ed to refokm ; and it is a remarkable fuct,
that the plan of civilization, when once it
begina to develope itself and to be under-
stood, takes root every where better among
the Iudinns who have lind no white people
connected with them, than where they
| have, The Tudian countryman, with but

W exceptions, isa lazy, idle, cunning,
[ thievish animal, k0 much' degraded in the
| extimation of the Indians thatthey are con-
‘ sidered aslave of their family, & treated nc-
| cordingly ; if a red man has & wife, he can
| uther away or she can put him away, and
\

‘| after the usual fustival, the cluims on each

ulhgr cense ; not 8o with the white m:
he isn tenant #t will, so far as the wife's
| promises are bt

be affcted by the contemplated act; if|
there is none, the way is cl there iy no
other obstacle, and this is adwitted by the
Supreme Court.

Now suppose a law is proposedt at the
next session of the Legisluture to tax
Horses, Mules, and Hogs brought into this
State, what act of Congress will it * retazd
impede, burden, or control?  Peojuoy
the act and the question is at rest. It is
not to be found in that act of plunder, com-
monly calledthe “ Tariff act,” for it man-
tions nothing of those articles. Itcannpt
be insisted upon that it violates the Fei.

glres-hnd to “regulate Commerce hetween

bound in his property—and moreover, if
she commita adultery it is no offence a-
gainst a white husband, and only makes
him a subject of' ridicule ; but towards o
red hugband it is a crime (murder except-
ed) of the deepest die ; she forfeits, and
the adulterer also, thoir ears.”

Such are the characters, to whose evi-
dence in the Creck Controversy, Mr. Ad-
ams and his Agents gave implicit confi-
dence !

Bolivar, the Liberator, as he has been
gratuitously styled, has managed, like Ce-
sur, Cromwell and Napoleon, to invest
himself’ with Supreme command. What
matters it whether he be called Governor,

ing or Binperor ?  Power is his object,
| ond this he possesses as fully and uncon-
teolledd as if he were a Monarch, which he
will yet be, if he wills it Oliver Crom-
well, in the exercise of as ahsolute Sove-
reignty as any Potentate of his day, con-
tented himself with the modest title of
Protecror of the Republic! We had
long since despaired of the success of Re-
publicanism in Colombia.

FROM THE GEORGIA JOURNAL.
COMMUNICATED. ]
A QUESTION.
.Can the State tax Horses, Mules, and
Hogs brought within its limits ? and can
ittax Cotton Bagging and other articles
of mannfanture mada within the United
States, under like circumstances ?
As the Federal Court is the place where
this question will Le tried, if it ever occur
Jjudicially, it will be well to hear what that
tribunal has already said in a cuse, where,
as | concuive, the principle is settled ;
and it may be fortunate for the Southern
poople, if the Judiciary department of the
Union, preserve its integrity, that the mat-
ter, to use a very trite saying, is in black
and white.
In the case of McCulloch, vs. the State
of Maryland, t6 be found reportad in the
4th volume of Wheaton's Reports, page
316, the Supreme Court, among other
things declare “ that the power of taxn-
tion is ona of vital importance ; that it is
retained by the States; that it is not a-
bridged by the grant of a similar power
to the government of the Union ; that it
isto bo concurrently exercised. by the two
governments, aro truths which have never
been denied.”  Again “itis admitted that
the power of taxing the people and their
property is essential to the very existence
of government, and may be legitimately
exercised on the ohjects to which it is
applicable, to the utmost extent to which
the government may cheage to carry it."—
Again, “it may be objected, that the pow-
er of taxation is not confined to the peo-
ple’ and property of a State. It may be
exercised upon every odbject brought within
ila jurisdiction. This is true. But to
what source do wo trace thisright? Itis
obvious, that itis'an incident of sovereign-
¢y, and is co-extensive with that to which
it is an incident.  All suhjects over which
the sovereign power of n State extends, are
objects of turalion, but those over which it
dues not extend are, upon the soundest
principles, exempt from taxation.” The
court then proceeds to state what is within
and what is not within the jurisdiction of
a State. “The sovereignty of a State
extends to every thing which exists by its
own authority, or is introduced by its per-
mission.” comes the exceptio
“Bui it does not extend to those means
which are employed by Congress, to carry
into execution powers conforred on that
body by the people of the United States.”
Again, “we find, then, on just theory, a
total failure of this original right to tax
the means employed by the government
of the Union for the execution of its pow-
ers”  Again, “if the rightof the States
to tax the means Ompbdyo‘:i by the General
C be

the

that the Constitution, and the laws made
in pursuance thereof, shall bs the supreme
law of the land, is empty and unmeaning
declamation.”  Lastly, * the States have
no power, by tazation or otherwise, to
retard, impede, burden, or in any manner
control the operation of the Constitutional
laws enacted by Congress to carry inlo eze-
cution the powers vested in the General
Government. .
“This opinion docs not deprive the
States of any rcsowrces which they origi-
nally possessed. 1t does not extend w a
tax paid by the real property of the Bank,
in common with the other real property
within the State, nor to a tax impoeed on
the interest which the cilizens of Mary-
land “may hold in this institution, in com-
mon with other property of the same des-
eription throughout the State. Bulthiais
a taz on the operations of the Bank, and is,
consequently, a taz on the operation of an
o)

for Congress hag possed no In
under that power, to regulate this kind
Commerce. The Federal Court would
have unothing to act upon.  Wild os has
been some of' its notions, and as mach as
it loves power, Lapprehend it loyes itself
better, and that n reputation foy at least
common sense, would induce them not to
risk upon an honest and enlightened com-
munity, this grave conclusion, that be-
cause the General Government hns the
power “to regulate Commerce among the
States,” that therefore, the States have no
right to tax “ objects brought within its
juriujiuin»." when there is no Iaw to pre.
ventit.

The States are in the habit of doing it
every day—Besides the case of Pellars,
we have, on a former oceasion, not only
taxed, but actually prohibited the intro-
duction of ‘negroes. Are ‘thoy not pro-
perty,?  What is tho difference, ns to tax-
ation, between them and Horses? Sup-
pose two men were to go to Virginia, and
one 3 to buy a lot of negroes and the
other a stock of fiorses, and bring them in-
to the State, what is to hinder the State
from taxing the horses, if it is admitted
she can tax the negroes? And where is
the act of Congress, in either case, that
could protect them from this right of the
State ?

‘The conclusion is inevitable that thes
articles can be taxed, and the State is
alone restrained by duty and a conscien-
tious regard to the interests of its people.
Having disposed of this branch of the
subject, we come now to_the next point,
whether a State can tex Cotton Bagging
and other domestic manufactures brought
within its jurisdiction? We must keep
steadily in view the foregoing principles,
for they govern this part of the question
also. Suppose, for instance, in revising
the Tax Act next fall, the Legislature
shiould declare that all cotton bagging
made within the United States, & brought
within this State, should pay 25 cents a
yard, and all cotton goods, under like cir-
cumstances, should pay the same tax, what
act of Congress would it “ retard, impede,
burden, or control 22 That is always to be
the question. The caution is, take care
not to interfere with a power you once
possessed, but have now given away. I
think 1 have shown that the power to
“ regulate Commerce between the States”
wont do, especially when no act is pas-
seil to regulate that Commerce. Well then,
if this power will not do, where is the
‘“laws enacted by Congress” that will do ?
The Tariff act! perhaps some steam loomn
and spinning jenny gentleman may say—
Ah! Mr. Blanket Weager, is that your
opinion? Suppose you look at the law
again. It purports to be “AN ACT in
alteration of the several acts imposing du-
lies on importa.” - 'And when you come to
look at the several acts “imposing duties
on imports” you find they are acts express-
ly passed for raising revenwe—They are
not to encourage and protect domestic ma-
nufactures, and though Congress was dis-
honest enough (things ought to be called
by their proper names) so to intend it, yet
fortunately they have no where, either in
caption or section, so expressed them-
selves. And in the last Turiff-act, I hope
it will be remembered, that Mr. Hamilton,
of South Carolina, proposed to amend the
law 80 as to express that very object, that
he wight obtain a trial of its Constitution-
ality on that very ground. Unless then,
the Judiciary should prove as lost to prin-
ciple as the Legislature, and nine to
support the Intter in its fraud, agninst'the
letter of the act, and its Constitutional in-
tent, I think the Callico gentry would he
deceived in their expectation of relief
from the Tariff act. The Federal Court
must, in all cases brought before it, act
upon some law. Suppose then, a case

State law taxing domestic manufactures
brought * within its jurisdiction,” and
found scattered through the State among
its merchants, as property, and the tax
equal and, common among all the citizens,
as to those objeets, what would be its de-
cision ?  Would it determiue fhat an act
to raise revenue by laying aduly on imporls,
was “retarded, impeded, burdened orcon-
trolled,” by a Siate law taxing colton
stripes made in Massachusetts ? Instead
of its injuriously affecting the “means”
employed by the General Government to
carry into effect its granted powers, such a
state law would come in aid of its opera-
tion, for every body must see, even to I!m:-
gess, of R. Island, that the more domestic
manufatures are discouraged by a State,
the more a revenue derived from foreign
imports must be promoted. Instead of the
weaver’s complaining that a law for revenue
was violated, by buying his drabs and drif

lings, the fwporter ought to complain thal
his drabs & d!illinql had * |:9|n:‘de:. impe-

and

instrument employed by the it of
the Union to carryits powers into execution.

From these extracts the following unde-
niable propositions are clearly deducible —
1st, That a state may tax, to the “ utmost
extent,” every thing which “czists by its
own aulhority,” may be * brought in its
| jurisdiction,” o * introduced by its permis
sion.” 1f there are any terms conveying
a more uplimited power, they are not
within my comprehension. 2d. This ex-
1ensive right is subject to but one excep-
tion. Every body perceives that if the
State was out of the eonfederal
would be no ezception at. all : for accord-

ded, n ope-
ration of an instrument used by the Fed-
ernl Government to carry its “ Constitu-
tional pow: nto execution.”

‘The Adoctrines contained in the casa of
MecCulloch, above quoted, may e false,
the present materials of the Federal Bench,
like the majority of the last Congress may
be faithless, but if the first be correct and
the last be honest, no State need dread to

States, and “ brought within il
tion.” - > A
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ing to the admitted rights of sc
there is no_restraint on the taxing power,
consequently, that exception must arise
from some portion of the sovereign power
parted with and given to the Federal Go-
vernment by. the States. Now, whatever
that power is, itis degided by the Supreme
Court, and 1o one is_disposed to contro-

vert it—that no State law, whether far.
"1azation or any thing else, can: exist o
wretard, impede, burden, or control ity
operatiop,” provided there is a constitu-
t law enacled by Congress to carry.
that power into fect.” Whenever, then,
a State is about to pass a law tazing an
object, it hus only to enquire whather Cone
gross has alaw thot willin Wany manner

The it due to his
onstituents, to inform them, that he is
not a Candidate for re-election, ep!
sentative from Georgia, to the Twenty~
first Corigress of the United State:
He justly “appreciates the confidence
that has been reposed in him, & will cher-
ish in retirement, the recollection of the
liberal approbation,“that has been award-
ed to him, for his efforta to di:
duties of a citizen, in i
he has been called in su o
rests of his country—Duties, that he will
be -lwnfu rendy to perform, according to

'

was made under the Tariff Jaw, and-a |

tax any article made.within the Ugnltgd ,

; | eral Constitution, in that right which Caon. |-

of
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his abilities whenever emergencies may
re. uire them. JOHN FLOYD.
Jelte Vue Place, Camden county, g 8, 1828,




