd act within
those hmits. A general convention of states must be called for the
purpose of proposing amendments to the constitution, and thereby
testing the question of constitutionality.  The states in favor of the
nullificd act, must proposc an amendment, conferring on Congress
the power to puss such a law. That power is to be reg: wded as
having never been delegated, unless three fourths of the states, in
wpumtc conventions, or i their respective legislatures, ratify the
amendment so prr)pnscd."‘

If we designed to exinbit our own precise theory, m relation to
the subject in dispute, it would be necessary to urge several very
important qualifications, even of the two first of these propositions;
but as our objcct i1s simply what has been stated; to examine the
merits of nullification, we shall admit for the sake of argument, that
“m all cases of compact, among partics having no common judge,
each party has an equal right (o Judge for itsclf, as well of infrac-
tions, as of the mode and measure of redress,” and that ¢ the IPed-
cral Constitution is a case of such a compact.,” We shall also in the
same manner, admit the third proposition, concerning the right to
nullify, with such explanations however of the term »ight, as will
presently appear. All the remaiming propositions we totally deny.

Let us endeavor in the first place to ascertain, what will be the
state of things produced, by the cxercise of this cqual right of inter-
pretations, which has been admitted.  Parties enjoying equal rights
to interpret a contract, may have the perfect right to a spccu]atwe
interpretation ; that is, to an opinion concerning its import : because
two or more persons may entertain different opinrons, without any
necessary ntcrference. But the right referred to n this discussion,
1s obviously the rght of practical 1nlerprctat10n-——-the right of the
parties, to give dn “effect 1o the contract, conformable to their res-
pective opinons of its meaning.  The rln'ht of none therefore can
be perfect, smce the right of each is quahhed by the right of every
other.  For if any onc Thad a perfect right, of pmctlcal interpreta-
tion—that of giving cftect to his own opinion; the rights of all the
others must ylcld {0 it ; and all those others, so far from enjoying
equal rights, would pmctlcally possess no mrht at all, Ior exam-
plo—-—-two persons, placed 1n a situation where they can have no
commnon judge, agree to build a house jointly, on a specified plan.
During the progress of the work, they differ in their explanation of
the orlmml design.  lhach has a perfect right to consider his own
exphmtlon the true one; but neither can have the perfect right to
execute thework, accordmg to his own judgment; since if such were
the case, the other who n theory has an equal right, would 1n prac-
tice have none at all, As a house cannot be built in two ways at the
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same time, their practical rights unavoidably conflict: and cach m
maintaining hig own, must necessarily oppose that of the other.—
Unless, therefore, one voluntartly yiclds, or there is a compromise,
force alone can decide between them,  In similar circumstunces,
the result would be the same, 1l the contract consisted of reciprocal
promises.  Each party would have a right to mterpret the whole
contract—not only the promise made by hiunself; but the promise
made by the other.  If in a wilderness, where no civil law exists,
it 1s stipulated between A ani B, that at a certain time, A shall de-
liver to B a number of furs, and on a subscquent day, reccive in
exchange & number of bushels of grain; should a dispute ultimately
arise, concerning the quantity of grain which was to be delivered,
not only B would have a right to judge how much had been pro-
mised by hin ; but A likewise would have an ecual right to judge
how much had been promised to him. B would have a nsht tc
withhold any excess, which he thought was unjustly demanded, and
A to scize what he thought was unjustly withheld,  [If there were
o compromise, the strongest must necessarily prevail,

Foreign nations having no common judge, arc on the same foot-
ing with individuals in a state of nature; and a dispute between
them concerning the interpretation of a contract or treaty, would
be governed by the same principles, and attended by the same con-
sequences. Suppose at the end of a war between the U, States
and Great Britain, that the American post of Niagara should be in
possession of the British, and the Canadian post of Malden, in pos-
session of the Americans. Supposc that the Amecricans, under-
standing by the treaty of peace, that the posts were to be mutually
restored, should deliver Malden to its tormer masters.  1f the Brit-
ish asserted, that, according to thetr interpretation of the treaty,
they were not bound to restore Niagarn, and should finally refuse
{0 cvacuate that post; would the Americans acquiesce?  Assuredly
not? They would claim the right of interpreting both sides of the
treaty—of judging how much they ought to regam, us well as how
much they ought to restore ; and if Niagara were not surrendered,
they would either by a direct attack, or some other means, very
speedily recommence hostilities.

Thus far it is apparent, that a full exercise of the right of each
party to judge for itself, results in neither more nor less, than a de-
cision by force. Let us see, whether the exercise of an equal right
of Interpretation,among alil the parties to the federal compact, would
not tend to a similar 1ssue. Every state on entering the union,
delegated a portion of its original sovereign power, and, thereby,
subjected itself to the legislation of the general governm ent, to the
cxtent of the power ceded. But this delegation was not made
without an equivalent. The state at the same time, acquired a
share of the legislative power of the general government; 1. e. she
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acquired the right, in conjunction with her confederates, to enact.
Jaws operating on all the other states, to the VOry same extent, that
she hadd conceded the right 1o enact iws operating on hersell. — 1'his
was the consideration, the quid pro quo, the very essence of the har-
vatil,  'T'o exercise over a state any power which she did not doele-
aate, 1s o violation of the compact—rto resist a delegated power of
th:- aeneral government, which she has exercised ('nn]mmh with
others. by act of Congress, is equally a violation of the compaet.—
She s as much \\mnnul \\lwn her just power of legislating over
others i1s obstructed, as when the unjust power of lmnslatmw over
herselt s wsurped. She possesses an equal richt to |1u|u't“ whether
she has sullblvd the one wrong, or the other—or in different words,
H a state i the minority has a llﬂht to Judge, that an act of Congress
1s nof constitutional ; o state 1n llm majority has an equal ntrht 10
judee, that 1t s constitutional. Since both parties according 1o the
fundamental principle assumed, would POSSE S also an equal nﬂ'ht to
judge of “ the made and measure of redress,” the one might sclect
its own means of resisting, the other its own means of enforeing a
law, whosc (Onslltutmlmlnv was disputed.  Parties in rhus position,
are ovulc*ntl\ arraved 'ummqt cach other, with the unqualified h-
cense of mut:al lmc;tllltv If both purtics have free choice of “the
maode and measure of redress,” states in the minority, without
doubt, may nullliv the law w hoso constitutionality they (Icm s and
a: clearly states in the Majority, nity endeavor to enforce it, by
whatever means are considercd most expedient.  If neither party
recedes, and gentle measures are 1netiectual, the next resort will be
to those whl(,h are violent, and civil war is the inevitable vesult.
The nullificrs indeed contend, that if a law were nalhfied, a pre-
sumption would be created against its constitutionality ; and that
the majority would be bound, it it did not vicld by 1cpcalnw it, to
call a convention of states, and solicit a formal grant of the power
to pass such a law, in order that the question m]nht be tested.——
This notion 1s utterly unfounded. In the first pl.u,e if the majority
of states believes a law to be constitutional, and persists n main-
taining 1t to be so; the contrary opinion of the minority cannot cre-
ate a presumption of 1ts unconstitutionality : unless we adopt the
very extraordinary supposition, that a smaller number is more like-
ly to be right than a greater. In the second place, the act of nul-
lification itself 1s justified only on the ground, that all the parties have
an equal right to interpret the Federal Compact, and to select their
own mode and measure of redress, when they believe that a viola-
tion of it has occurred. -'The right of the parties must be the same,
whether the violation 1s supposed to consist, in exercising a power
which has not been conferred, or in resisting one which has actual-
ly been delegated. An attempt therefore bx the minority of states,
to prescribe any particular mode of proceedmﬂr to the majority,
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would be wholly absurd—it would be dictating the mode and meu-
sure of redress to their opponents, who possess by their own ac-
knowledgement, the full privilege of choosing for themselves,  The
very first principles of Nullificution would justify the mujority, in
the wnmediate employment of such means, as were deemed most
conducive to the accomplishment of their purpose. *
But let us suppose that the majority, suspending all measures of
cocreion, should gratuitously consent to call a Convention, for pro-
posing amendments to the Constitution; and that the purtics were
accordingly assembled.—The nullifiers would say to the majority :
“We deny that Congress possesses the power which 1t has assumed,
m passing the nullificd act=-=Propose to the states an amendment
cranting that power, and we shall see, whetoer Congress 1s to ac-
quire it ornot.,”  To this the majority would of course reply: “%#e
assert that Congress does possess the power which it has exercised,
in passing the nullified act. Propose to the states an amendment
taking away ihe power, and we shall see, whether Congress is to
lose 1t or not.”  What then would have been gained?  The votes
of « majority ol the coivention, must necessarily constitute the acts
of that body ; and no wmendment which it rejected, could be sub-
mitted to the states for adoption.  The parties would end where
they began,  Bu! it may be argued, that althougl the majority would
possess a formal right, to reject the proposition of the nutlifiers ; the
latter would have equitable considerations to urge, which ought to
ensurc its adoption.  Let us hear them—"They would say » “ The
mcaning of the partics is the spirit of a compact.  When we ratis
fied the Constitution, we behieved that it did not confer on Congress
the power in question. 1t the nullified law can be enforced, we
hive under a government exarcising a power which we did not del-
cgate, or supposc others to delegate @ 1t 1s not the government which
we designed. I you propose the amendment sugeested by us, and
it 1s ratiied by three-fourths of the stute, Congress will undeniably
possess the power.  But if you reject our proposition, the result must
be, that « mere majority may assume for Congress, a power which
constitutionally can be conferred only by three-fourthsof the States.”
These arguments, plausible perhaps at a first view, labour under
this material objection; that they are not only quite as good, but.
even considerably better, on the opposite side. For the majority
without hesitation could reply— Yes, we agrce with you, that the
meaning of the parties is the spint of a compact. But when we
ratified the Constitution, we believed that it did conter on Congress,
the power in question. 1f the nullified law can not be enforced,
we live under a government deprived of a power, which we did
delegate, and understood all others to delegate ; it is not the Gov-

ernment which we designed. It you propose the amendment sug-
gested by us, and it is ratified by three fourths of the States, Con-
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gress will be wndeniably divested of the pouer.  Butif we accede to
your proposition, the result must be, that @ minority barely exceed-
ing one-fourth, may deprive Congress of a power, which can con-
stitutionully be taken away, only by three-fourths of the States.”—
A satisfactory reply to this answer, would, we apprehend, be some-
what difhcult.  In truth, the theory of nullification, pressed to its
ultimate consequences, would amount to this—that three-fourths of
the states are necessary to confer a power on Congress, while any
number beyond one fourth, may take it away. Whether such a
system would be expedient, we shall not at present enquire—most
certainly it 1s not that of the I'ederal Constitution.  In the article
relative to amendments, the word power does not occur—it declares
that “ amendments” “ shall be valid,” “ when ratified by the legis-
latures of three fourths of the several states, or by conventions in
three-fourthsthereof.” Retrenchingapowerof Congress,isasmuchan
amendment, as conferring a power ; and therefore to e valid, must
require the same number of votes. When a convention is culled,
to propose amendments relative to a power claimed by the m: jori-
ty, and denied by the minority, it is evident that the final decision
must depend altogether on the form in which the amendment is
submitied to the states. 1f the amendment proposes to give the
power, the power will be lost ; because a small minority is suflicient
to reject 1i; and for the same reason, th power will be sanctioned,
if the amendment proposes to take it way. The form of the a-
mendment then being absolutely decisive, and cach party having an
equal right to support its own construction ; it is the height of ex-
travagance to expect, that a majority maintaining the constitution-
ality of the power, would agree to incur certain defeat, by soliciting
a grant, which they knew that a minority exceeding one tourth was
pre-determined to refuse,. |

It 1s already we think sufficiently proved, that a minority exceed-
ing one-fourth, has not the constitutional right to impose its own
construction on a majority. But there is a farther evidence which
appears to us so striking, that it would be improper to pass it en-
tirely without notice. 1f the framers of the constitution designed,
that such a mmority should have the right o! laying an interdict,
on the exercisc of any power which it considered unconstitutional,
why did not those framers plainly suy so ? Why did they not in-
dicate the munner, in which that right was to be enforced ? There
was no motive, no apology for a mysterious silence.  They might
have simply provided that the declaration of this minority, through
their respective state legislutures, or conventions, shouid be suflici-
ent for the purpose. Instead of making this obvious provision, or
any other equivalent to it, thev did not even grant to such a minori-
ty, the right of calling a convention—a privilege which belongs on-
ly to Congress, acting on the application of two thirds of the states.
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Here then, if we admit the pretensions of the nuilifiers, is the mo«!
astonishing mmnuly ever witnessed In government,

 The constitution’ intends that a momentous power shall be pos-
sested by a certuin proportion of the states; and though an obvious
mode might have been provided, for its sfe ant ezwy cxerclse, no
mode whatever was designated 3 and hitherto none better has been
devised, than the open resistance of n whole state, to a general law
of the lamll It will be dithicult indeed to bellevc, tlmt the sage
authors ot the constitution, were guilty of such a blunder—one
which would disgrace the barbarous legislation, of a Turtar horde,

or o Hottentot kraal, "The necessity and the t..lclllty of preqcnhmn
regular means, for the exercise of such a power, supposing it to ex-
1st, are both so manifest; that the absence of all provision of the kind
is alone conclusive proof, that the existence of the power itself, nev-
er was contemplated,

Thus we have shewn, that even it the majority should assent to
the calling ot a convention, the nullifying minority must neverthe-

less, {all, in the accmnphsluncnt of their purpose, since they could

never cuuse their construction to be recognized.  Fach party, ac-

cording to the principle origmally assumed, would remain on the

around of'its cqual rght, to "|mhro for ltbO“, as weil of fractions
as of the mode and measure of redress.”  In such a position, there

would be no mmpediment to hostilities, and unless one side or the
other receded, they must necessarily ensue. It this is evident in the
abstract, 1t 1s even more mantfest, in the case of the existing tariff

law, on which it is proposed that the expernnent of nullification shall

be tried. Stlpposc that by the operation of such a measure, the ports
of South Carolina are made free. If they remain so; and: the state

13 still to be considered a member of the Union, the principal im-
portations of the whole country, must be concentrated in those ports,

Congress could not impose duties on the-coasting trade—-New-York,
Pennsylvania, and other States, could not afford to import directly
from abroad, articles subject to a duty in their own oorts, but ex-
empt from it in those of South Carolina ; and, consequently,all parts
of the Union would probably obtain their foreign supplies through

Cliarleston. - As almost the whole fiscal resources nf the Government
are derived from’the custom house, it is evident, that there would be

nearly a total failure of the revenue. Otherev s equally great would

ensue. Every holder of dutiable articles purchased under the ta-
riff, would find them reduced in value, to the amount of the duties
which had. been paid on them. “Ship-owners, landholders, mer-
chants, artisans, all the inhabitants of our other large cities, -who
owe their prosperity or subsistence to foreign commerce, would be
exposed to ruin and beggary. All the depbndent agricultural dis-
tricts would participate in: the shock. Inthe money market, which
IS 80 sensitive torevery political and commercial. vicissitude, confi-
4
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tence would be destroyed, private credit would be suspended, pub.
lic credit would be menaced—cmbarrassment, and bankruptey
would pervade the land.  Is it rcasonable to expect, that the other
nieinbers of the confederacy will permit such a state of things to
continue, or even to comnmence !  If every party to the compact
“has an cqual right to judge foritselly as well of infractions, as of
the mode and meusure of redresss” surely this is a case, i which
the mayority would not fuil to exercise their privilege,  Liven States
in the minority, deprecating such a wild career of political innova-
uon, would at least not disapprove the measures by which it was
arrested,  According to the {t)ititucle of choice conceded, by the fun-
damental principle of the nullifiers, the wajority might iu these cir-
cwiistances, adopt any mode of proceeding, which scemed most ex-
pedient,  The reasonable presumption however is, that the nost
obvious, pentle, and eftectual plan would be selected-~that of unme-
dintely blockadingall the ports whichhad beenmadefree. It'the nul-
lifying state did not then submnt, 1t must resist by force, and the very
fi-st blow would be the commencement of civil war, It is super-
fluous to enquire, by what species of political agency, the majority
of States would, in the present nstance, perform this indispensible
duty of self defence. They would doubtless, without any reference
to new fangled theories,act through the istrumentality of the general
woverpinent, whose direction is m their hands.  An objection from
any quarter, to this mode of operation, would be unreasonuble ; buat
coming {rom the nulhfiers—those who claim for all parties, un equal
right to ludge of “the mode and meusure of redress,” 1t would be
supreinely ridiculous.

I'romn the premises, we think ourselves authorized to conclude,
that the believers in the doctrine of nulhification, labor under an ¢x-
trenic delusion—that the pretension of any minority exceeding one
one fourth, to impose 1ts construction of the coastitution on a ma.
jority, is in the highest degree chimnerical—that those who resort to
nullification as a peaceful remedy, are rushing blindfold into hostili-
ties, ‘The nulhfiers have spoken of the natural right of parties,
cach to 1nterpret a compact for itself, as if it were a constitutional
richt, whose exercis¢ 1s compatible with the maintenance of a com-
mon government ; when it 1s palpably in effect, the mere privilege
of mutual welfare. In speculating on the interpretation of the con-
stitution, they entiirely forget that the Siates which ratified this
instrument, adopted it as @ whole, and as much for the sake of the
powcrs, which they supposed 1t to confer on the general governs
rent, as for the sake of those, which they supposed it to reserve to
the States individually —they forget, that the opinion of any State,
believing power a to have been delegated, is entitled to as much con-
sideration as the opinion of another State, believing it to have been
reserved-—Finally, they forget, that in everyv disputed case, where
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there was a variance in the original understanding of the parties,
the intentions of one-side or the other must nccessarily be frustra-
ted; and that this unavoidable inconvenience may as properly be
cndured by seven, as by seventecen—Dby any minority, as by any
ma)nrity. ,
When there is a material, and iwrreconcilable difference of opin-
ion, between the parties to the Federal Compact, it 15 manifest, that
secession s the only cffectual remedy for the weakor, It has in.
ceed been maintained, that the right of secession itself, is only the
richt of nullifying the whole constitution and laws. © Those who
are misled by such an assertion, can have paid but little attention to
the import of the words. Nulhfication is represented as an act per-
formed under the constitution, and compatible with the continuance
of the general government. Secession, on the contrary, as is im.
plied by the very term, dissolves the government, releasing  those
who secede, from the obligations of the compact. To call seces-
sion, therefore, a species of nullification, 1s a mere solecism. But
it 1s farther urged,that admitting the two measures to be essentially
ditterent ; the scheme of nullification can at worst, only eventuate
In the other, and 1n the mean time 1s more gentle in its operation,
‘Flhis 1s a most perniclous fallacy. Whenever secession 1s unequis
vocally. proposed to the people, the data will be fairly before them
—-they will choose with a full knowledge of the alternatives—they
will decide their destiny 1n open day. But when nullification 15
recommended to them, as being, in fact, one of the best means of
preserving the union, notwithstanding we have seen that it 1s de.
- cidedly the reverse ; if tney credit such a representation, they have
not the true data before them—they are deciding upon premises
absolutely false, and may precipitate themselves into a revolutio,
when their purposes are diametrically opposite. The clamms of
pullification to a -greater gentleness of process, are equally . futile.
If the southern states, impelled by their wrongs, should through a
convention, orin any other manner, propose to the majority, that
the Union be dissolved by common consent ; either thase wrongs
will be redressed, or their proposition will be accepted ;. for no
rational man will cherish the desperate project of retaining them in
the Union by force. The parties would arrange the terms of o
peaceful separation. The laws of the general government would
be respected by both sides, until the moment of dissolution; and
then the ports of each becoming foreign to the other, their vespec-
tive systems of mmpost could be enforced.without collision or incon- -
venience. We bave already seen how different would be the con-
sequences of nullification. We have seer that the nullifying state
being still considered a member of the confederacy, no duties could
be imposed on her coasting trade—that her ports being free, she
would absorb nearly the whole importation of the country, and dis-
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tribute supplies to every district of the union—-that this state of "af:
fairs if -acquiesced in, would cause a failure- of the public revenue,
and a convulsion in commerce, which must scatter disinay and ruin
along the whole extent ol our coast. I'he government could not
submit to such evils. It would unmediately interpose, to secure:
its own peculiar interests, and those of the community at large coms-
mitted to its protection. For the nullifying state there would re- .
main, only the two ulternatives, of humiliation, and civil war.

But while we demonstrate that open secession is greatly prefer-
able to the chimeras of nullification, and that it is in fact the only
rmper remedy, when the policy of the general government is no
onger endurable; let it not be supposed,that we contemplate such an
event with indiftercnce,much less witnsutisfaction, Noleven if finally
. constrained to such a course, by obstinate injustice,> every good
citizen will adopt it with the most sincere reluctance and profound
regret, Long! long! may the patriotism and intelligence of the A-

nierican people, defer that unhappy day, when sordid cupidity, or
flagitious ambition shall be permitted to destroy the magnificent

system of Republican Union, which has descended to us, consecra-
ted by the blood of heroes, and the wisdom of sages—~by the hopes
and the admiration of all civilized men. : S
Our taskis ended, if not completed, In this plain essay, the
writer has endeavored to avoid all attectation of learned technical-
ity, or rhetorical ornament,which could only have tended to obscure
the subject. His highest aspiration has been through the medium
of a simple and perspicuous style, to transmit the rays of truth une

colored and unrefracted. OGLETHORPE.

Erratum —Page 8, 11th line from the bottom, for “here alyeady
crossed,” read, have already crossed, S
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