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impoftance to the Censtitution i;lf our | that ou ht in this: ' ' - |

| : ought to be free—in this case the proceeds | league be ' ions, general-
cgum‘_ryi‘ . » devuiion paid ko the | are intended 1o be applied to -pu_rpore'; which ;'Iy. f:::: nntlm%o':d;mmu“m.i one;

; . wretched, ineflictent, clumsy contrivance, we do not approve—in that the amount raised | ifit should contain a penalt . mrl;m 8 o
some certain domestic concerns and all | which this new doctrine would make iy is more than is wanted. Coo, it is trwe superior, it np::ﬁ v l'ﬂui..z

foreign relations. In the instrument form- | Did we pledge ourselves to the support are invested by the Constitution with the | Goternment on the

ing that union is found an articie which | of an airy nothing, a bubble that must be NEUL SHARSICIRE e ;mﬁ‘m‘

decl th S ' their sound discretion 1.?:. ti‘::‘;mnrding '3 !:Dtlalld‘upress or impl
ares that “every State shall abide |blown away by the first breath of disals | of the Lo A M g g ki Wecessanily ‘Fmplie seé &
¢ ' =4 : . | . . . 3 _ representat y - ' '
:Jy the d_ctcrmfnnm:nh of Congress on all fection? Was this self déstroying, visions|all the prnpln uFu'I'er:::rSltl::t::f b?:tt“:!:“d :{ ftl::n; (:‘?;::lfnmp: 4 for:; ool i §
SII:'::::FE: s:;"cii:: (.il); lltilat conlederation {ary theory, the work of the profouad of the people of one State, to whom le'(:?:n- er ﬂ{!llll the :unilliit’u::o::lc:;:;?’#'hn.
mitted to them.™ statesmen, the exalted patriots, to whom been [ . - L
Under the confederation then, no State ( the task of constitutional 'rel'urt:i was en~ O

sfitution has given no power on the subject,
dprs right, by the 4aw of self d ; '
| could legally annul a decision of the Con- | trusted? Bid the name of Washington - I ing ok 4 o s

 from whom it has expressly taken it away—

we, who bave solemnly agreed that this Con- | for punishing the offender, unless that right is
gress, or refuse to submit to iW execu- sanction, did the States deliberately ratis| mo‘l}ﬁ”-’d' restrained or resumed by the consti-
tion: but no provision was made to ens |fy.sychan aromaly in the history of fun-~

stitution shall be our Jaw—we, most of whom
force these decisions. Congress made damental legislation? No. ‘We were

of several States by which they agreed
that they would collectively form one
nation for the purpose of conducting

lawe. DBut the imposing aspect which
opposition has assumed in this case, by
clothing itself with State authority and
the deep interest which the pcople of the
‘United States must all feel in preventing
a rcsort to stronger mecasures, while
there is a hope that any thing will be
13,'iuv:l-:h‘:.rl to reasoning and remonstrance,
perhaps demand, and will certainly justi-
fy a [ull exposition to South Carolina and
the nation of the views I entertain of this
important questiong as well as a distinct
enunciation of the course which my sensc
of duty will require me (o pursue.

The Ordinance is founded, not on the
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PROCLAMATION.

By JAndrew Jackson, President of the Uniled)

Slales.

HEREAS, a Convention assembled
in the Stale of South Carolina,
ssed an Ordinance by which they
«That the several acts and parts
f acts of the Congress of the United
3tates purporting to be laws for the im-
posing of duties and imposts on the 1m-
sortation of foreign commodities, and now
aving actual opcration and effect withs

the United States, and more especiai-
v,” twoacts for the same purposes on
ve 29th of Mav, 1828, and on the 14th
f July, 1832, ‘‘are unauthorized by the
vonstitution of the United States, and vis

5

have P
eclare,

be asked why it is not deemed a sufficient
guard against the passage of an uncon-

indefeasible right of resisting acts which
are plainly uniconstitutional and too. op-
pressive to be endured; but on the
strange position that any one Gilate may
not only declare an Act of Congress void,
but prohibit its execution—that they may
do this consistently with the Constitution
—-that the true construction of thatin.
strument permils a Staie (0 rclain its
place in.the Union, and yet bs, bound by
no other of its laws than those it may
choase to consider as ccnstitutional. It
is true, they add, thatto justiiy this ab-.
rogation of a Jaw, it must be palpably
contrary to the Constijution; but it is ev-’
ident, that to give the right of resisting
laws of that description, coupled with
the uncontrolled right to decide what
laws deserve that charactér, is to give
the right of resisting all laws. For, as
by the theory, there is no appcal, the
reasons alleged by the State, good ‘ot
bad, must prevail. If it should be said
that public opinior is a sufficient check
against the abuse of this power, it way

stitutional Act by Congress. There ‘is,
however, a restraint in this last case,
which makes the assumed power of a
State more indefensible, and “which does

late the true meaning and intent there-
»f, and are null and void, and no law,’’ nor
inding on the citizens of that State or its
»ficers; and by the said, Ordinance, it is
arther declared to be unlawful for any of
he constituted authoriiies of the State or

»f the United States to enforce the pays

ent of the duties imposed by the said |

vots within the same Stale, and that it is
he duty of the Legislature to pass such

judges and jurors

not exist in the other. There are two
appeals from an unconstitulional Act'pass®
ed by Confress—one to the Judiclary,
the other to the People, and the S'ates.
There is no appeal frown the State deciss
ison in theory, and the practical illustra-
tion shows that the courts are closcd a-

rainst an application to review ity both
being sworn to decide

with.
rate on individuals.
ciary, no means of collecting revenue.

need not Le detailed.
tion we could scarcely be called a nalion.
We had neither prosperity at home nor
consideration abroad. This state of things
could not be endured, and our present
happy Constitution was formed, but form:
ed in vain, if this fatal doctrine prevails.
[t was formed for-important objects that
arc announced in the preamble made in
the name and by the authority of the peo-
ple of-the Uaited S:ates, whose delegates
framed, and whose conventions approved
it,

on which all the others rest, is, *fo form
a more prerfect Union.”” Now,is 1t.poss
sible that even if there were no cxpress

stitution.and laws of the United States
over those of the States—can it be cons
ceived, that an instrument made for the
purpose ol ‘forming a more perfect Us
nion,’’ ‘
could lie so constructed by the assembled
wisdom of our country as to substitute for
that confederation a form of government

interest, the party spirit of a State, or of
a prevailing faction in.a State?—Lvery
mam-of plain, unsephiscatedainderstand-
ing, who hears the question, will give
such an answer as will preserve the U-
100N
of an impracticable .dieory, could alone

| have devised one that is calculated to

ing on this sub-

inits favor. DBut rcason
1al coms:

d#!-ll"ﬂf PR A
I-consider then'the power to annul a

requisitions but they were not complied
The Government could not ope. |
They had no Judi-

But the defects of the confederation
Uunder its opera-

provision giving supremacy to the Cons,

Metephysical spptlety, in pursait |

F

: The most important among these |
objects,that which is placed first in rank, |

than- that of the confederation, |

denendent for its -existence on the Jocal |

not mistaken. The letter of this great instru-
ment is_free from this radical fauit: its lan-
guage direetly contradicts the imputation: its
spirit—its evident inlent contradicts it. No
| we did not err! Our constitution does not
contain the absurdity of giving power (o make
laws and another power to résist them. I'hesa-
ges whose memory will always be reverenced
have given us a praclical, and as they hoped, a
permanent constitutional compact. 'T'he Fa-
ther of his comatry did not affix his revered
name fo so palpable an’ absurdity, Nor did
the States, when they scverally ratified it, do
80 undér the .impruaion that & veto on the
laws of the United States was reserved to
them, or that they could exercise it by impli-
cation. Search 1|:e debates inall their Con-
vent ions—examine the speeches of the most
zealous oppasers to Federal authority-—look
at the amendments that were proposed—they
are all silent—not a syllable .ultered, nat a
vole given,not a motion made to correct the
explicit supremaey given to the laws of the
Union ever those of the States—or to show
that implication, as is now contended, could
defeat it. * No—we have not erred! 'The

not because Congiess have no right to pass
such laws; this we Jdo not allege, but because
!tzey have passed them with improper views.
Fhey are unconstitutional from the motives

er with certainly know—from their unequal
operation, qlllmuﬁh it is impossible [rom the
nature of things that they should begequal—
and from the disposition which we
may be made of their proceeds, although that
disposifion has not been declared. This is
(he plain meaning of the Ordinance in rela-
tionto laws which it abrdgates for alleged un-
constitutionality.—But it does not stop® there.
It repeals, in expresy terms, an important part
ol the Constitution itself and of laws passed

of those who passed them, which we can nev- |

presume |

| this subject.

to carry its powers into effect, and under this
grant provision has been made for puhﬂ
acts which obstruct the due administrat

the Jaws. .

It would seem superflueus to add any thing
to show the nature of that union which con-
nects us; but as erroneous opinions on this
subject ure the foundation of doctrines the .
most destructive to our peace, | must give
some further developement to my views on
_ No one, fellow-citizens, has a
higher reverence for the reserved rights ofthe
States, thra‘n the Mlgifjlute who now address-
es you, No one would make ter personal
sacrifices, or official uertinm,‘t':.t‘lel'ud them
from violation; but equal care must be taken

to give it effect which have never been alleged
to be uneonstitutional. The Constitution de-
clares that the judicial powers of the United
States extend to cases arising under the laws
of the U. States, and that such laws, the Con-
stitution and T'reaties shall be paramount to
the State Constitutions and laws. ‘The judi-
ciary act prescribes the mode by which the
case may be brought before a Court of the
United States, by npp_unl. when a State tri-

Constitution is still the object of our reverence
the bond of oar Union, our defence in danger,
the source of'our prosperity in peace. It shall
descend, as we have received it, uncorrupted
by soPhiatical construction, to our prosperity;
and the sacnifices of local interest, of State
prejudices, of personal animosities, that were

-made to bring it inte existence, will again be |

patriotically «offered for its suppert.

The two remnining objections made by the
Ordinance to these laws are that the sums in-

bunal shall decide against this provision of the
Constitution. ‘I'he Ordinance declares there
shall be no appeal—makes the State law par- |
amount to the Constitution and. laws of the
United States—forces Judges and jurors (o

and even makes it

i nal in a guitor telasses,
relief by appeal. ﬁe

further de nce than

U. States, orof that State, to enforcc T,
ment ol duties imposed by the revenue

tended to be raised by them are greater than
are required, and that the proceeds will be un-
corstitutionally employed.
‘I'ne Constitution has given expressly to
Congress the right of raising revenue and of
determining the sum the public exigencies will
require. The States have no control over tl:e](
exercise of this right, other than that which

results from the power of changing the Repre-
sentatives who abuse it, and thus -procure re-
dress. undoubtedly abuse this

within its limits, |
Here is a la:v of the United States not ¢.

1S

ywear that they will disregard their proy™(¥28 | ERA IUR

shall not be lawful for the authoifAnterests and

every [t
cou-

te prevent on their part an improper interfe-
rence with, or resumption of, the rights they
have vested in the nation. The line has not
been so distinctly drawn as to avoid doubts in
some cases of the exercise of power. Men of
the best intentions and soundést views may
differ in their construction of some parts of the
Constitution: but , there are others on which
dispassionate reflection can leave no doubt.
Of this nature appears to be the assumed ri
of secession. ltrests, as we have seen, on
alleged undivided sovereignty of the States,
and on their having formed in this soveres
apacity a compact which is called’the Con-
IE ARWn which, because they made it,
right to secede. Both of these

. ONG cjig#roneous, and some of the ar-
ils commench them so have been antisipa~

ally bave not retained their

It bas been shown that in
2 nation, not members of a
rendered many of their essen-

ation shal
'ECTUS,
8 ol Whic
which it
in ubh

n
pretended to be uncomstitutional, repealed hw‘ﬂ’ T;g!&ﬂwreignty. The right te make

the authority of a small majority of the voters
of a single State. Klere is a provision of the
Constitution which is lulamnr abrogated by
the same authonity. . -

On such expositions and reasonings the Or-

dinance grounds not only an assertion of the

right to annul the laws of which it complaios,
but to enforce it by a threat of secedimg from

tipur eclare 'war—levy taxes—exercise
exclusive judicial and legislative powers—
were all of them (unctions of sovereign ppwer.
‘I'be States, then, for all these important pur-
poses, wereno longer sovereign. The alle-

iance of their citizens was transferred in the
gl‘lt instance to the Government of the United

States—they. became American cilizens, and

jectis superfluous when our sOC Congress mn{
)

pact in express terms declares, that th
laws of the United States, 1is Constita-
tion, and treaties made under ity are the

supreme law of the jand—and for great.
cr caution adds, that the 3'“&5-__1' ‘.-H'!
ery State*shall be bound thereby, an
thing in the "Constitution or laws of any

State to the contrary notwithstand*ng.™

owed obedience to the Constitution of the U.
States, and to the -laws made in tonformil:y
with the powers vest¥d_ in Congress. This
last position has not beel, and cannot be de-
nied. How then can that State be said to be
sovercign and independent whose cilizens owe
obedience to laws not made by it, and whose
magistrates are sworn {o disregard those laws, . -
when they come in ¢onflict with those passed
by another? Whﬂ shows conclusively that
sail to have reserved sn

the States cannot-be
nndltidud,wimnly. is that they e:prullr

the Union il any attempt is made to execute
them. |

''his right to secede is deduced from the
nature of the Conslitution, which they say 1s
a compact between sovereign States, who
have preserved theig whole sovereignty, and
therefore are subject (o no superior: . that be-
cause they made the compact, they can break
it, when, in their opinion, it has been depart-
ed from by the other States. Fallacious as
this course of reasoning is, it enlists

discretionary power, but the same may be said
| n!' ullmyn with which they are vested. Yet the
discrelion must exist somewhere, ‘I'he Con:

aws as may bec necessary to give full ef
ect to the said Ordinance;
AND WHEREAS, by thé said Ordinance

tis further ordained, that in no case of

w or equity, decided in the Courts of
Said State, wherein shall be drawn i‘n'
S ucstion the validity of the said Qrdi-
aance, or of lthe acls of the Legislature
at may be passed to give it effect, or of

e said laws of the United States, a0 ap=

the{law of the United States, assumed by
one State, INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE EX.

1sTENCE oF TuHE UNION, CONRRADIOT= | T - . o i |
B EYXPRESSLY BY THE LETTRER OF THE stitution hag given it to (he Representatives of
CoweriTuTion, UNAUTHORIZED BY ITS all the people,checked by the Representatives

| | of the States, and by the ligecutive power.

SPIRIT, INCONSISTENT WITH EVERY|qphe South Carolina construction gives it to
PRINCIPLE ON WHICH I'T. WAS FOUNDED,| he Legishture or (he Conventiontof a single
AND DESTRUCTIVE OF THE GREAT OB-|State, whepe neithen the people of the differ.
JEOT FOR WHIOH IT \WAS FORMED. ent Stateshor tie States in their separate ca-

Alter this peneral view of \he leading | pacity, ne

.
i
'Ui A e
g

y =

-

[

‘.; nf lhtir du

beal ‘shall be allowed to the Supreme
ourt of the United States, nor shall any
ppy of the record be permitted or allow-
1 for that purpose, and that any person
Rttempting to take such appeal shall be
Sunished as for a contempt of Court;
Aund, finally, the said Ordinance dc_*-
lares, that the pcople of South Caroli-
ma will maintain the said Ordirance ‘at
levery hazard; and that they will consider
the passage of any acl by Caugrcss--nb_n_l—
ishing or closing the ports of the said
State, or otherwise obstructing the free
jngress or egress of vessels to and from
the said ports, or any other act of the

ederal Governm

shut up her ports,

commerce, or to ¢n he sal
otherwise than through the civil tribunals

of the country, as inconsistent with the
longer continuance of South Carolina 1n
the Union; and (hat the people of the
tsaid State will thenceforth hold them-s
lselves absolved from all-further obligas
 tion to maintain or preserve their politi-
cal conmeciion with the people . of the
other States, and will forthwilh pro

destroy or harraes her
(orce the sald acts

to organiz¢ a separate Government, and

o all other acts and things which sover-
eign and independent States may of right
do;

AND WHEREAS,
Bhrescribes to the people o

the said Ovrdinance

iStates, con
try, subversive ol
having for its objec

 ¢he Union—!

ent to coerce the State, |

ceed.

[ South Caroli-
B2 a course of conduct,in direct violation
ty as citizens of the United |
trary to the lawsof their coun-
f its cons'itution, aud
t the destruction of
hat Union,which,coeval with

ment could exist without a similar pro
vision. Look for a moment to the con:
sequence. I South Carolina considers
(he revenue laws unconstitutional, and
has a rightto prevent their exccuilon in
the port of Charleston, there woulid be a
clear constitutional objection to their col-
lection in every.other port, and no reve-;
rue could be collected anv where; for
all imposts must be equal, It is no an-
swer to repcat, that an unconstitutional
law, is nolaw, solongas the questionol its
legality is to be decided by the Slate It

self; for every law operating injuriovsly
upon any local interest will be perhaps
thought, and certainly represented, as un-
constitutional, and, as has been shown,

there is no appeal.
If this doffon

pilbb‘l:n;y' I's,

had been established
¢ Union would have
been d®ight.. 'I'he infancy. The ex-
cise la®Bteerage passemnia, the embargo
and non¥recl until Moflw in the Lastern
States, (R eriions, ang® ix in Virginia,
were all a¥ein !.{,;‘“Vu‘incnlistitu1inxlal and
were more uncqual in their operation
than any of the laws now complained of;
but fortunately none of those States dis-
covered that they had the right now
claimed by South Carolina, T'he war
into which we were rﬂl‘{:ﬂgi, lo support
the dignity of the nation and the rights
of our citizens, might have ended in de-
feat. and disgrace instead of victory and
honor, if the States who supposeditaru-
inous and unconstitutional measure had
thought they posscssed the right of nul-
lifyingg the act by which it was declared

and denying supplies forits prosccu‘ion.

And it may be asserted wilhnugqr of
refutation, that no Federalive n- |

principle, we musl examine the particu.
lar application of it which is made in the
Ordinance, .

The prearpple res's its justification on
these prounds:—It assumes as a fact,
that the obnoxious laws, although they
purport to be laws for raising revenue,
were in reality intended lor the protec-
tion'of manufactures, which purpose 1
asscrts to be unconslitutional;—that the
operation of thesc laws is unequalj—that,
the amount rarsed by themn is greater
than is required by the wants of the go.
vernmen!p—and finally, that the proceeds
aré to be applied to objects unauthorized
by the Constitulion. These are the only
causes alleged to justify an open opposi;
vion to the laws of the country, anda
threat of scceding from the Union, if any
attempt should be made to enforce them.,
The first virtually acknowledges, that the
law in question was passed under.a pow-
er expressly given by the Constitution,
to lay and collect imposts; but its consti-
tutionality is drawn in question from the
motives of those who passed it.  Howev:
er apparcent this.purpose may be in lhe
prescnt case, hothing can be more dange-
rous thén to admit the position that av
unconstitutional. purpose, cntertained by
the members who assent to a law enact
ed under a constitutional power, shall
make that law void: for how is that pur:
pose to be ascertained? How often may
bad pgrposes be falscly imputed—=in how
many cases are they concealed by false
prolessions—in how many 1s no declara-
tion of motive made? Admit this doc-
trine, and you give to the States an un

Chielf Magistrate elected h{ \
the people, hare any representation.  Whic
is the most discreet disposition of the power?
| Jo not ask you, lellow citizens, which is the |
constitutional disposition,—that = instrument
ipeulu a lunghage not (o be ‘misunderstood.
BBut if you werg assembled in general conven-
tion, which wohld you think the safest deposi-
tory of this diseretionary power in the last re-
sort?  Would you add a clause giving it to
each of the Stafes, or would you sanction the
wise provisiohsalready made by your Consti-
tution? Ir this. should be the result ol your
deliberations when providing for the future
are.you, can ypu be ready, 1o risk all that we
hold dear, to establish, for a temporary and|
local purpose, that which you must acknowl-
edge to be dedtructive and even absurd as a
general provisipn? Carry out tlie consequen:
ces of this right vested in the diflerent States,
and you must perceive that the crisis your
conduct preseats at this day would recur when-
ever 2ny law of the U7 Staltes displeused any
of the States; and that we should soon cease
to be a nmatign.

T'he Ordinance, with the same knowledge of
the future that characterises a foriner objec-
tion, tells you that the proceeds of the tax will
be  unconstitutionally applied. If this could
be ascerfained with certanty, the objection
would, with more propriety, be reserved for
the luw so applying  the proceeds, but surely
cannot be urged against the laws levying the
duty. , |
'['hese are the allegations contained ‘in the
Ordinance. Iixumine them seriously, my fel-
low citizeus,—judfige for yourselves. 1 ap-
pesl 1o you to determine whether they are so
clear, s0 convincing, as to leave no doubt of
(heir correctness: und even if you should come
(o this conclusion, how far do they justify the
reckless, destructive course, which you are di-
rected to pursue.. Review (hese objections,
and the conclusions drawn from them, once
nore. - What ure they? Every law then for
raising revenue, according to the South Caro-

pride, and finds advoecates in the lionest Pre-
judices ol those who have not studied the na.
ture of our Government sufficiently to see the
radical error on which it rests.

‘I'he people of the United States formed the
Constitution, acting through the State Legis-
latures in making the compact, to meet and
discuss its provisions, and acticg in separale
conventions when they ratified those provis.

ceded the right to punish treason, not treason
against their separale power, but treason a-
gainst the U. States. 'I'reason is an offence

against sovercignty, and sovereignty must re-
side with the power to punish it. DButthe re- .
served rights of the States are not less sacred

because they have for their common interest
made the

ions; but the terms used in ils construction,
show it to be a government in which the peo-
ple of all the States collectively are represent-
ed. We are ONE PEOPLE iIn lﬂe choice of the
President and Vice President. Here the States
have no other agency than to direct the mode |
in which the votes shall be given. T'he can-
didates having the majority ofall the votes
are chosen. 'I'he electors of a majority of]
States may have given their votes for one can-
didate and yet another may be chosen, .The
people, then, and not the States, are represen-
ted in the Kxecutive branch.

In the House of Representatives there is this
diflerence. that the people of one State do net,

all vote for the samé oflicers. 'I'hc people « W

a1l the States do not vote for all the membe;

each State electing only its own represegm
tives. DBut tlus creates no material distinctiox,

When chosen,
the United States, not representatives of the
particular State from which they come. ‘They
are paid by the United States, not by the State;

P

| werr

as in the case of President and Vice President, /0T

To
they are all representatives urf'ﬁh

| ed because it would at once -ehow. the fa

General Government the depdsitory
of these powers. The upity of our litical
character (as has been shgwn for another pur-

ose) commenced with (its very existenee.
[Inder the Royal Government we had no
separate character; our opposition to its w'- .
pressions began as UNITED. COLONIES. V@
were the Unitep States under the confedera
tion, :nd the namne was perpetuated aund the
Union rendered more perfect by the Federal
Constitution. In none of these stages did we
consider ourselves in any other light than as .
forming one nation. ‘I'reaties and alliances
{5 ade in the name of all. Troops were
Yur aghe joint defence. How' Hen,
%}f pussingt0ofs, that under all changes
nll.zhmn, witve had, for designated. purpo-
lance, .rsined powers, created national
E‘““mﬂl}liliuw is it, that the most perfect
":?’l:“ ""_l?ﬁ'al modes of union, should now
¢ obifed as a mere league that may be
{Blved at pleasure? It is from an abuse of
terms. Compact is used as synonymous with
league, although the true term is not cll‘)lloy-
ac
of the reasoning. It would not de to say Ilml,tr

1 w

.-

as

nor arethey accountable to it forany act.done
in the performance of their legislative funq-l
tions; and however they may in praclice, as it
is their duty to do, consult and prefer the inte-
rests ol their particular constituents when
they come In conflict with any other partial or
local interest, yet it is their first and highest
duty, us representatives of the United States,
to nromote the general good. &
T'he Constitution of the United States then
forms a gopernment, ncl & league, and wheth-
or it be lormed by compact belween the States,
or in any other manner, its character I8 the

our Constitntion was only a league, but, it s
labored to prove it a compact, (which in one
semse it is) and then to argue that as a league
is a cOmpact, every ecompact between palions

must of course be a league, and that from

| an engagement every sovereign power has &

right to secede. But it has been shewn, that

in this sense the States are not suvercign, and
that even if they were and the national Con-

stitution had been formed by compact, there
would be no right in any one State (0 exoner=
ate itself from its obligations. |

.
s which forbid this

stence, led our fathers,

» ties to unite them than
nmon cause,

So obvious are the reason
secession, that it is necessary ouly to allude to

them. The Union was formed or the benefit
of all. It was produced by mutual sacrifices
of interests and opinions. Can those sacrifi-
ces be recalled? Can the States, who

nanimously surrendered their title to the Ter-
ritories nl’ the West; recal the grant? Wil

lina Ordinance, may be rigthlully annulled,
anless it be so framed as no law ever will or

ean be framed. Congress have a right to
pass lawa for raising revenue, and each State

have a right to oppose their execution—Iwo
rights directly opposed to each other—and yet
is this absurdity supposed to be contained 1n
an instrument drawn fer the express purposec

controlled right to decide, and every law
may be annulled under this pretext, If,
therefore, the absurd and dangerous doc-
trine should be admitted, that a State
may annul an unconstitutional law, or one
that it deems such, it will not apply tntlnt:l

our political exi
without aliy othe
those of patriotism and a cOl :
through a sanguinary struggle to a gloris
ous independence—that sacred Union,

hitherto inviolate, which, perfected by
has brought us

same. It is a government in which all the
eople are represented, which operates direct-
Iy on the people individually, not upon the |
States—they retained all the power they did
not grant. But each Dtate having expressly
parted with so many powers as to conslitute
jointly with the other States a single Nation,

[{ardly and unequally as those measures
bore upun several members of the Union,
|to the Legislalures ol none did this eflici~
entand peaceable remedy, as it is cal-
led, suggest itsell. The discovery of
this importiant feature in our Constitution

' our happy Constitution,
! by the favor ol

Heaven to a state of pros-
and high consideration a.
ver, cqualled in the his-
To preserve this bond
existence from destruc-

perity at home,
broad, rarely, if ¢
tory of nations,
of our political
tion, to maintain invio
national honor and prosperity, and 1o
justily the confidence my {cllow-citizens
ave reposed in me, I, ANDREW Jack-
soN, President of the Uniied Statesy have
thought proper to 1ssue this my PRO.
CLAMATION, stating my views of the
Coastitation and laws applicable lo the
measures adopted by the Convention ol
South Carolina and to the reasons tuey
have put forth to sustain thewm, declaring
the course which duty will require me 1o
pursue, and, appealing to the understand-
ing and patriotism of the people, warn
them of the consequences that must o~
evitably result from an observance of the
dictates of the Convention.

Strict duty would require of me noth-
ing more than the exercise of those pows
‘ers with which I am now, or may hereaf-
4er be invesled, for preserving _thu peace
of the Union and for he execution of the

late this state ol

was reserved o the present day. Tothe
statesmen of South Carolina belongs the

invention, and upon the citizens of that|

State will unfortunatély fall the evils ol
reducing it 1o practice.

1f the doctrine of a State veto upon the
laws of the Wnion carries with it internal
evidence of its impracticable absurdity,
our constitutional history will also afford
abundant proof that it would have been

present case. :
The next objection is, that the laws in

question operate unequally. This objecs

law that has been or can be passed. The
wisdom of man never yet contrived a sys-
tem of taxation that would operate with
perfcct equality. Ifthe unequal opera-~
(ion of a law makes it unconstitutional,
and ifall laws of that description may be

repudiated with indignatioa had it been
proposed to form a fealure in our goy-
ernment. |

In our colonial state, although depens
dent on another power, we very early
considered ourselves as connected by
common interest with each other.—
Leagues were formed for common de~
fence, and: belore the Declaration of In-
dependence we were known in our ag-
gregate characler As THE UNITED COL-
oN1Es OF AMERICA. That decisive and

important step was taken jointly. We
declared oursclves a nation by a joint,
several acts, and when the‘terms
a were reduced to
of a‘'solcman leaguce |taken, iy countrymen,

not by ;
of our confcderalio

form, it was in that

abrogated by any State for that cause,
then indeed is the Federal Constitution
unworthy of the slightest effort for its
preservation. We have hitherto relied
on it as the perpetual bond of our Union.
We have received it as the work of the:
assembled wisdom of ‘the nation, We

have trusted toil as to the sheet anc_horL

of our safety in the stormy times of cor-
flict with a foreign or domestic foe. We
| have looked to it with sacred awe as the
palladium of
the solemnities of religion have pledged
'0 each other our lives and fortunes here,

and our hopes of happiness hercafter, in
its defence and support.

tion may be made with truth, to every

our liberties, and with all

Were we mis-

of aveiding collissions between the States and
the general .government, by un assembly ol
the most enlightered statesmen and. pureast
patriots ever embodied for a similar purpose.

In vain have

these sages declared that Con-|p

and any injury to that unity is nol only a breach
which would result from the coniravention of
a compact, butit is an offence against the
whole Union. Vo say that any stale may at
leasure secede from the Union, is (o say that

gress shall have power to lay and collect tax-
es, duties, imposts, and excises—In vain have
(hey provided that they shall have power to
pass laws which shall be necceseary and prop

er to carry those powers inlo execution, thal
those laws and that Constitution shall be the
vsupresme law of the Jand, and that the Judg-
es in every. State suall be bound thereby, any
thing in the Constiturion or laws of ao State
to the contrary notwithstanding.”—in vain
have the people of the several States solemnly
sanctioned these provisions, made them their
parumount law, and individually sworn 1o
support them whenever they were called on
lo exeeule any oflice. Vain provisions! inel-
(ectual restrictions! vile profanaiion of oaths!
miserable mockery of legislation! —if a bare
majerity of the voters in any one State may,
on a real or supposed knowledge of the intent
| with which a law 'has been passed, declare
themselves free from its operation—Ssay here
| it gives too little, there too much, and operates

|

those

in attaching this

that ought to be taxed—there it taxcs

unequnlli——huru  suffers articles to :be free}g

the United States are not a Nation; because it
would be a solecism to contend that any part
of a nation might dJissolve is connexion with
the other parts, to their injury or ruin, with.
out committing any offence.
any other révolutionary act, may he morally
jostified by the extreinity of oppression; but to
call it a Constitutional right, s confounding
the meaning of terms, 2od can ofly be done
‘through gross error, or 10 deceive those who
are willing to assert a right, but would pause
before they made a revolution or incur the
penallies consequent on a failure.

Because the ?Jniun was formed by compaet,
it is ssid the parties to that compact may, when
they feel themselves aggrieved, depart fron
it: but it is precisely because it 1s a compact
{hat they cannol. A compact is an ugreement
or binding obligation. It may by its terms
have a sanction or penalty for its breach or it
may not. Ifit contains no sanc

broken with no ether conseguence

ailt: if it have a sanction, then the breach

plied penalty. A

|

incurs the designated or i
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Secessien, like | g

the inkabitants of the inland States agrea to
pay the duties that may be imposed without
their assent bp those on the Atlantic or the
Gulf, for their own benefit? Shall there be &
free port in one State and onerous duties in a-
nother? No one believes that any nght exists
in & single State to involve all the others in
these and countless other @vils contrary fo ea-

agements solemnly made. Every oné must

see that the other dtates, in sclf defence, mul

oppose it at all hazards.
‘hese are the alternatives that are present-

ed by the Convention: A repeal o all the
acts for ruilinirﬂﬁnuc. leaving the Govern-
ment without the means cf -up'port; or an ac-
siescence in the dissolution vl eur Union by
3::3 secession of owne of its members, “’hn
the first was proposed, it was known that it
could not be listened to fora moment., It was
koown il force was spplied to 0 the exe-
cution of the laws that it must by
force—that Congress could not, in-
[ in disgrace and the country i

to the propositi this

tion, it may be ||
than moral | i

the Ordinance,
on. T'he majority of the Con




