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LEGISLATURE OF N. C.
dn Senate, Dec. 27, 1832,
The report of the select committee
to whom was referred the communica-
" tion from the Goveroor of Seuth Care-
link, enclosing an ordinance of that
State, and sundry documents, on the
subject of Nullification, being under
-considecation, Mr. Montgomery, of
"Hertford, moved to strike out the 4th
resolution; which motiovn Mr. Bailey,
of Pasquotank, suppocied in an efo-
_quent speech of some length; when Mr.
?.nk, the Senator from Richmond
county, roseand spokeas follows:
I ain indeed sorry, Mr. Chairman,
thatthe subject of Nullification should
have been broached; for, sir, T had
fondly hoped, from the course of cer-
_tain geatlemea on-the floor, that e
committee would bave been saved the
~trouble,-and, § -may add, the voplea-
santness of discussing it.  For [ alrea.
dy.discoter that

- ~warmth-
“ly to accompany it; which, 1 fear, may
convert the of | ;:la.tiou into one
“of angry feelings and bitter recrimina-
hﬂ:&t it E:ay Jmpair that harmo-
ny and good fellowship which has, thus

“us to-deplore, after the excitement
shall have passed by, that we had not
given, in our places, a silent vote on
mmbn- For, sir, do we believe
that if ‘we had the persuasivenessof a
Chesterfield, or the eloquence of a Pat-

“rick Heénry, or could " wé “unite the

study of 'lﬁy' with the aid of
: ; now sa
should be'dalnhlmf.ﬂto one

Senator /in the wote which will, this
day, be recorded? No, sir. A;, well
wiight we attempt; t, to re-
m:g:eth columns bzhic support the
dome of this edifice, as to attempt
such.
fixed apd made wp opinions on this
dectrine; and we are steadfast and im-
moveable. Nothing, therefore, which
we may say—nothing which we can
say—can bave effect; and, wir, had not
the subjeqt been introduced, I would
not have bled the House with a
single remark; but, sir, as the Senator
from Pasquotank has given us reasons
why the motion should prevail, I ask

the attention and indulgence of 1he'

committee for a few moments in reply.

T'have always, Mr. Chairman, been
opposed (and ¥ mow take occasion to
say it) to the introduction of political
resolutions in a legislative Ml;": for I
have ever viewed them as extraneous

with-

ere of le “JEM”
do think that, ife-

_lion. and, of course, not comi
in !helegitimte [
action, But, sir,

its character - and - the -awful -conse-
quences which, attach to the further-
ance of the doctrine, formed an exceps

tion' to the
Ieiiulltivc expression of opinion, tha
_'!'_‘j‘ss_t i the Presente s o
e should, Mr. Chairman, meet it
calmly, coolly aud dispassionately, re-
collecting, in the elegant language of
the report accompanying the resolu-
tions which are now ander discussion,
* that honest _differences of opinion
will ‘arise; manly jngenuousness for-
bids theiail concealmant; anil A
nimity will appreciate their expression
and receive itr:rith forbearance.” Ilnt:
sir, should they not be"so received,
should these sentiments which ought to
find a hearty responsein the bosom of
every honorable man be suffered to pass
by without due consideragtion? For one,
am not to be driven from iy duty by a
veamish sensibility that what we
nay now do, might possibly offend our
ren, and,  in the language of the
geatieman from Pasquotank, goad them
n. For, sir, let those brethren recol-
bect that their itancy is about to
topardise a joint isheritance; that
‘eir rashness has gathered over our
an angry cloud, which may yet
burgt aad scatter widespread desola-
on ‘in its wakej that it may, sir, pros-
rate our last best h t which
Lost mnch Blood and treasure. Recol-
tcting these things, sir, let them be
ileat, when we come forth, as I trust
e shall this day, the advocates of
. nes! they do,-the Sgn-
ments of nineteen-twentieths of our
onstituents; and, siry this is not the
ime, this is not the day, nor this the

t

&1 probability, wobld ot have been

far, characterised our body, and leave |

We have all come here with!

vera subject, from the magnitude of

general rule, and justified a/

opened.  Bat, sir, dfter'having listen-’
ed o the animated strain of the elo- |
quent geatleman from Pasquotank,
supporting and sustaining South Caro-
lina Nallification ag both constitution-
al and peaceful; after having heard it
advanced on this floor thatif was the
otuly conservative principle, T should
be guilty of an unpardonable breach of
duty to the people of Richmond conn-
y, were 1 to sit still——pay, sir, |
should skulk from a dut which T owe
thils House, as an humble member of
the able committen that raported the
resolutions, were I not tostand forti
their advocate. :

~-Mr. Chairman, we were correctly
told by the Senator from. Pasquotank,
that we should weigh well what weare
npw about doing; that we should look
into the character of Nullification, see
what it is and what itis not, before we
proceed to give an opinion ou ity and
to ponder long before we condemun the
causeof a sister State.  Sir, 1, for
one, agree with ‘the gentleman, and |
admit that, in an over-heated zeal to
put down Nultification, there is dan.
ger, and great danger in running into
the opposite extreme, of consalidation.

.....
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what that contains, we seé jt refers to a-
imendinents solely, and cannot, by the
most forced construction, be_tortured
into a power of constraction. Sir, need
[ say, that to amend an instrument and
to construe an instrument, are distinet
and dissimilar? _Amendment means
substitution, the supplying of some-.
thing whicli is wew; bat, on the other
hand, to construe an instrument, you
are limited down toits letter; you have
to'decide what the instrument means—
what it is, and what it ought to be.
‘i‘he}r are, sir, antipodes, dumetrically
dissimilar. "The east 15 not farther from
the west than amendment is from ¢on-
struction. “They diffur » toto cali ™
and yet, Mr. Chairman, we are Loi:l
h’v the advocates—of this modern dot-
ring, that, under the filth article of the
Constitution, you may mwake up an is-
sué, and tender itto the general govern-
went; and that the general government
wili be compelled tosubmit the ques-
tion toucning its infraction to the States
in Convention; and that unless three-
fourths say that the nullified act is con-
stitutional, that the law nullified is vell

Yesy siry4-toavaid Scya; you strike |
on Charybdis,” which ‘is equally to be |
dreaded; and 1 am free to declare |
that, sooner thanlivein a government |
of unlimited powers, [ would take Nul-
lification with allits attendants of reves
lution; internal commotion and clgdl
war. Yes, sig..,l mauld fake i, bes
cause it isTevolition itself,  But this

that We are not yet driven to this ne.

(cessity; and, asmuch as I dislike the.
{principle on which the present Tariffis

tpredicated; as much o8 T believe it an

unwarrantable assumption of power, |
as an. indireet attempt to contral the

{domestic industry of the country, and

to raise up the manuficturing at the

expense of the agricultural interests;

yet, sir, 1 had rather bear with it for.a

season than to hazard ourall.  For |

think I beholdin the last modificaiion

an entering wedge, which will ultinate-

I{ fritter it down to a revenue standard,

Am | not, sir, borne out in these re-
EATKE? ook siryat-the recentmes-
sage of your President; look, sir, at

the reportol the Secretary of the I'rea-
sury; and then say we are-hoping a=-
gainst liope. - Shall we, then, justas
twilight is appearing in the east, which

will be fullewed 5y that fuminary

{of free trade, whose genial ray shall
make the South “blossom as the rose,”
|shall we, I say, peril ourarr, and that,
too, for & political abstraction, which,
in the language of one of South Caro-
lina’s distinguished sons, is. “*either
{80 subtle or. so loxieal as to mock
‘the understanding?"? Shall we, siry in-
\dulge in following the speculations of
liberty in the'absiract, when there is
daoger of refining it away in the su)-
\stance? No, sir. - Forbid it, ye spirits
of ’76! forbid that your sons should so
lightly appreciate your valorous a-
chievements, and rush heedlessly on
‘to ruin}

{ But, to return to the subject, we

to its object, and forgisﬂ to its rnm..'hl"e been asked to l.}()l'l!idﬁl'ulﬂ doc-

trine of Nullification, what it imports
and what it means. = Yes, sir, and
'E-will-da so. - The fourth resolution,
whigh-is - now proposed
lout, dgc.l;m s+ th

na, and lately promalgated
dinance, s revolutionary in its ten.
dency, subversive of the Constitution
olthe-United ~States; wndleads 16 4
dissolition of the Union.” What, sir,
Fwould ask, is there in this which is
calculated to give rise to so much feel-
ing? - Whatin this the lenst exception-
able to the most fastidious sensbility?
Is the unconstitutionality, or the revo-
lutionary character of the doctrine de-
nied? - Lask you to listen to its defini-
tions for whenever a term is used in
science or politics, we go to the mean-
ing which attaches thereto, before we
cangform a just estimate of it, before
we can subscribe to what it impor
8oit is with this new-fangled hotch-
potof adoctrines and for its méani=g,
we will go to the modern political vo-
cabulary of John C, Calhoun. In this,
siry we have his own words. [Here
Mr. L. read from Mr. Calhoun’s ex-
pose of July, 1831, in a letter to the e-
ditor of the. Pendleton Messenger. ]
Sir, mld Mr. Calhonn, speaking of Nullifics
tion, ** e Inr from extreme denger, | bold that |
thero never was u free State In which this grest
eonservative iple, indispansible i all, was
ever w wiely 1 in others, when the so-stutes
ing the dissimilar and eonflieting inte-
rests of the community, eame into contact, the
only alternative was mmnin. sribminsion,
foree. Notso inours. Shoald 1he generl go-
vernment and 8 Stale eome ioto contwet, we have
a higher remedy.  The power whieh ealled the
genoral  government into existenve, which gave
lt-dllsudm'ﬂ!. and san en » h”nh“wiﬂ.:c
M‘* an
The "’ﬂ:&"h":.}'ﬁ.,,&u tos this -

mhtb.iwnm itsell, and whose voics
uilences disontent ™ ; _

- Here, then, Mr. Chairman, you have
¢ gx ¢athedra,” from the very fountain

rwhen we should be_ deterred from |head, that the very basis of this doc-
ur dut'y by rigld adherence to courtly | tring is, that there is a power under the
provisions of the tution  to de-

% g0d the United States; and,

e y we g8k the ad-

s of Nullific torlay theie

fuet, form a power whose de- |

and void; butif they do, in the language
of Mr. Calhoun, their decision silences
discontent.

1" nis-admission, Mr. Chairman, to
wy mind, is conclusive, and is plainly
an abandonmenty of 4% ‘well constita-
tional as sovereign Nullification,—
Mark you, sir, he admits that if, upon
a convocation of the Statess theesd

is-like-}is not our-atternative, _Tihank GodJSoniihs shall declare the thsputed taw

constitutional, that the contending
State is bownd to submit.:  Now, sir,
what is the extent of this admission?
Does it not'go the whole length of the
doetrine for which I contend—that the
framers of the Federal Constitution in-
tended-sométhinig. mare by the instru.
ment than that it should be considered
a partanership at will—a mere rope of
sand—without any binding efficacy?
If I am asked how I arrive at this, I
answer, by the admission of theleadée
in’ Nullification; for he-adinits; and-
virtually acknowledges the powers of
the Geoneral Government, when eox-
pounded. bisay. 1ohe 3 :
diflers only as to the exposifor. ~ Here.
then is an acknowledgment from him
-who firs! gave the batt -of Nutlification
motion from the *¢causa causans,” that
powers may be rightfully exértised na-
der it, evén the power of controlling
the domestic industry of the country,
provided three fourths should so de-
clare. If; Mr. Chairmang this were
done—if the parties who created ity
and who can contract, enlarge or 3-
mend 1t, were called together, and the
question pat as to the disputed power,
and they were to decide it constitu-
tional—see, sir, in what an awkward
dilemma it would place the advocates
of constitutional or sopereizn Nullifica-
tion. Why, according to their owu
showing, their ~favirite scheme of
reacefni State interposition would,
ike the spirits of the wighty
when exotcised by Prospervs’ wand,
be vanished into thin air—no resort
left the State but the wltima ratio, an
appeal to the sword. This, sir, must’
be conclusives gk - Nullification i
claimed to be thy ise of & sove-
reigh power-=ust a right derivative,
but supreme, absolute, the highest. If
then, sir, it fs-the exercise of a sone.

.| reign, supreme and nbsolute right,

how; in the name of common sense,
can any decision of the Stafes, who
apiy e called together, deprive a con-
tendiry State of.a-right which apper-
tains to her soverdigniy? yet we are
told by the Magnus Apollo” himself
that-suech-are its cflects; - OF course it
takes from the, State what he calls
peaceful Stateinterposition, and leaves
her no other right than an appeal to
the sword. 8ir, this cannot tc an-
swered.” I challenge any gentleman
to answer it. byt

No, sir, the doctrine will not hold
water. Constitutional, peaceful Nul.
lification cannot be sustained.~¥ou

might as well undertake to prove that
. elo de
cide,

“lies & natoral death, as to say
that Nullification is constitutional or
peaceful, and those who support it
‘weave an enchanted web of a fairy
tissue, as beautiful, but as transient as
the helm of Gossamer when pearied
with the morning dew, and glimmering
to the morning san.”

In 1hoot-r—m' y some doctrines
do, particalarly in the hands of skm
advoestes. ‘They hold before your
eyes that which captivales your senses;
they push it forward to your observa-
tion E;:U' colored; they play wpon
your warmth of feeling, your fondaess

for every thing which has the semb-
lance of liberty; but a8 sure as. you
cmbrace ity its counterpart. will ap-
pear, and the fair phantom of liberty,

which you have been told was the only
conservative principle, .will be sue-
‘ceeded by anarchy, turmoil, and con-
sequent ruin to your conntry. These,

sir, and these only, will be what will
remain of pncdd peaceful Nullifica-
tion, (nbout as e D misnomer av
that which is ied to a Tarifl' of
protection; for that too is called the
“American m. ) They call it
peacefnl, and have dose all that would

upon the article or clause con-

make 1 warlike. The first step yas

deep-

8, a man who commits gui-,

Fo e

frrng o giing.the power,they oin o close
- the iﬂr lq&hapuhsta‘- every avenbe which it can
mendments; and when we turn to see ::cdtzad. and then that if

the Government should attempt to en-
force the law, that it will by resisted
with the sword. < Yes, sir, they have
dissolved the Government itself so far
as their own act could de, by repealing
the 25th section of ‘the Judiciary act,
(or rather, sir, by effectually render-
ing it obsglete. ) - Call you this peace.,
ful?  'Was there everany thing 5o nn-
tike- itself, so unpeaceful? and shaH
we not warn our citizens ‘of this wolf
in the habilaments of a sheep? VYes,
siry it is our daty; and I am told that
the citizens of South Carolina eve this
see that a.deception has been prac-,
tie@l on them—whether knowingly or
ot T will not say; (T hope the leaders
themselves have been deceived.) Yes,
Mr. Chairman, they have been deceiv-

Union—they are high minded, nobte!
and chivalrouss not by the solid and
substantial yeomanry of the State, for
their only asperations are their coud-|
try’s welfare; but, sir, if the prints of |
that State are to be believed, they]
have been tmposed on by a knot of pq-f
liticiats around Charlestsn—men who
assume to themselves the right of giv-l
ing tone to public opinion.  Yes, sir, |
am | contradicted when 1 say that the !
city of Charleston of late years is be-|
coming to that State what Paris has al|
ways been to France, and, in a great|
degree, gives the impetus to the most
ol hee political wachinery, "M, Chair-
man,; st sir; that T have more- of
the milk <of Kindness in my cowmposi-
tion thame to impute motives which
have frequently been imputed to the

-

doit.  But one thing I can say with
Erupriety: that not one in- twenty-of
er citizens, who voted for delegates
to the late Convention, believed at the
time of voting that the subject of se-
cession wnuidbin any event come be-
fore the Convention. No, sir, 1 am
told that it was not thought of3 of, il
thought of; it was not mentioned to
the people. Yes; sir, 1 will further
say, and think I am borne butin the
on the table, that a nallification of the
Tariflf comes with very bad grage from
Messeso Catlisan, “M'{)uﬂiu and-Ham-
ilton.  Look at the course of John €al-
houn in 1816.. You behold him then
advocating it upon the protective prins

ciple, upon the ground, to use his own
words, K: his speech of that day,) of

placing’ the manufacturers beyond the
reach of contingency. = Yes; and three
fourths of the delegates of that State
supported it, to protect us from foreign
competition. Then; sir, was batehed
the mischievous contrivance of mini-
mums, since 0 odious, because so de-
lusive. ‘Irace the same party on to
1821. You then find them (when a
resolution was submitted in the Legis-
lature of 8. Carolina by P. H. Mays,
declaring ]
tion 1o be unconstitational) going en
masse against the resolutions; and, sir,
in the report which was submitted by
Mr. Prioleau, (the chairman of the
committee to whom Mr. Mays’ resolu-
tions were referred, ) the right of Con-

ss to lay duties for protection was
distinetly admittedas The report went
further. = Hear its fabguage. **'I'hat
it took occasion 1o deprecate the prace
tice, now ' becoming-too common, of
arraying {he Stdtés as separate and

neral Government.” o all of which
Mr. Hamilton-subscribeds for, if my
memory serves me, he was then a
member of the Legislature,

Follow the party on to 1824, You
then find the venerable Judge Smith,
one of her ablest sons, (who was al-
ways a State rights man,) turned out of
the. American Senate, and his place

ied by Gov. Hayde. For what

s thisdone? It was, sir, on account
of his being a State rights man——a
rame at that day «o odiods, that they
were called &tﬁcala through derision.
Judge Smith's notions were not suple
eoough - for - Mr. Caloom. Judge
Smith, sir, could not make the Consti-
tution any thing or nothing. to suit the
times; but, being an old fashioned De-
mocrat, he adhered to his faith. Sir,
when Mr. Smith returned home from
Washingion, true to his democratic
republican  principles, he spoke of
them, wrote_in their support, and the
Legislatare of the nest sesston-sustain.
ed his principles, thus leaving Mr.
Calhoun in & minarity at home. Penn-
sylvania and Rhode Island had, somne
little time before, 1 think, backed out
from him as a candidate for the Presi-
dency. “What is he to do—in a mino-
rity at home, deserted abroad, placed
in a situation little suiting & man of
big-ambition? - Whyy sir, Fawidl tell
you what I think he did. He all at
once turned & somerset, became noisy
about State rights, nnd even outstrip-
ped the Radicals theniselves. They
were_perfectly astounded. Finding
that it would not do to follow in the
wake of Judge Smith, (for, sir, he will
be second tonode,) he grafts Nullifi-
cation wpon Radicalism, and at this
day himeell and his whole party are
the loudest in the vociferations of re-
served rights; Btate govereignty, &e,
The poor Radicals have been distanced

R _-A-. | .""""' '.\ ._ x
modern ) CARS. F_x.ﬂr;*sl: Vmg
A Men change with cireumstadoes, . L ()

od, not by the great bodyof her soigden opinions
for the whole of them are lovers of the Was

l
-4 regard lar e Cighli of T

.01 = _J e L ram
and a real apprehension that thedse T,

leaders of Nullifieatiom~F-wil-noei~

a Tariff of duties for protec-|{

distinet -sovereignties against tha Ge-|

Mc. Calhoun has been difftrent t
at different times, and all things
the sanie time. "Does it uof then, M
E__hairu’nu, come with_ill grace frol
im
tutional, and cannotbe tolerst
e R g
fraction of the Constitution, (by p
ble is meant plain, obyious,
which there can be no mistake,)
then, six, was the vigor of that intel-
lect which figured on the floor of Con:
gress? Wheee fhen were the powers
of that master mind which, as if by in.
tuition, comprehended any and every
subject? Had he then his mind on the
Presidency, and was he * buying gal=

? Mr. Randolph .a,ﬁli‘

{

Let uy now, sir, shift the seene,
and turn to ghose other distinguishetl
men, and see in what company they
are to be fonud. ~ We will take up Mr.
M*Dullie, the author of a piece s

“ One of the People.” . Hear his lan-
guage. It was written about the time
of Muys’ resolutions. ** Ambitiows
wen,” says Mr. M'Duffie, “of infe-
rior talents, finding they have no hope
19 be distinguished in the councils of]
the mationgl goveroment, . natugally
wish to increase the power and cobse-
quence of the State Governients;-the
theatres in which the;\r expeet v ace
quire distiiction.” Itis fiot, therefore,

rights are in danger, that gawsed so
much to be said on the subject of
& wgniyland-scon
solidated government.” It jis'the awm-
bition_of that class of paliticians who
expect to figure only in the State coun-
cils, and of those States that are too

Again, sir, in the same publication,
e says, ‘¢ We have more cause of ap-

the General' Government. In other
words, there is in our system a great)
er tﬂndéﬁ'ér te 1 _
solidation.” _ These septiments. were!
[at that day, to use the very words of
the other distinguished gentleman in
this deama; o lagerishablé traths.? =

tributed to Mr. M’Duffie: * A man
who will contend that onr government
is a confederacy nfilllll?;leﬂﬁ:'lll States,
whuose independent cnvenigntlr WK
never in any degree renounced, and
that it.may be controlled or annulled
at the will ol the several independent
States or savereignties, can scarcely
be regarded as belonging to the pre-
sent generation. The several inde-
Ecndont sovercign States control the
&

surdity! This is anarchy itself.”

the men upon whose authority we are
to test this doctrine? No, sir, | must
be pardoned if I enter my disclaimer.

Sir, we have been-told by the able
Senator  from  Pasquotank  that the
South Carolina-doctrine is the doc-
trine of the Virginia and Kentucky re-

James Madison have been appeal

as sponsors for its orthodozy. Much
lias-been- asid-of the-nble-report
Madison in the Virginia Legislature
of 1799, and able, indeed, it is. To
every sentiment therein contained do
I most heartily subscribe. ~“That re.
part containe the - republican; figith,
‘the doctrine of State rights, but pot
State abuses; and as a f that it
does, bear with me while I read a
part of a letter from Mr. Madison him-

can Review as late as August, 1830,
Listen, and see if he does not nullify
Nullification, and declare it to be an
exotic.  After other observations, Mr,

Madison says, **‘This brings us to the |

which | .
dge [cTaims to a State the right to appeal

expedient  lately  advari®ed,
against an exercise of -power \:_7
General Government of the U
States, decided by the State to be un-
constitutional, to the parties to the
coastitutional com !
the State to have the-effect of Nullify-
ing the act of the government ol the
United States unless the decision of
the State be reverscd by three-fourths
of the parties. The distinguished
names and high authoritigs which ap-
pear to have asserted and given o
practical scope to this doctrine entitle
it to a reapect which it might be difii.
cult otherwise to feel for it. * If they"
were to be wndépstond as requiring
the three-fonrths of the States to sus-
teim, inwtead of thar ion 1o ree
verse, the decision of the appeali

State, to be without effect during the

“the

course wight well give way to_that
marked out by the Constitution, which

establishing & permanent rule of the

e of The most

proud to acknowledge a superior,™|;

Again, sir, hear the Tanguage of a | time
fetter published in thie United States®|no
‘Telegraph, which has always been at-|

eneral Government! SYhat an ab.ih

Me, Chaieman,—{ will not pursie |
the subject further:® Are these  then|Wo

solutions; -and Thomas Jefferson Jﬂfﬁ{ ‘

o M

self to the editor of the North Ameri- |

nited | M

t, the decision of |

appeal, it would be sufficient to re« ("
mark 'ﬂut this extra. constitutional’ lflllltﬂ

te say that the Taril is une}p_ﬁﬂﬁ i

e tadecm mly o Ry T

.

A

Ua

1]

prehension from the States than “TFoi | gyame.

y disunion than 10 con-| tignd. -

that is gone, farewell tl' T
siry the doctrine is an exe
State rights, and bilar

flon ta < tieanist
' to liberty,
on. a8 ,'__ 1

tiousness

{0 rel
S Ww

authorises two-thirds of the States to | 7o20"™
institute, snd three-fonrths to effectu- |
ate an amendmeat to the Constitution, | S '

highest asthority instead of an imTi-
lar cedent of construction only.
But it is anderstood that the Nollify,

L




