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-CONGE
«in oo -BPEECH CF- o et s
1R, CLAYTON, OF GEORGIA,
On the bill propesing greduclion of the
ufie3-0m ?mporta.

\when'the convention commenced the work
of theConstitutidn, it Is'well’ bhown esvesul
plzans were  proposed upoh which” to raise the

ctructure. *‘The people nevertitended that the
Jelegites shouldds eny thing mote than emend

-

the old erticlesof ecnfederstidn, end; withsuch

intention, many ¢fthem restenibled, and long

retaized that inclicution. ‘But, ailer anintes.
¢F yuricus views, a new government was

chan ment
unulggd eton,dad Mr. ‘Rendolph’s and Pick.-

ering’s plans Were submitted to o committee to
report a.constitution. - Mr. Randolph’s propo-
gition contained fifteen resolutions, the sixth of
whieh conteined these words, and' formed the
Joundation of the enumerated powers found in
the predent constitution: ¢t Resoloed, That the
Natichal Legislature ought to possees the legis-
Jative rights wested tn Congrees by the articles
-of confederetion; and, morecver, to legisiute,
in sll cores, for the GENERAL INTERESTS
of the Uniomy end, elso, thoss to which the
States ere separately incorpetent, or in which

the hartaony of the United States may be ine

térrupted by the exercize of individual legisla.
Qic,ﬁ.l’-‘ e -
' Now, here is the great corner-stone of the
cevenieen powers contained in_the eighth scc-
tion of the first article of the federal constitu-
tivn, ¢ Thé generclinteresis of the Union’’ is
en expression found in the articles of ‘confede

ration, and is there used synonimously with the
phirese “general welfcre; - ond meant nothing
mure ih that irmtrament, as all will agree, than

the interests therein specially enumerated, in

which ell the States were equally and directly
general intereets: which one
tection of country might hoeld in opposition to
oflier interests pogsessed by another, but such

concerned-—-not

ey affected the whole sisterhvod precisely alike.
What were these genersl interests which
were alike spplicable tv every part of the con-
federntion? ‘They were those of war, " pesce,
Indian trade, and foreign negotiation Now,
whatever wasedded to these general inferests,
and-the regulition of commerce, was the prin-
clipal dteession, -wres.placed precisely under the
some condition insthe new constitution, which
they heldunder:the articles of confederation;
for neone can believe that the general iuterests
of the 8tntes2s aconfederation, could ever be
changed incharacter, or different in puipose,
from beiny transferred to the new constitution.
A-mereenlarpement of general powers, and not
an alteration of thie objects of the Government
weas-intended. They remained the genersl in-
terests still, in which ull the States were alike
and equally concerned, and were to be manag-

ed 23 before.

as Lo remain the :amey g0 that whatever meati-
ine the term general welfare, ar, which was the
came thing, general interests, received under
the old confederation, was exactly the same 1
the new Govertment, :

" Now, itis well known that these phmses, the

¢ preneral welfare,”” the * general intecrests,”

the 4¢general affairs” of the Union, found pro-
rmiscuocugly in the articles of confederation, ali
meant the same thing, and.were-not intended

to be such uncertain nferesls ns a mijorily of
Che States, (forthat Government voted by Stat«s)

might, in their discretion, consider general in

opposition to the interests of the minority of

the States; but they were circumscribed by
the specific and defined powers thercin men—
tioned, and neocr, in any instance, were design-
cd to convey unlimited power. Inthese well
descrihed and cautivusly expressed powers,
both in . the atticles of coofederation, and
the federal constitution, the minority find
their only secunty. They vwitre intend-
ed to be -the hnrriers to (he capricioua will
of the majority. Hreak down these, and the
:Government becomes onec vast consolidation,

dectroying the 8tate boundaries, and subjecting
to the most

the federal rights of the minonty
erbitrary:cantrol of the majority. Why should
these, phrases assume o different import when
trantferred to the constitution? If they were

<onfined to the enumerated powers of the arti-

¢c3=3 of confederation, what good reason is there
for giving them an unlimited effect in the con-
ctitution, when conncected with the power to
collect or appropriate money? And does not
cvery one perceive, that, if this be its true in-
terpretation, the new consutution could tave
been despatcued to the nation with a golitary
article, and in a single hour, viz. there shall be
8 General Government, with power tolay and
<ollect taxes,-dutica, imposts, and excises, and
to provide for the common defence and general
vzelfare! Every thing else was perfectly unne-
cceszarys and the convention, instead of teceiv-
ing so0 much credit for their wizdom, deserves
the everlasting cxccration of all posterity for
fizing upon them a government of such gigan.
tic and all absorbing powers, under the spe.
cious and insiduous sppearance of eafely mark-
ed metes and bounds.
- Rut, 8ir, to return to what shall be consider-
ed objects of general welfare.  Perhaps I may
be told that the reasen why Congress cannot
appropriate moncy for the benevolent objects
<thichi’l have just mentioned, i3, because they
form the peculigr-concern of” State legislition!
"Then, 1 answer, 1 am contented with this t st,
and it reduces the matter to the only re.sonsble
certainty, save that which, as [ contend, be.
longs to the enumerated powers already ex-
plained; and by it I am willing to be governed.
L.t us now reason the point upon thisrule,
No one asyet denies but that the Generul Goa-
vernmem is-entirely one - of derivative powers.
Zrom wiience does it derive them? All must
anawery from the States. Then, all the power
was .once ¥ the Stutes: this, 1 apprehend, is
beyond all dispute. A certain portion has been
parted with, ond to that extent the Siates are
the grantors, and the Federal Government the
grantce; the balance of power not granted,
certainly resides inthe grantors.  Can any pos-
eible objection be made to the proposition that
cach of these parties is supreme in thee exercise
of the powers thus separated and belonging to
-cach? The federal court has declared that the
General Government, to tlie extent of its grant.
cd powers, I3 sovereign, and over them it is su-
preme. Thenlassert for the States, from whom
thece savereign and supreme powers wete ori-
Ginally obtained, thbat their regerved powers
ore equally gsovercign and supreme. A part
-of the seame whole cannot be different from
'the other part. It must follow, then, tist
.the grantors have as much rigbt to judge of the
‘powers conferred, as the grantees and to say
that the latter has the exclusive right to deter-
~saine how much the former has granted, leaves
no sccurily fur the reserved powers, and they
are<elivered over toa discretion, which, like
o]l other discestion, has no bounds but its inte-
rest op inclination.  1'affirmo, then, that if each
Darty is supreme over their reepective powers,
ro act of the legislation of the one can inter-
Lere with the othery for the exercise of such a
right would inevitably destroy each others pur-.

poses, ahd thereby involve thar proceedings in |-

the moast inextricable discord and confusiun,

- Xvith the colitary exception of taxation,
which is the only concurrent right, s Alexan-

ar Hamitton himself declares, possessed equal-
]¥ by the States and the Geaceral Government,
-and obviously different” from ell other powers,
(it being the power or rather the "means for
 carrying all ‘other powersiinto effect,) thete is
- 110 other actually conferred upon the Genezml
Government, sthich the. Stetes c¢an, in the
emallect deprree, exercise, and they only claim,
{or thor restived . powersy the enme respect
{-om that Government.  They contend,in the
langusge of an enlightened writer, “¢that 3t i3
a maaitest sbsurdity to meintain that the same
peopie-ceuld degire 1o exist 23 OND prthom, (o2
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it is true the powers wére in-
creased in number in the new Government, but
not eltered in purpoze: and their regulation

ol onc State aver those of anovther.”’
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en copetiel oF Jesipnited oblect, end, et the
mmcr:im&*? toexist &5 'TWﬂI':a’fY_-FGUﬁ 1lig=
tinet faticns for the wlfesore object,” Now,
let wa epply these principles to. the case tub.
mitted to the consideration of this committee.
Where, in the Cops itution, 13 any power given
to Congress to legislate on the eubject of ma.
nufzctures ; ar where is it taken awsy fromthe
States ? No one will contend that the States

may not protect menufactures; for it is con-

ceded they can grant, towardsthat object, and

have ofien done it, bounties, premiums, privia
leges, and excmptions, and this cannof be done
by the General Goveinment. Now, 1hia plain.
ly-shows that the whole right i3 not parted with
by the States,'andif not, I defy an instanceto
be shown in_the” Federzl Constitution wlere
the Ststes bave divided any one powerbetween
themselves and the General Government ; in

_other wards, retsining & part and. granting a

part. That each Government poszesses con-
current jurisdiction over a parf, only, of a cer-
t€in power, -is sn asbsurdity eo glaring, that it

cannot, for one moment, be behieved., There-

fore, it the States have the right, the General
Government has not ; for I have already shown
that, in the nature of things, it iz impossible
for both Governments to enteriain supreme con-
(rol aver the same subjecte, and whatever power
is exercised by either party, must be supreme

and exclusive over the objects upon which |
. they bave anight to ect.

Any cther doctrine,
from the most common principlea of philoso-
phy, implies a destruction of the power for
equzl forces destroy oneancther, anpd, indeed,
it 1s not too much to eay, and it is said with
great reverence, that even Deity, to remain
consistent with himself,- cannot enforee two
opposite laws without produting a monster.
Alflhat could be contended for, by the Gene.
ral Gavernment, is s0 much of the right, and
no mare, as the laying of duties onﬁrmigﬂ tm-
ports conveys **inadentally,” and ‘only incia
dentally. This has never been denied.: Bat
it is not every tncidental power that confers the
right to use that power directly. Far instance,
tie General Government has the power to de-
clare war, and, as incidentsl to that power, it
may. demolish houses and euclosures to affect
an enemy ; but no one would be so idle =3 to
contend that they could exercise this nght n
time of peace, or declare war merely for the
sake of destroying private property. There-
fore, whatever cansequence flows from a direc!
power, will not make the incident a substan
tive power, to be acted upon in like manner
with the one of which it 13 a consequence, The
intended object of the direct puwer should
alone he honestly consulted, and then ail inci-
dental results ill be perfectly harmleass.
These reflections are intimately connected
with, and naturally lead us to, some conclud.
ing remarks on the othier ground, which is =aid
to justify the tanff system, viz: the right to re-
gulate commerce. ‘t'he expression in the Con-
Btitution is, **to regulate commerce with fo.
reign nations, and among the several States.”
It has been urged, in a late popular essay,®
that, from the meaning of the term *¢to regu-
late commerce,”” before the adoption of the
Constituiiun, and the practice of the colonies
11 relation to that subject, the right not only to
restrain, but even to suspend commerce indefi.
nitely, belongs 10 that expression. What
wauld be the consequence of such a constiuc.

tion ? 1f Cungress can restrain or sushend com.

merce with toreign nations to protect manufac-
tures, it can certuinly do the smame thing *fa.
mong the several States,”” for they are both in
the same grant of power. The right way to
test the legality of a power s to carry it out in
allits consequences: whatevur, therefore, Con.
gress can do in relation to commerce with fo-
reign nations, it can do that same thing among
the several States. Now, let us see how an
act of this kind would be received among the
States, to wit, ¢ An act to restrain or suspend
all commerce amnong the States for the pur-
pose of protecting manufactures in the States
of Pennsylvania aud Massachuzetts.”” Does any
one believe such an act would go down among
the people ! Now, apply a similar law to the
suspension of commerce with foreign nations
for a similar object : who is there that will bLe
so uncandid as to say that this is a faithful,
haneste~ and legitimate construction of the
clause of the Constitution I have just read?
Such interpretation would be a departure
from the spirit and true intent of that in-
strument, and a breach in thia regard, accord.
ing to all sound exposition of law, is not lesa il.

~legal than a violation of its most express.provi.

sions. If coxmzucs was onec of the prime
canses of the Uxiox, with a view to pay the
public debt, and to prevent.the wars ever in-
cident t. its regulation, and of which it is the
most fruitful source 5 if it was the source to
which each State looked for its prosperity, it
surely was the tnleni and inferest of the whole
to have it soregulated by the General Govern-

“mcent as to be productive of the greatest possi-

ble advantage to the confederation. That each
State would give up this most valuable source
of wealth to be destroyed, can hardly be cre-
dited by the most infatuated manufacturer. No
one can belteve it was tor any other object than
to be encouraged, fostered, and promoted, by
all the meuns which the united energies of all
the States could exert. In the power toregu-
late commercce, no one could possibly conceive
there was contained a lurking principle to de-
stroy it ; yet every one must admit that the di.
rect tendency of the protection of manufactures
is to produce that eflect. And, in proof of this
agsertion, commercial men, commercial cities,
raisc their haods and voices in the most eari.est
opposition to thissingular metaod of regulating
commerce by promoting manufactures.

The most rational way to consider the ex-
pressed powcers of the Constitution, is to take
them separately. The 8th section of that in-
strument contains seventecn cohumerated pow-
ers, all genetal and applicable alike to all the

tates of the Union. One is not more benefi-

 cial than another, and this is what is meant by
 the greneral interests in the okl confederation,

and the gencral welfare in the new Constitu.
tion. Now supposc the States, instead of con.
federating for these seventeen abjects, had un-
ly confederated for one single purpouse 3 and it
might just as well have been for ono as seven
teen ; and suppose that the one had been ¢*to
regulatc commerce;”’ does any onc believe

~ that the agricultural and planting States, for

whose especial benefit commerce was 1o be re-
gulated, because exports are as much the pe-
culiar concern of commerce as ¢mpors, meant
to give up thewr commerce, to have a system of
manufactures founded upon it, by which it
would be destroyed ? And can it be imagined,
for a moment, that, upon this single power to
regulate commerce, Congress would have dar-
ed to build their immense structure commonly
called the American system !} No one believes

- 1t.  Now try all the other powers in the Con-

stitution, one by one, in the same way, and sec
whetherthere 1a any one of them that will au.-
thonze this intolerable system of legislative
plundcl‘- .

But there 192 view of this branch of the ques-
tion that scems to my mind to be conclusive.
It is 2 universal principle, which no one will
controvert, that what is directly forbidden can
not be done by tndirection. Now, the federal
constitution, In granting tue power to regulate
commerce, Wwas ¢o feartul that the regulation
might be made to operate partially upen the

 States, to the benefit of gome, and injury of

others, that it expressly declared *$ao tax or
duty shall be laid on articles tmported from any
State, No prefercnce shall be given by any
regulation of commerce or oevERUS 10 the ports
1f, then,
no regulation of commerce or revenue could
directly be made to act unequally upon the
States, how happens it that a regulation con-

cerning  manuidclures, bottomedt upon the
powcr {o regu
thats effect? ) _
pelling Georgia 1o, pay duties to Mzesachusetts
for the protection of her comemerce swould be

late commerce, can lawfully have
dn other words, if a law comn.

iaiaigmpienipn i

¢ Mr. Verplanck’s.

o

uncongitutionsl, Low doea it hngapéh thﬁ.t & prﬁ.

cizely glmilar lavw to riotect manufactyres, dg-‘
rved from the right to regulate commeres, 18
not equally so? R e T

" T have now doae with the constitufional paiht.

and. ¥ make no.ahology fur the great length of
srgument employed on this head, for I readily

own chﬁ AT ”jCCt -ft}.t' pwtcctiug mﬁnu&cturcg- -
depended alone upon the question of expedi-

ency, unlessit wa3 carried to & state of mzni-
fest oppression, of which I'shall speak hereaf-

ter, X should have nothiog to eay, for thatis & }

matter legitimately within the power of Cons,
gress: end elthough 1 should preatly deplore
the adoption and continued prosecution of a
policy obviously grinding down the resources of
one class of the States to build up and sdvance
the prosperity of another of the same confede.
racy 3 yet it would be ours to submit ender the
terms of the compact. All ment i3 valn
against cupidity supported by power; but, -if
it is unconstutionzl, it is ourght, nay, it isour
duty, to resist, and to use every wegpon io our
power, from the voice of reazon up to the still
hoarger tones of rebellion. D
{ proceed now to examine the question in
reference to its expeddiency § and un‘}ltr-nw &3-
pects this branch will be considered.
1. The great incequality and injustice of the
system., SR
2. Tis dangerous effect upon the peace znd
harmony of the - Union. s
On the first point, suff>r me, Me. Chaiyman,

to present one gerious reflection” before Y pro-

ceed to the argument. It is by closze thinking

we sometimes get upon the track -of truth:
which leads to the most fartunate results, This

system commenced, 2nd'ls continucd, by péti-
tions for RELIEF. Mir.- Chairrzang/ hzs any
one ever considered where relief comes from?

No one will be o credulous &8 to believe that
relief is manufactured in this Hall, and sent out
to the supplicating sufferers; if wot, where
does it come from ! Certainly from some other
quarter of  the country that does not complain.

Now,does not every one perceive,thiat whence-
socver the relief ia  taken, just precisely in

nroportion to tlie amount withdrawn must that
part suffer ! And would they not have a right,

and be entitled to respect, too, to turn round,

and petition for relief also? What right has
Congress to rob une portion of country to hush
the mouths of anéther ? If the north suffers, is
it right to make the south, against her will, re-

lieve that suffering ?
the snuth petitions for relief, they are told,
‘““you lie,” _you do not suffer, or, if you do, it
13 greatly less than youimagine ; at all events,
you must submit to the will of a majority; and,
notwithstanding the Federal Government was
framed to take care of the interest of the whole,
yet some portions of the country must suffer,
and there is no help for it.  1Is this the kind of
reply that a free people ought to submit to?
You may think 50, but depend upon it, o very
short time will find you in a woful mistaks.
This reflgction brings me to the zssettion of a
principle, which, if any man pretends to con-
trovert, [ wish to heur from him hefore § pro-
ceed uny further. I confidently lay down this
position, that Goveronment cannot make one
free man work for another without big consent.
It cannot take the property of one and give it
to another. That whatever would be wrong
in the acts of Government, as between man and
man, i3 e uslly wrong as between ten or ten
millions of men. Docs any one deny this?
None ! Thenl proceed. 1f any casualty should,
in the ways of Providence, reduce the four
qusrters of the Union . to but one man apiege,
aud he of the east should be. a ship-builder ; of

the north a cotton spinner; of thé west a-

hemp weaver ; and of the south a eotton plan-
ter ; in what condition would the -tamff system

find these four individuals { Mark well, 1 be.’

scech you, Mr. Chairman, their exact relative
situations, for this very picture is a faithful 1l-
lustration of the bill on your table, and I pro-
nounce there is no petting away from it.  Your
bill, as plain as & bill can talk in .vernacular
lunguags=, says to the hemp weaver, and point.
ing at the same time to the cotton F_Iam_cr. you
may make him pay you, besides a fair price for
your bsgging, five cents a yurd as a bounty for
your labor. It is true he works as hard as you
do, but you are a8 man of capital, and therefore
must be protected. . He shall wrap his cotton
in your bagging, or pay a higher price to some
one clse for that arlicle. Your bill says also to
the shipbuilder, that gzame Cotton planter shall
pay you a bounty for carrying his cotton to the
spinner. To the spinner, it. says he shall sell
it to you, and buy your cloths; or, if he dures
to carry it to any other market, he shall pay
you a tax of eight cents n yard for every yard
of coltons he buys elsawhere. Now, I asldyou,;
Mr. Chairman, is this just? Would the Govern.
ment dare to nutits law into this kind of lan-
guage 38 between one laborer and another?
And, if it would not, hot/ canit do so as be-
tween whole communities ? Would the princi.
ple be changed from the case I have put, if the
laborers and their purguits were multiplied to
ten thousand? And if that single cotton planter
could not bear the 'drafts of the other three
taskrmasters, will the whole ¢lass of planters be
in any betier situation from the multiplied class-
es of manufacturers constantly preying upon
his labor } No, Sir, they cannot and will not
bear it ; and, 1 repeat, they are preparing to
signify it to you in a waoy that cannot be misun.
dﬂl"ﬁ!ﬁﬂd- - A

The remarks I have made, naturally conduct
me to an examination of the burdens we fatnk
we bear, though the manufacturers f4ink it is
all dclusion. When the bill of the gentleman
from South Carolina, (Mr. McDusrin's) was
read, and 1 found it proposed 10 lay a duty of
235 Fer cent. on all foreign articles, I n-ked my-
self ts it possible that any thing more could in
conscience be demanded? When I reflectthat
25 per cent. was a tax of the fourth-part of a
man’s income, for nine men out of ten spend all
their income, and when' 1 recollected, also,
that maost men of money are contented with 25
per cent. interest, [ wondered if it were possi-
ble that the manufacturers werein the habit of
receiving this amount, and were yet anxious to
g«t more. There is hardly one man.in a thou-
samd believes that he pays twenty-five cents on
every dollar that he lays outy and “yet,” Sir,
what will be his astenishment when-lté¢ comes
to learn that he pays the double .of.it? The
rejection of the bill just mentioned: proves that
the tax 1s over 25 per cent. - or, ‘they. would
have wkenit. Then, whatis it? ,The 8ecre-
tary of the I'reasury, in his calculations sub-
mitted to this House, placesit at 47} per cent.;

‘other calculations make 1t o fraction over 50.
Now, [ demand, if it be less than -either of

these-sugns,_thut sowe friend of the taniff imme-
diately rise in his place, and state what it is?
Finding no opposition to this statement, I set it

down ag granted, that the duty i3 comeswhere
in the neighborhood of 50 per cent. upon sn

uverage, on all the usual articles of consump-
tion, such as cottons, woollens, iron, salt, su-
gar, coffee, and all kinds of tools and farming
utensils. I shall, then, for the pake of easy
calculstion, place' it at'50. This point being
adjusted, I proceed to state another, which i3
necessary to my purpose, and in which there
can be little or no dispute,
price of an article i3 increased the amount of
the duty.
will be postponed until 1 come ta answer the
aryument ol the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
(3ir. STswanT,) on’ that gubject. One other
point is also admiited, viz. that the consumer
pays the duty,2nd thisfor the present is enough
tor my purpuose, though 1 think 1 ehall hereaf-
ter be able to susiain®thie views of the gentle-
man from South Carolina, that the producer
pays the tax., These three thinge being set-
tied, to wit, thit the duty is §0 per cont 24,
that articles purchased are’ increased in price
the smount’ef the dutys and, 3d, that the cone
sutmer pays the duty, 1 proceed 1o present an
tustration of its burdensome cfects upon the
planters of the zouth. . Suppose, Air. Chaire
man, instead of tne Atlentic Ocean, a -stmaight,
narrow river, ruamng frod Maine to BMobile,
divhied us fram the old world; sad cuppese sl
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the &\ Tebeny fucharjes fo the Ucited States, H1a

No ; the truth 1s, when.

~other things

It is this: the {

The establishment of this position |

stead of being clustered in groupsin the néishie
ern und middle States, wete etrung, st suitzlle
intcsvals; all 2lpnz on thisside of this dividiape
stream; imegine similar ane correspondingy fic-
tories on the other side, exzctly opposite to
those on this, and that a convenient bridge
leods from one td gnvther: here, then, .we haye
presented not only two similar places of mtﬁ;
plies, but two markets for the produce of «

planters.  Instead of sending thelir producs to

these markets, es is usual, through the ageisy |

of merchants, each planter becomes his own
mCNMHh

iy (old the price is &fty dollsrs, but thut, onthe
other eide of the stream, 8 precisely timilar
bale can be had fur twenty-five. Hawing en
easy and convenient bridge, every onec per-
ceives he would have. no hesitation in eelecting
this cheaper market. But when he armvesat
the foot of the bridge, lie is met by a custom
house officer, who informs him that it he buys
his blankets on the other side of the river, he
will have to pay one-half of tliem tothe Go-
vernment, to that he might 23 well luy out his
money with the factory man on this s'de. He
inquires why it isthat 1 heve (6 pay bhalf my
produce to the Government? He s answered,
all the owpers of factories, gtrung up and down
this river, have united, snd made their poor
workmen believe they ought to be protected
by Guvernment, and they have been =artfully
put up tc clamor for relicf, unti! the Goverp.
meut has corapelled you to pay hbalf.your
blankels to me fur hey use, or half your mouney
to them, and now you may take your choice.
Of course he puts himself to no further trouble,
returns, makes the purchase, and loses twen.
ty-five dollars, which the manufacturer pock.
ets. That this is the precise operation of the
tarifi system upon every article which a plant.
er purchawes, 1s as certain as death;and I defy
‘any one to detect a  fallucy in the statcment.
And, Sir, here is the proper place to exhibit
the ¢ffect which this system hasupon our pro-
duce. Admit, for the sake of argument, as
stated by the gentleman from 8South Carolina,

(3r. Dnayron,) thata rc1pe:l of the tariff

would notalfect the price of cotton,yet isit nat
cbvious that if the price of cotton is eight do)-
lars per hundred, and half of that samount is
paid in tax, whenever laid out it cansot be
worth but four dollars to the planter. Now,
tuke oft this tax, and though the price might
not ris*, yet no ane can doubt the cotton i3
worth four dollars more to him, in the sddition.

- ol necessaries which it will command.

Bat it is caid the northern people consume
ns much a3 tiie southern, and consequently pay
as much tax as they do. Now, Sir, this is very
falincious doctrnine, and I hope to prave it by
avaricty of arguments. I lay down this pousi.
tion, that the man, woman, or child, that is
without employment, and has to depend upon
‘his or her daily labor for support, as a hireling,
13 often driven to the necessity which no man
laments more than [ dn, of giving more for cr.
ticles of consumption than those whose means
enable them to make a choice of markets.
Those who exchange their immediate labor for
the means of clothing and support, are com-
pelled, 1 own, .improperly to give more for
their necegsaries thian those whose money or
exchangeable commatdlities enable them to pur-
chase where they please.. The people of the
south muke iimmense quantities of produce for
expcetationy they are the most valuable staples
an the worldy and, as every vne kuows, couste
tute the wealth and expourts of this country,
and which cannot be consumed at home. The
pecple of the north are divided into two labor.
ing classes, thuse who tifl the soil, and those
who work at the factories: the first pruduce,
doubtless, valuable agricultural articles, which
are intended to supply the Jast. The manu-
facturing system was gotten up for the ex-
press purpose, first, of enabling capitalists to
vest their immenge wealth in profitable em-
ployment, and to live upon the L:bor of the
pour;and, second, to affurd 8 market for the
agricultural productiona. It follows, then, that
the farmer, who gets a market for his pigs and
potatoes, his onions and leeks, and a thousund
thut cannot be carried to Europe,
is well able. to bear the tax upon consumption
on what liitle he does not make himaelf, be-
cause he has an increased means of supply, by

- reason of this market, erccted immediately at

his door. It follows, also, that the laborers at

~the factories can willingly bear the tax of con-

sumption, because, witbout this employment,
they would be cot off from the means of sup-
port. Without this business, they would have
to fall back upon the agricultural pursuits; and,
having no market for their proaductions, they

“ would have to experience finally a loss of labor

from a glutted, country. 1Indeed the whole

" systemis an artfully devised plan to find a
- matket for small productions, and employment
* for paupers. Well may they cry out for more

taxes, for more taxes, give them more bread.

- Does any man so abuse his own understanding,

or reflect gpon the understanding of others, ' zs
to suppose that if the northern people paid as
much tax as the southern, by consumption,
that they would so repeatedly clamor for an in-
crease of taxes, and so viclently oppose a re-
duction a3 to say *'a million of musket.bearing
freemen” will keep up the taxes at the risk of
every Cansequence? Who ever heard of g
whole Country’s crying out for burthens, if they
cither feel, or were not benefitted by them?
As to the manufacturers themselves, and they
cunstitute an immense class of wealthy con-
sumers, no one I presume will doubt that they
are willing to bear the taxes for the sake of the
benefits derived from the system; and yet,
though their profits may be greater, their in.
terost is precrsely like that of the other two
classes I have just described, '

Permit me, Sir, to present the difference be.

~ tween a southern and northern consumer, by an
apt illusttation drawn from the case | have al.
- ready supposed. - Imagine asouthern planter’

and a northérn day laborer entering one of those
factories on the stream [ have before mention-

ed, at one and the same time, the first with a

bale of cotton, the other with nothing. The

- first understanda that he can get gooda cheaper
~on the other side; he carries over his produce,

and trades as hie pleases ; the other having no-

.. thing to export wil!ing_!'y engages to fabor for

what be waénls, and’ gives the price dermumde:dt
on this tide. 18 not the reason apparent for this
vutcry for taxes? Doesnot every one perceive
that this day laborer now becomes idestified in
mterest with this factory; and if be can compel
the southern plantertu trade there, aud there

' alone, his prospect for continuance iu business,

and an increacs of wages, are almost incvitable?
Jhis, Sir, is the true rexson why consumers at
the north do not suffer like the southern consu.
mers. While, however, there are certzin cir-
cles around these factories that are fluurishing,
and demanding their continuance for the rea-
song stated, there are intermediate spaces be-
tween them that are as withering es famine, and
cold as the grave, and will, like the south, cae
dsy or other, risc to redress their wrongs. The
word American snductry has been repeated up-
on this looruntil § am heartily sick of it. No-
thing 1 shall bereafter dread so much zsa2nin

dustrious man, for fear he may be just fresh from
a northern manufactory, or from one of the
pumpkin gardens that surrcunds tiose farmous
e<teblishments; for those avocations scem to
posscss the true and only claim to the title of
Amrerican tRguslry, while all the immensza plant

ing staples, constituting the preat exports of the
country, -2re regarded 2s matters of no conse-

quence. - But, Sir, I, too, am a manufactarer,

and have gome precivus facts to communicate
through this Houcs to the nation. - What ¢y,
may, perhaps -like ull southern testim.:ny, be
considered untrustworthy, but the pespie of
the couth will believe it, and believing ity will
ect upoa it in thrawing off the’ yoke of the
mzoutactarers.  Mr. Chamrman, Gnding  thet
the taniff gystem hzd conipletely sapped @y
plasting interess, I resolved to transfer the ca-

pital theoo cployed in a cotton manufactory,

Now, Sir, suppose one presents)
himself with his ¢otton at o woullen factory,
- 2nd desires to purchase a bale of blankets, be

the blessings

gagements? T koow

L . -

keeving dud hoping it Tight be Mofurmentul

in putting down the burtheas of the touths 1

did s, end feund it to szcceed “beyond uil ex-

{ balieve | am withip the hqunds}g!‘
truth, when 1 eay the cspital doubled itself in
two. yezrs. . From thesz facts, peratt me to

‘draw a few inferences e to the great imposition

wiich this whole syslem inflicts ypanthe plant-
ing interest of the country. - |

“~Tst. It s acknowledged that taachinery saves

reanas] labor to a mast enormous extent.  Tae

geutleman from Penasylvania says that the ma-
chinery of Encland, with one million of hands,

erforms the labor of two hundred and fifty mil- |

ions YWhat a fact! 1 knowtkisto betmue, for
c2ch of the amall hands wbich was carried into
the Georgia factary, had bis'Iabor immediately
multiplied forty fuld; znd yet, hr. Churman,
will you believe it, thg teriff system makes oy
neighbors, whe are left in the fields to work in
rain and sunshine, with nothing but the muscles
which the God of nature bas given them, con-
tribute to my labor, increased as it is, forty fold
by the sid of machinery. U, who bave multi-
plied my force to %o grest an smount, cannot
get elong without aid, and therefore must cry
help, more help, or I perich! The people that
can bear this, can bear eny thing; and if they
do not rise in their majesty and put down this
oystem of legalized robbery, they do not deserve
of freedom, .
2d. Iithe capitaliavested by the company to
which I belong, ssy somewhere about thirty
thousand dollars, hasdoubled itself in two years,
what is the consequence? The gentleman from
Tennessee, (Mr. Bzii,) who so eloquenily
painted the exactions aiud Influence of wealth,
and the misery which the sudden and rapid ac-
cumulations of money must create in any .com.
munity, spoke truly when he szid some one lo-
¢es when snother gains. Now, Sir. 2pply this
truth 10 the factl have related. Thirty thou-
sand dollars in two years have been soaked up,
2s with & sponge, within a certain circumfer-
ence. While we have pained it, our aeighbors
have lost it; and though they are too generous
to complain of us, knowing that neither our
motives nor feelings so enter into the system as
to desire its continuance st the expenss of prin.
ciElc; yet this is its true effect throughout this
whole country. And notwithstanding it must
be belped from the hard handed labor of oyr
honest planters, to whose fruits all other trades
and profesuons must look for support.

3d. The moment our fectory went into ope-
ration, there was a small circle around it which
became immediately identified with its inter

ests, those who supplied us with such articles of

food 83 we wanted, such mechanics 23 were pe-
cezaary to the establishment in various branches
of business, such supplies of materials as were
needed for buildinga and repairs ; and, finally,

such laborers ss were required to condyct the

internul operations of the institution.. Now,
who does not peceieve that all theoe interested
individuals, as well es myzelf 2and the rest of che
company, were better able to pay the tax of
consumption than our surrounding neighbors,
oot within the circle 1 have just mentioned? It
rmutters not, whether the factories are in Geor-
gia or Maszachusetts 5 this is a fair picture of
their effect and influcnce, be them where they
may. .

~ 4th. Suppose when I changed my planting
into a manufacturing interest, k had left three

of my neighibors, who had just the same kind of

land, and exactly the same amount of capital,
and our crops hud been precisely the same, sull

employed in: that business. And, euppose,

whichis true, that U make not only what I made

before, and, consequent'y, as much es my a-
forezaid neighbors but Gty per centum more,
is there any reason that these same neighbors
should contribute to my new and more profita.
ble busilesa? This must, beyond all question,
be the case, if the system is kept up, and the
south is forced tomanufacture. For every man
cannat become a manufacturer, and those who
are left to till the ground, except that class who
furnish the factories with s.pples, must become
hewers of wood and drawers of water to the
monopolizing lordling. Dowa, dowh with this
system of taxation for the benefit of a tavored
class, or, depend upon i$, down goes your li-
berties. If ull the factoties of the United States
belonged to one person, and that person was &
monarch, (and what is wealth but a monarch, a
cruel, tyrannical monarch?) and he was sole-
ly deriving all the ndvantages of the system
at the expense of the sweat and labor of the
people, every body would see it in all its horrie
ble odiousness, and it would be demolished by
the fury of an indignant people. Yet, because
it is in the hands of a few who have contrived
to delude their hirelings into the belief that it
h2s been founded purely for their benefit, this
abominable scourge is permitted to exst. The
day is coming, and I trust, rapidly, when it will
have to undergo a reclkoning before the tribu-
nal of a long abused and insulted community,
whose awerd will consign it to its merited in-
famy.

Thesce are all the oppressions of which I pro-
mised to speak, and which rise superior to all
la_w, end would, of themselves, though they
violated no written principle of the Constiti-
tion, justify »n people, ¢in the pursuit of life,
liberty, and happiness,” to provide themselves
with new forms of Government. [ stated in a
previous part of this argument, that an admis
5100, on the part of our adversaries, that the
consumer pays the tax, woulkl be sufhicient for
my purpose in establishing the great inequality
of the burthens, and that it rested upon the
sauthern people. I think I have made out the
case. I will now attempt to show,.what is
very mauch disputed, that the producer pays
the tax, or that the coincidence between the
producer and consumer is so little variant as to
make nosensible differencein the two characters

I shall slhow it in three relations, first, in that
of an individual, secondly, as a family, and,
lastly, an a whole country; and I shall select the
article of cotton for the illustration. If all the
cotton of the south, which is gaid to be one
million of bales, was made by one individual,
and he were to carey it to Liverpool, sell it for
cash; say $50,000,000, lay it out in goods, and
bring them to this couatry, he would have to
pay one half in duties. This, however, it is
said, returns to him when he sells out his goods
to the various consitmers., Butas money, which
it the only free trade article in the world, is as
much property e3 poods, snd as liable to taxa-

tion, suppuse stead of “bringing back goods, |
the individusl should bring back the proceeds |

of his cotton in cash, and should find a duty
upon that as well a3 goods; does not every one
perceive that his fifteen millions of taxes would
go into the pubiic treasury without the Liope of
any future recoveryy and consequently, as pro-
ducer, he will have paid the tax on the whole
of that article? Now, that came recult would
rua through the cales of all the planters if they
sold their cotton themaclves, and paid the tax
on their money, instead of paying it on the ar-
ticles they consume, - .

2. 1contiend that the consumption of a family,
vhoze head 13 a producer, extends to all per-
vons that draw upon his produce for . any ser.

.vices rendered him. That is to g2y bhis black-

smith, tailor, carpenter, eclicolmaster, shoe-
maker, physician, and indeed all whose labar
he has caiployed, are as much his family as if
they had lived in the same houge with him, and
to the extent of their several demands ag;uiust
bim, are with him, not only consamers, hut
producérs, for his production constitates a part
of their production, and with it they purchase
their articles of cunsumption. . By reason of
this connection, “ualesy the prmg::cer has »
balance left after defraying the expenses of his
famity, he isthe payer ot all the taxes to which
his crop has been spplied. And who, I wogly
ask, in &ny pait of the couth, is pble under
such a burthen of duties, to moeoet afl *lhir Ch-
- | a3 a3 econom;

=ving a planter as sny of my ncig{jb;:ctlnzmll
declace to this louse, if it -

resoarces, whicli 1t has been My good fortone

to cnjny, my planling interegt would. net have
szfely say, 3§

tupported my fandily, and thia, I ca:
t3 the condition ©f thoysand upon L‘::w'-** ds.

in
1
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i Tand, is fifty

the American panufacturer c2nnot compete

rdiclates of common sense.” 1 am so

R

~ low cottan goads are.”

produced in this country
ng

- 250 railhions.

high taxes cheapened the article,)

. cheapen articles, that so many [=ztters from

‘were nat for other | .
' ~ floor, stating

.3 FheteriTrystery proveads © aau the prig,
CGiple thet the northern munufetiurer canngy
Isbor a3 cheap es ti:z English mgnufecturey,

~And what 18 thoughi to b the differences
Surely this is indicated by the RYET2e Per cent,
of duties laid upon the erticles which the lye

fabricates, and that we have scen is fifty pep
cent.  Then we aay the difference betweeq
manufacturing lzbor in the north and in Eng.

per cent. *E‘very buﬂy perceives

with the European. 1What is to be done? Th.
{ormer looks gway to the south, and there find,
a people whbo make the raw materis] that syn.
plies the latter, end for which they receive hijy
manufscturee.  The. northern  manufaciupey
immediately tets about a contrivance to cyt off
the trzde between these two parties. "What |
it? By tha artlul device of legislntion, he ip,.
posgs a duty of fifty per cent. on the foreipm
manafactures: this &t once raises them to the
price of his own. . Now, what is the ¢ ffect,
ney, whatis the real motive of. this measype)
Is it not, Qrst, to. divert the trade from the
European, and, gecond, to" direct the raw g,
terial to the Americen panufucturer? Suppose
then, it should succeed to the extent of thé
wishes of the friends of (he turiff, that the trpge
with Europe rhould ceass - altogether, ang
every pound of cotton should go to the nory
is there any man eo bling a3 not to see that th,
roducers of this article have nat only fost thej,
ormer market, where they werein the habit of
getting what thc{ wanted at hzlf price, byt
have been compelled to exchange 1t in anothey
market, at a luss, by way of bounty, of half iy
cxchangeable value? By this process, the
Eogleh manufacturing lubor is raiscd to tye
price of the Aierican; and actually doae at the
expense of the southern planter. Then, g
producers of the article of citton, they 1o most
unequivocally throw into the lap of the north.
era, the fifty per cent, which raises the labgy
of the Englisty manufucturer. Then I have

ghown, 83 an individual, as a family, and a5,

country, the producer .pays the tuxes of im.
ports. But [ will repeat, it i3 enough for s,
end more than we can bear, to pay it es cone

cumers. | | VI .

- It is needless for mé to cay that this is the
effect produced upon all our valuable stapley
in the south; and we ‘have now a new article
of production which will be subjected to it
ravenous appetite,—1 sllude to the immensely
valuable gold mines stretehing from Virginia to
Alabama, Every dollar that is raised by the

Id digger-—and surely no one works harder

or bis muney-will be immediately divided
with the rapacicus manufacturer. Because it
is gold, and slotost money itself, it will not
czcape the fato of cotton, rice, and tobzcco: for
they are talzen from the earth by the same hard
I=bor, 2nd - quite as convertible into mouney.

Little does the hard-working miner dream,
that, while standing in water to his knees, with
8 gcorching oun blistering his beck, every
strokke which is applied to the unyi-lding rock,
presents a case in which one is for himself, and
the othier for a2 northern master,

Before I proceed to consider the other
ground of expediency, it is proper that J notice
an argument or two atdvanced from the opposite
side. The gent'eman from Pennsylvania,
(Mr. STswanT,) whose whole speech was cor-
dislly spproved by the gentleman from Mass.
chusetts, (Mr. Apaus,) advanced the singular
notion that digh duties made eteap prices. 1
hope, Mr. Cuairman, ¥ may be permitted to
answer this chimera—for surely it is n thing
else—from the report of the gemlem:n who
has thus approved this doctrine by approving
the speech. T find ia that report the follow.
ing position: “the doctrine that duties of im-
post cheapen the price of articles upon whigh
they are levied, seems to conflict with the first
that the
particular case in which I am compelled to uze
this remark, makes it not lets scvere than trueg
but, coming from the opposite side of the
question, it may.rest where it properly belongs.
But this came report continues: ‘“the duty upon
the erticle-imported from abroad, encbled the
domestic produccr to enter into competition
with the importer from abroad. So lang ns this
competition continues, the duty operates asa
bounty or premium to the domestic msnufac-
turer. But by whom is it paid? Cerfainly by
the purchaser of the aritcle, whether of foreign
or domestic manufacture. The duty constitutes
a part of the price of the whole masa of the
aricle in the market. It is substantially paid
upon the article of domestic manufactore as
well as upon that of foreign production. Upon
one it is a bounty; upon the other, a burden;
and the repeal of the tax must operate as an
cluirnlcnt reduction of the price of the article,
rhether foreign or domestic,  We gay so long
o3 the im‘iortntinn cofitinues, the duty must be
paid by the purchaser of the article.”” Thia
doctrine is further confirmed by much better
authaority; it is none other than that of Doctor
Franklin. [In his examination before a Com.
mittee of Parliument, previous to the revolu.
tion, he clated that.*‘an external tax is a duty
Iaid on commeodities imported; that duty 1
added to the- first cost, and other charges, on

. the commodity, and, srhen it isoffered forsale,

makes a part of the price.” It is, indeed,
amusing to see guthority like this attempted to
be overturned, at this day, merely to justify, or
rather to caver over the villalnous frauds of the
dAmerican syctern, But I fecl a disposition to
cxamine this argument of the gentleman. He
cays, by way of proving his position, *'sec how
Now, Sir, this s ¢x-
actly the wdy the great mass of the people
bave been deccived. It.is true, cotton goods
bave fallen, but the tariff i3 no morc the cause

. of it than that it ia the cause of the fall of
~ coffee; one

grain of which inot made in the
United - States- Has the gentleman forgotten
that coffce uscd ‘to sell at fifty centsa pound,
engd - can mow be got for fiftecn! Has he for-

potten that almonds and raisins once sold for

the ‘tame, and now sell for twelve cents]
Doc¢s he not know that every thing which 18 not
has had a correspond-
fall w7ith thoze things thatare? Why has
this cecret been kept from the people?  No,
that would be the truth; and that is sn srticle
which eaters into no part of the American sys-
tem. JImposition, hoth of duticsand falsehoods,
belongs entirely to that matter. If its friends

 had have caudidly told the people that goods

have fallen, but it is owing to the increase of
specie, the still greater incresse of food and
laboring fzcifities, the improvement of macky-
nery, and many other causes, now not necessary
to be mentioned,instead of gecribing it to the

" tonif], they would have dealt fairly with themd

but tiney have eccayed to filch from them thelr
rights through' an ungracisas appeal to ther
zverice. .

The gentlemnan has s2id ruch has been the

~ improvetent of michinery in England, thst

one million of hands can perform the labor o
Then, Sir, juct mark the cont®
quences if labor is multplied 250 fold, so art-
cle must be cheapened akmost in the saMC
ratio. - : - ,
But, Sir, if bhigh dutics cheapen srticle®
there must be a point to which, if the dutics 8¢
rsised, the goods will come af nothing; if the
gentlemen will set down, and, with his immense
fowers of csleulation, just demonstrate that
exact point to my satisfaction, from that 1mo-
ment I afna tar'fimany 1 give up my oppositiot

~&ad fall into the ranks. I gredtly fear, however
~ that it will turn_out Jike the caze of the sloves.

You have all heard of the Vankee, who, in de-
scribing the great advantages of his stoves v an
Irishman, said, among o'her things, (not $1at
but that they
saved half the ficewood; then, caxl the Irish-
man, *1 will take two of them, and save the
B‘hﬂl['t,’ |

- Why 1s 'it, Ae. Chniﬁnaﬂ, if higﬁ Jutics

dif-
ferent manufegcturers have beest resd upon thi

that their businees will be utterly
ruined if the duties are reduced? That must
bea bad rule that don’t work both ways Oue
woehd suppose thay, if you raiszd « culy frc
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