ATHENS, June 25, 1833,

Messrs. A. B. Dale, Thos. M. Darnell, £. H.

Echols. E. Y. Hill, W Shaw and J. Spearman.

GeneuemeN.—I regret that it is not in my pow-|
er to dine with a portion of the citizens of your |
county, at Shady Dale, on the 4th of July next, in
accordance with their kind wishes, expressed in
the invitation of' which you are the organ.

Though 1 am compelled to deny myself this
plenlurc.lycl I hope 1 shall be excused, if I avail
myself of this ion, somewhat i | by
custom, tospeak of the political events, not unfitly
associated with the cause of your asssemblage, &
which have pervaded with the deepest interest our
common country,

I may be the more readily indulged in this liber-
ty, as Loccupy a public trust, to which you have
not only & right to look for information, but from
which is justly expected that strict bility
die toits faithful execution. [ shall soon decline
its further responsibility, and I mention the fact,
that you may understand that the desire to retain
it, enters into no part of the motive of this commu-
nication. It ever the liberties of this country are
destroyed, it will be joned by an unprincipled
desire of office combined with the prostituted ser-
vility of a hireling Press, I they are long to be pre-
served, it must be by the virtue and disinterested-
ness of the private station,

We have had many, but particularly one stri-
king proof, that there is no where to be found, a
government so wanting in principle and consisten-
cy, as that of the American Republic; and 1 do
believe, for its age, it 18 a8 corrupt as any that ever
did exist. 1 speak a plain, but 1 trust an honest
language ; atallevents, as long as the freedom of’
'speech remains in this country, I mean to exercise
it. 'T'he American government holds out a greater;
variety of interests to a greater diversity of char-
acter than any other in the known world, And
shall | in this enlightened age, institute nn enquiry
into the nature and effect of that powerful agent,
interest, upon the motives of human action? Shall
I attempt torun a parallel, in the face of &0 much
experience, between Patriotism and Patronage, in
theie influence over the affairs of this great gov-
ernment? Tt would be worse than useless. 1 will
however, call your attention to the history of the
case referred to by me, as illustrative of the strong
| position so unhesitatingly advanced.

i Inthe formation of the Federal Government, it
is unnecessary to disguse the fact, that there was a
Inrge party for organizing ifnot a monarchy, at least
such an institution as would, by its force & strengu
overawe and control, as it was said the ignorance,
the passions and the prejudices of the people.®—
These were what they pretended to dread, and
maintained that republicanism would soon degener-
ate into jacobinisin, Of this party was Mr. Madison
as the journal of the Convention will abundantly tes.
tify. 'I'hey failed in their scheme of having the




government based upon such principles explicity
avowed in the Constitution, but trom that day down,
they determined to obtain, by artfiul construetion,
what was denied to an open expression. And hence
arose immediately, the two great parties called Fed-
eralists and Republicans, the former contending
for a strong and expensive government, to secure
the privileges of the governors, under the pretence
of their arduous labors—and the latter, for a plain
and economical one, to protect the rights of the
governed. The first belicved they could so ele-
vate and remove the Federal Government from the
immediate inspection of the people, as that by
reason of its splendour and greatness, rulers and
placemen could never be distusbed in their power
and influence ; and hence the States, as States,
were to be excluded from all controlling agency
in its affairs.  The latter believed, that the only
method of keeping the Federal Government with-
in its proper sphere, and making it a blessing in-
stead of a curse was to have it know its origin and
feel its dependence, to understand its nuthority, nnd
respect the source from which it flowed. The
struggles of these parties between the years ‘B8
and ‘98 were fierce, eager and violent, till in the
latter year. a case was made and put before the
people for their verdict. The Federalists passed
two well known acts, called the Alien and Sedition
laws, glaringly violative of certain express provis-
ions of the Constitution ; and this was done, as
then and since alleged, under similar infractions, by
virtue of the power to pass, as Congrees in its dis-
cretion may think expedient, “all laws necessary
and proper for carrying into execntion the other
powers of the Constitution.” "The issue was fairly
| mode up between the contending parties upon the
| powers of the Federal Government, as claimed by
the principles of these two laws. Mr. Madison,
.| from the unbonnded influence which Mr, Jefferson
| was known to exert over hin, and perhaps from an-
other cause which need not now be mentioned,
had eschewed his old federal principles and taken
a high station in the republican party, and whether
from a good or a bad motive, now altogether im-
materia! certainly placed himself in the front ranks
of that ardent contest for liberty. Being the leader
of the Virginia Legislature, he avowed and main-
tained, in the very teeth of these obnoxions laws,
the following position, expressed as strong as the
“| powers of language can make it, and which that
¢| Legislature unequivocally adopted, viz: “ That
\| it views the powers of the Federal Government, as
- | resulting from the compact, to which the States are
parties as limited by the plain sense and intention of
o | the instrument constiluling thal compacl, as no fur-
ther valid than they are authorized by the grants e-
g numerated in that compact, and that in case of a
| DELIBERATE, PALPABLE and DANGE
ROUS exercise of other powers nol granted by the
said compact, the ST.’IT;.‘S, who are parties there-
to, have the right and are in duly bound, to LN-
TERPOSE for ARRESTING the progress of
the evil and for MAINTALVING WITHLY their
rc.qpuh'w LIMITS, the authoritics, righta and lib-
erties appertaning to them:”  Need | ask you to

mark well this language ?  Can any thing be more
w | full, explicit, and so wholly free from a double
meaning ; and yet shall [ tell yon that its own au-
il | thor, since the death of his Mentor, relapsing 1nto
| Ius old aflections, has returned to his first love, &
- | divorced himself from this fairer object of regard ?
' He has attempted to explain away its obvious
d | meaning, but thanks to the energy of reason, and
"' the holiness of truth, it is out of the reach of a satis-
fied ambition, or the still ruder assaults of a reck-
less inconsistency. This is not all which the Vir-
ginin Legislature declared through the mouth of
Mr. Madison, anxious as that State is at this day,
+| to have it all go for nothing. It expressed itsclf’
with *deep regret that a spirit has in sundry instan-
d | ce s been manifested by the Federal Government, to
« | enlarge its powers, by forced constructions of the
constitutional charter which defines them ; and that
« | indications have appeared, of a design to expound
certain general phrases, so as to destroy the mean-
g and eftect of the particular enumeration which
necessarily explairs and limits the general phirases,
1= | 80 as to consolidate the S.ales by degrees, into one
ar | sovereignty, the obvious tendency and incvitable re-
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sult of which would be, to transform the present re-
pablican system of the United States, nto an absr,.
lute, or al best, a mixed monarchy.” Ths resju-
ve | tion, besides the main object for which it 1s quoted
" | proves conclusively the historical fact | have al-
ready asserted, in reference 1o the degigns of the
Federnl party, to change the charar,cer of the gov-
¢ | ernment, by th force and effect of mere unplica-
ton, %7 which is charged to modern Sitate-rights
men as altogether a chimera of their ow'n brain,—

his presto wand to this precious truth. ‘The Le-

Governeur M
ple from oy

Portunately for them Mr, 3adson has not applied

leading Federnlist, sahly" Sas Ahe peo-



gislature then formally protested agninst the Alien|
and Sedition laws, and in conelusion, * solemnly
appealed to the other States, in confidence that
they will concur, with Virginia, in declaring, s it
does hereby declure, that the acte aforesaid are
UNCONSTITUTIONAL, and that the neceasary anid
proper measures, will be taken BY EACH for co-
operating with (Virgmin? in muintaneag onim-
paired, the authorities, nghts and liberties ke

ED Lo the States respectively, or to the peop
These resolutions were sent to the other States for
cancurrence.  Now observe what they ronndly af-
firm: That the Federal Constitution is a compact”
—the “ States are parties”—its powers no further
valid than they are autharazed by the granls centain-
el in the compact"—Aud that %in case of a deliber-
ate, palpable and dangerous exercise of powers,
not granted,” the * States (not the people of the
whole U, States) have the right (to do what?) to|
INTERPOSE, (how ?) for arresting the progress of
the ovil, (is that all 7) and for maintaining (where ?)
within theie respective limits, the authorities rights,
and liberties belonging (to whom?) to them,” the
States.  Farther, they openly assert the right of
the States to declare a Jaw unconstitutional, and
that the proper measures may be taken by each for
maintaining unimpaired, the authorities, rights and
liberties reserved respoctively to them.” Al this
Mr. Madison, Nr. Ritchie and Mr. any body else,
who has an office to gain or a rival to destroy, now
maintain means nothing more than the right to re-
solve, to petition, to expostulate, and finally to re-
monstrate, or in any otherwise obtain redress, pro-
vided it was 2t the wmere mercy of the offanding
purty. - It 18 not actually, as they contend to *tin-
terpose” for “ arresting® an * uucoustitutional” law,
and prevent its operation * within the limits” of o
“Ste,” but merely o effect, by its moral influ-
ence” a “change ofpublic opinion,” 80 as tobring’
about n repeal of the unconstitutional wnd oppres-
sive law.  Wonderful! It the law 15 @ “delibor
ate” vialation of the Constinution, the paople ma
“petition™—if it e deliberate and palpable® tiey
may *resolve aud expostulate™—if it is “deliber-
ate, palpable and dangerous™ they wmay * remon-
stente”—and if poablic opinion should “choose o
continue obstinate, and not happen to change for
the purposes of relied, by virtne of all these knee-
bending “moral influences,” why, forsooth, we
must fold our urime, hang our hoods, hug our clining,
and measurs and mambest our loyslty by the pro-
foundness of our most lowly wobmission!  Thin
you, this was all the Virginia resolotions meant ?—
I 1t was, their anthors deserve the contempt of
every honest man, and the hearty deteststion of an
intelligent posterity. "I'o make such a vannting
parade about a right that belongs to every slave,
much lese a freeman, o make such a wordy display
wbout a matter that no one wonld deny, to contend
that the right to petition wnd remonstrate conld
not be exercised but i a case of u “dohberate
palpable and dungerous” violation of the C
tion, argues such a monstrona destitution of
mon sense and intellectual furecast, as well an w0
degrading a perversion of political iberty, as mus!
forever subject them to the unnatigated scorn o
all future thne,  But et us examine into the man-
ner these resolutions were roceived by the othe
States, let us wee the sense in which they were tak
en by the very persons 10 whom they were ad
dressed,  Cotemporancous interpretations is of U
highest authority,  What said the Stete of Dela
ware, then and now under the dominion of Feder




alism?  “That they considercd the resolntions
from the State of Virginia ss a very unjustitiable
interference with the General Government, and of | 4,
dangerous tendency, and therefore not a ftsubject | ¢,
for the further consideration of this General As-| yie
sembly.” What! T'he right to petition, to re-| the
monstrate, for the purpose of electing, by its mor-| am
al influence, o change of publie opinion, an “un-| the
justitinble interference, with the general govern- cid
ment”!  Of dangerous tendency!! Who so a- the
buses that enlightened, though hitle State of Dela- fe.

tot

ware, a8 to believe that this was her meaning. ,":'
Next in order in the State of Rbwode Island, an-| ph

other Federal State.  [How did she understund the | 8t
Virginia resolutions?  That in the opinion of her| th
Legslature, the second section of the third article thy
of the Constitution of the United States, in these | ©
words,to wit: e judicinl power shall extend to| "™
all cases arising under the lmes of the U. States,” e
vests in the Federal Court exclusively, and 1 the
Supreme Court ullimately the wuthonty of deeiding | 59
on the x:nnsliuniunuh’l!' of any act orlaw of the |
Congress of the U, States.  That for any State |
Legwlatare to assume that authority would e, | de
first, blending together legslative and judicia! | e
powers, and nd—hazarding an interruption of the | 9
peace of the States by civil discord, in case of a be
diversity of opinions among the State Legislatures ; (o
each State having, in that case, no resort for vin- '-'"
dicating its own opinions, butto the strength of ity 'L
own arm,” P
These are the doctrines of Mr. Webster, and the | w
reasonings of the Procragsrion—did Virginin then | th
acknowledge their force? It she meant nothing | pe
more than the right to petition, how shamelesaly 1n-
| sincere did ahe act towards Rhode lsland?  Why | e
| did ahe not imdeceive her, and tell her that nothing | p!
was [arther from her intention, than that of * deeéd- | W
ing on the eonstitutionality of any act or law of | t
Congre Ind she do thin?  We will see hereal- | vi
ter. Now for the Btate of Massachuactts, the very | In
hot-bed of federalinm—the Stnte that refused to fight, (0
during the last war, ont of her own limits, that is, | &
off her own dung hill, and yet inaintaine that other | e
States have no right tn declare a tederal law uneon- | fi
atitotional—A Biate that han declared a Treaty une | n
constitational, and will not be bound hy it obliga. | *
-| tionw, and yet denies the right of any other State to ) of
1| nublify—n State that declared, befurehand, she wonld |
.| not respect alaw of Congress, if it repealed the ‘Fa | p
o | rifT5 let 11a wes what such & Jtate wnid o the Virgin- «
_| ia resolutions,  She declared * that the decision of | b
| @l casen in Inw and equity, arbing under the Con-| n
; atitntion of the United States and the constraetion |
r
il
i)
e

o

of all lawa made in puranance thereof, are exclnaive-
Iy veated by the peopte in the judicial courte of the
United Statea.  That the people in that solemn com-
pact, which is declared to be the supreme Inw of the
Iand, have not constituted the Btate Legislatures the

judges of the acts or meunures of the Fedo

| gov-
ernment.  But should the State of Virginia persist
ol in the assumption of the right 1o declare the acts of
the national governiment unconstitutional, and shonld
she oppose successtully her force and will 1o thore
of the Nation, the Conatitation would hy reduced (0
a mere cypher, o the form and pageantry of anthori-
ty, without the energy of power. Every act of the
Federal Government which thwarted the vie,ws or
checked thie ambitions projects of a particu) /r Stats
(precinely the argument of the present da
nullifieation) or of its leading and influen
', | hern, (this, like the modern attacks upor, Mr Cal-
If| houn, was intended for Mr. Jefferson, wlio was then
- | opposing John Adama, the favorite son of Massachu-
setls) would be the object of sitian and of re-
monatrance ; while the people, conv glsed and con
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€1 fumed by the conflict between two ‘nostile jurisdie- |
'; tions, enjoying ihe protection of n pither, would be
1€

wearied into subimission to some bold leader, who |
1= would estn’ylish himself on the ruins of both.” —|
h| Were ever argnments wo faithfu'ly copied as llwu-.l
9, | by the adversaries of State interpositions Are not|
10| these croaking forebodings in the mouth of every
p- | hara.hiearted and white-livered submissionist, who,
¢- | vunderthe canting and hypocritieal whine of ¢ Union'
disgorges his spleen and venom upon the advocates
of State rights > Aad are not these same arguments
bandied about, and used by the timne-serving presses,
in that identical State, against whose own resslu-
Al-{ tionw they were most unsuceessfully employed thir-
he | ty-four yearsngn? Why did Virginia wait till this
w-| period to undeceive Massachuseits, if she meant
sa- | nothing more than the right to sne by supplication,
W3 | for the reparation due toa violated Conatitution®— |
| Why did she not then tell that State, that she did
od not intend to back her “assumption’” by * foree!
neither did he intend to “persist” in making the
“aational government’ submit to her ¢ will
The thing is incredible,  But we will see presently,
what apstead of Virginia's insisting upon being mix




| and intheir sovereign eapacitu st followes of weecssity
| thet thera cam be mo trilwnul uhoee their authorty to de-

eanceived hy her sister States, she reiterated her
doetrines, and expressed an incrensed determinas
Hon Lo support them at every hazard, She erected
an armory and passed laws to organize and arm her
"."l!l\"l.. for the avowed purpose of meeting the eri-
818 She also passed an act to protect the members
of ler Legislature from prossention ander the Se-
dittn Law  I'he State of New York reesived the
Virmnia doatrines under like imprrssions, and wos
abulutely tusuiting t that State forhinving advanes
ed L. She aflinmed that *the judicial PUWAr ex-
sendyoxpieosty tall enses of law and equity, aris-
ing under the Constitution and laws of the United
States, whereby (ke interforence of the particular
States in th 50" eases, is nanifestly exetnded,” and
concluded by saying ¢ the sentanents and docteines
conbined in the resolutions were inlammatory

pericions, na less repugnant o the Constitution of | tyek

the United States, and the prineiples of their Union, |y
than destructive 1o the Federal Goyvernment "' Can
any man helieve that such strong Inngmage wouid !
be used against such o State as Virgina, if she

rdog

cide

C T

by s

meant nothing more than what her Senator, Mr | ol ¢

Rives, asserted on the flonr of Congress?  And if| ¢
that wns her meaning, is it possible to conceive a

he

Pro

motive for resting quiet under such a bitter arper- | ¢er ¢

nion, without affording v New York the apportunity
ol retracting it as doubtless she would, under the
plen of misconception 7 No one helieves i

Connecticut explicitly disavowed the principlag :E‘“
contained in the vesolutions, and decidedly refused! o A’
slature of Vieginin. 200

ant at the resolu- | (e

to eon

r with the Le
w Hampshire felt g0 indig
tions, that, like some ol the valorons States who

won,
eral

o)

3 4l gl U rive
were lately for whipping South Caroling into snh- pros
miwgion, she was fall of fght against Vieginia.  She | orag
declarad it to be her  firay resolotion, to maint the

and defend the Constituti
against every ngaression, foreirn or domestic —lint

ool the United States | ann

rep
the State Legislatores are not the proper tribnnals dn’\\
to determine the conatitutionality of the laws of the | yay
General Government—that the duty of such deeis- | q)es
ion iw properly and exclusively conlided to the judi- | cen
cial department,”  And Vermont adopted a simlar | gur,
resolution, or |

Now, here are the answers of sovon States, prodi | #ent

eated upon the helief, that the resolutions aseumed |t
the right ta deelare n law of Conpr
tanal, and being unconstitutional, *cach’ State
could “lake messuren’ to interpose’ e foarrest |t
ing the progresa of the low within their respietive | 1
e
receipt of thewa answere?  Does whe say 1o these|
Stuates, you Nave entirely mistaken me; I omeant |t
nothing more, than that T had e right o petition, | b

could anter into hullying resolotions, full of threat
and pretended fight, designed to frighten the Gener-
alGavernment into measuces, and this filing, per-
hapathe wnited force af all these “moral agencies”
would bring about a chanes of public apinion, and
therehy efficet a repeal (o the obinoxions laws.  Mer

cifal Heaven ! how contemptible—and how ought
Yieginia (o blush to have such a constroetion placed
upon so grave a proceeding, as her far famed reso.
Intions ! Bad thie ie not the legitimate eharaeter of
those resolutions.  Mr. Madioon, by one of the
ablent productions ever penned in America, vindieat

ed thewm npon the wsne formed by the answers of
the spposing Btates, and 10 conteadiction o their
principles.  Lregret | eannot place the whale of 1t
hatiire you; it in s complets a justification of the
doctrine of nullification. A few exteacts must be
submitted  In answer to the ansertion that Congress
and the Tederal Court have the right exelusively to
decide npon the eonstitutionality of laws, Mr. Mad
1non afficma, that it appearsto baa plain prineiple,
fonnded in common sense, illustrated by common
practice, and essential to the nature of compnets,
that, where resort can be had to mo tribunal superior

|

them, beimg the parties to the constituttonul compuct,

cide 1w the lust vesort, wkelher the compuct made by |«

to v, they must themselven decide im the last resore, | |
awch gueations asx may be of sufficient mogaitude to re |
guire their INTERPOSITION Can langunge le | g

it

uneonstiti- [ gav

e
ut

Wihat ie the eonduet of Virginin upon the | rea

Vi
hin
i

heg, entreat, expostulate, and i this wonld not do, 1} the

to the authority of the parties, the parties themselres | thi

mwst be the vightful judges, in the last vesort, whether | wr
| the bargnin made ha beew purswed or violated.  The | are
omstitution vean formed by the sawetion uf tho States, | lal
Li®m WY wACWH, in ils sovercign capacity. The Stutes, | we

them be violuted, wnd romxcquent!y, that us the partics | ret

«| plainer in favor of State aterpomtion - And il wl

Hintes may interpose, how may they doit? Arell
they restricted in the meannn of nterposition 7 Are | t
they precladed from n ehoiee of weans in (he exar |

cise of the right > May they nat, as in the use o

aclvet such am they, in their best judgment may
deem competent, to produoce an effectonl interposi-

means to execnte any other acknowledged power, | va

U
tion? Snrely, no ane can deny this, expecially the L:
advoeates of conatitntional supremacy ; for precisely el
this right they claim for themselves in the interpre. | g

2| tation of thatiastrument.  The right to jadge and |

| decide, any they, implies the right to enforee and to "

J | execate, and thindeaws after it all the means neces- |

o | snry to effect the object. But to place this matter
a | beyond all douht, listen agnin to Mr. Madison.  * U1 4
(saym he) the deliberate exercise of dangerous pow- | p,

ern, palpably withhield by the Constitution, could not
jumtify the partiva to ity 10 ISTERPOSING even 8o far
wa to arreat the proaress of

wonld have their prisoners protected by the rights
of war, wherean the citizens of the States would be

ril, and thereby TO |4y
PRESERVE THE CONSTITUTION I'TSELF, 08 | ¢

o | well an to provide for the .mfnil of the partiex W it |
n| thers would be an end o all relief from usurped | g
g| power, and o dircet subversion of the rights speci- |
- | fied or recognized nuder all the State Constitutions, | o,
y | o0 well anu plain demial of the fundamental priner | g
g | ple on which onr independence ituell was declared ™| 5
f-| Will it he anid after this, that o is nnconstitutinnal P
| to attempt to “preserre the Constitution’ by pre- P
venting the operation of a law that confessedly vio- | |
faten 117 Can nothing but revolution rid a commnu- | )
nity of an unconatitutional act:  Can mothing but) |

an actof war relieve i people from what i acknawl- |
edped to ba NO LAW To withhold this power|
from the States, Mr. Madison declares, wonld “put |

an end to all reliefl from usneped power,” wonld be |y

1| “a dircet subveraion of the rights speeified or re-|
to| cognized under all the State Constitutions,”” and| y
td | amonnt to a plain deninl of the fundumental prinei- |
2 [ pla on which onrindependence itell” was declared.” |
n-| Can it be possible, | repeat, that a remedy calenlated | g
of | to 4 preaerye the Constitution its«lf—one “recog- |
n-| nized under all the State Constitntions,"* whieh f]
wi | retused, would be “ x denial of o tundamental prin- |
w-| ciple,’ and which,at best, ean be no othier than the |
ve | exercise of a reserved right, since the right of self-|
n-| preservation belongs as well Lo governments as in- |
ve | dividuale, and cannot possibly have bheen granted | |
away, 1o nmauthorized by the Constittion, and be- |
corien an act of war, which, if unsuccessiol, sub-|
jertaall concerned to the pains and penalties of trea- |
Son, notwithatanding it e a governmental act of a y
sovereign State 2 The States, though sovereign, by | |
this doctrine, would be in a worse condition than|
fureign nations.  These latter, in the event of war, |

\

|

hung as traitors for obeying a solemn act of their
primary government, to which they owe their first
alleginnee, So did not Mr. Madiwon believe, in the
lifetime of Mr. Jefferson, when lis eye was steadily
dirscted to the highest distinctions of his country, |
whieh conld only be reached by the support of the
people’s cause, the cavse of liberty.

We have now seen Mr. Madiwon's opinions, and
however they may be questioned fram their versa-

e,

lie- | tile character, yet they come recommended by suoh
be | a depth of political science, sucha reach of thought
ho | such clesrness of trath, and such a force of reason-
" | ing that they are entitled to great weight, partien-
larly when it s recollected they went forth under |
the manctinn of the then great Siate of Virginia. —
But powerful as is the arguinent, fonnded npon the
foregoing impregnable battery, it not our strongest|
We have the authority of a much higher name, one |
against which no change of opinion or charge of|
tergiversation ean come. It i no other than the
name of Mr. Jeflerson himmell who has been truly
called the great Apostle of Liberty. The State of
Kentucky passed similar resolutions to those of Vie-
ginia, and at the same time. Thess wers drawn by
M. Jefferson. If any thing, they were stronger
and more explicit ; such, for instance as this decls-
ration, * that the several Stutes composing the U
id| States, nre not united on the principle of unlimited

submniission te their general gavernment; but that

the | by compact under the style & utleof a Constitation
e

— | for the United States, and of smendments thereto,

itly, | they constituted ageneral government for special
mix- | purposis, delegated to thut government certain :Irli-



nite powcrs, rescrving ench State to itsslf, the residwa~
:r mass of right to their own self government; an
v;'n’ll'ml’-;lr:lnlne:';:rt'h?lg«mml government assumes
Y e l"Ul((L‘E"”‘ nre unauthoritati , VOID
Stnte aosaded —that to this compact, eack
" ed us a State, and is an integral party-—
that this government created by this compact was
:;:’: l':f::.':r:"z:":"""" or final judge of the extent of
Nave nada Ik l.L'“‘"_' o itself—gince that wonld
ihe m’:’”’" M" _‘l""-"‘”'h and not the Conastitution,
cises of r‘nmllm!lHI\I:'I:I‘T:;';.;[‘;‘;‘II..‘.' LT
5 Ll . L vs having no common
J""'L'r'. EACH PARTY HAS AN l'lQl%Al. RIGHT
ro JIUI_J( FOR ITSELF, AS WELL_ OF IN-
FRACT 10 r‘\ J T'HE. MODE AND MEAS-
l;'[“‘- OF R‘F’l"\ 3. Mr. Jeffurson's resolutions
o |In|wd in three distinet places, that the Alies and
Sedition Laws were ¢ NOT LAW, but altogether
void and of NO FORCE, " and concluded by declar-
ing that the “ co.states reenring to their matural
rights in cases not made ]ful"rll, will concwr in de-
cluring them } OLD and of NO FORCE.” What
is this but Nullification ?° Does any one believe
that Kentucky intended to suffer an” act whiech it
pronounced as NOT LAW, and altogether VOID
and of NO FORCE, to operate npan “n people #—
Who lhin!u 80 meanly of that firm and decided
State 2 Did ghe mean riothing but an idle parade,
or to play off' the ridieulons hraggart 2 It eannot
Le believed,  She alsaseut her resolutions to the
ather States, and they shared a common fate witly
those from Virginia. ™ When they returned Mr. Jef-
fersun had prepared an ahle answer Jor the Ken-
teky Legislature which that body unanimously
tdopted, und in which, among other strong and de-
cided resolves, they advanced the following opinion:
 That the principles and construction comtended Jor
by sundry of the State Legislatures, that the Genier-
al Govermment is the cxclusire judge of the cxtent af
the poweers diiegated to it, stop mothing short of DES-
POTISM—since the discretion of those who adminis-
ter tur gorerament, and wot the CONSTITUTION,
would he the measure of their powers—ihat the sev-
eral States who formed that instromesg be'"w sove-
reign and independent, have the unguestionable right
to judge of the infraction—and that = NULLI{'I.
CATION® by those sovereigntics of all wnngthori-
2800 aain done under color of that instrument, iy
the RIGUTFUL REMEDY " Here then we ar-
rive at the very adions word itsell, the one that haw
produced sc mimy pale faced politicinns—that has'
created such unnecessiry dread, We find it under
the seal, signature and sanction of Thomas Jeffer-
aon, the great leader of demoeracy, the founder of
republicanism, end the father of the faith. He laid
dawn i doctrines, and this is the name, the very
nite e gave to Ahem, and when in power, hud
these doctrines hailed with acelamation from the
centre to the circnmference of the Union by thoss
very wen wha are now ashamed o raise their head
or hittheir voies in their sapport. These were the
sentiments that heought Me Jefferson into power,
that wiumphinntly cverthrew the federalists, and
gaven wimnal vietary to the republicans.

A Letated befure, the case was made nup upon
the prine of the Virginia and Kentyeky reso-
Tutions, and the snswers of the seven Riales, ng al

v e d. 'Phe verdictof the people was,
“owe find in favor of the former, and we turther find
that Thomas Jeferson #hall rule aver un, aud after
him Jomes Madison, the authors and fimishers of
the faith of STATE RIGIUPS, as contained i
their respective resolutions g was a trivmpht
well worthy of the battle ; it prostrated the Federal-
stg and all their golden dreams of monarehy in dis-
gnige. Democracy, pure and undefiled democracy
was completely in the ascendant, down to the fatal
Proclamation of Andrew Juckwon, Now Federulism
candd the war inall to be funght over
Wihy s this 2 It comes of the corrupt de-
flice, nnd the still more obsequions surveil-
the press. And when the leaders of a peo-
‘ ple will et uo one avt of principles to-day, which
they will put down to-morrow, for the accomplish-
ment of a welfish purpose—when men in power will
level, at a mingle blow, the long settled doctrines of
apolitical party, reared with so mueh toil, anxiety
and difliculty, by the porest patriots of the world
designed to protect and securs the hest interests of
the people and the Tast hopes of liberty, merely to
retain office for themsalves, procure it for their
Sriends, or o destroy the polivical prospecta of an
eremy St s not oo much tosay, we live in the most
coreupt government of the wge. It was upon the
moral justness, the stern virtue, & solid truth of these
prineiples, that the Troup party came into power in

Siate. It shinesupon every page of Troup's
ngs, and | aflirm that his letters and messages
are pregnant with them. My own writings, tha
| labored to support him, and which I flatter myself,
were al that tune well received, breathe no other
doctrine,  And now, what s the condition of the
Troup party # From the inere dread of a word, in
aome, and the jenlousy of others, it in distfacted and
d, and in o very short time, unless thers is u
to the republican doctrines of '08, will be
| bonnd hand and foot, and delivered over to the tan-
der me of the federuhistn  And [ invoke the re-
publ of all partics, and there are many in that
which has been opposed to the Troup party, to no
longer attaeh themselves to men merely to minister
to their lust of office, but rally around the doctrines
of Mr. Jeflerson, and preserve the rights of the
Sonth from impending dangers and prospective in-
visions,

I have bot o few reflections more to add. Yuo
perceive what were the doctrines of those that an-
swered the Virginia resolutions, Mark well the prin-
ciples which they assert, viz, that Congressand the
Federal Court were the sole judges of the extent of
the powers of the General Government, Now com-
pure this with the doctrine of Mr, Wehster, often

1, but nrged at the last aession of Congress
with psculinr force, 4 nnder circumstances of extraor-
dinary animation, heeaune of the co-operation of the

amation and the strong current heretolore nr-
posed o him, which it diverted in his favor. He
boldly maintained, “that in all questions ralative to
the powers of the General Government, the Federal
Court was the proper and only tribunal for the de-
cision of the wsame, if the could be deawn within that
department; butif it could not, then Congre#s was
the exclugive judge. fs not thisthe Federal doetrine
contained in the resolutions of the seven States be-
fore referred to, and put down by the success ol Mr.
Jefferson?  Are weto understand that those whoop-
pose the doctrine of nullification espouse the princi-
ples of Mr. Webster? If so, let them come out, be
manly, open and decided Do not let them, under
| tlie slany and deceitful cant of unionimts, intended
10 play upun the passions and feelings ot the igno-
rant, k their doctrines to thenmelves and live by
reviling others, becauss they think their tenets are
united with an anpopular name. I they are for
Webster and the doctrines of his State, let them say
they ate not, let us know their principle
o they propose to get rid of en anconstitu-
tianal law, an act of usurpation on the part of the
General Government 7 If they admit the right of
State *interposition.” let ua know how a State is
Lo interpose  Tiwa i method, point it out.—
If there in but one way, if a State has choice of
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- [ means, let us know what that way is.  Whatever it
I8 I pronounce even that way an'aet of nullification.
| Avto myself, 1 take this eceasion to own that [ em-_
' | hracs the doctrine of the Virgina and Kentucky res-
d | fations, name and all, and | speak advieedly when
.

I say npon the truth of which yon may rest fully
assired that the leading federalists of the Worth;
and all the politicians of that order now in Con-
press, consider Mr. Jefferson ae the father of Nalli-
'Y | fieation, and openly acknowledge that the resola-
U tions of ‘0% clearly go to avow, and maintein that
| doctrine, while we of the South are trying to show
5| (hat they mean no such thing—by which thefs ne-
b9 | conmari!y tesults an implied admission, that theirsue-
" pese was wholly undeserved; that they put down very
st unjustifishly the answers of the Eastern States, and
he | with them the Alien and Sedition laws. | not only
¥ | o for these principles, but [ prefer the name they
Vs ! hear, because it is the christening of Mr. Jefferson;
he | mnd wader that title he sehieved for the Republicans
hiv great victory over the Federaliuts. Becauwe it
nd | is the name, under which our much abueed siater
«a- State, South Carolina, bronght the General Govern-
oh | ment to a sense of justice, while fighting the battles
lit | of the whols South, and while the States aroond her;
n- | who were equally oppressed, hadeomplained as muchi
-] and threatened more, stood trembding st her noble
ler | daring, Becanee under that name the Tariff quea.
— | tion has been settled, and its proud advoestes
e | been furced to vield acknowledged eompliance
est| its demands.  Because under this rme, and
ne | principles, Georgia obtained her lande mn 'S5 as @rell
of | as in '33. Because under these she enforced obe-
dience 1o her laws, from a set of famatics becked by
npowerful bination of religions & politieal inter-
meddlers. Beeavse under these she muintsined her
criminal jurisdiction over the Indian tribea within
her limits, against the anthority of the Federal

Court. Andt it in these principlea und this

* 1o Mr, Tederson's original draft, he expressed himself in
these stronger words, but the Kentucky Legislature altered!
1 0 . cuw w|
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e hias a natural right, ia ceses not w
y forderis, | to nallity of their own
Lo, | ey, al L assumptions ol i
vial| Withoutthis right, they w

er by others within their limi
d be under thedominion, a
unlimited, ol whomsoeyer mighs exercise this right of ji
fi-| or shem !




name that will protect us from the gathering and
coming storm designed to overwhe!m our slive pro-
perty, and to wresttrom our eitizens the landed vge
tate with which they have recently been intested by
the Legislatore of Georgin, Tl queston has beei
made upa second Lmme between the repoblieans and
the federalists upon this name, & thereforeupon s
name | am willing to risk every thing I Lave, at
resemt, or in prospect, now or hearafter, o day or
orever.

Names are nothing—prineiple s every thing ;
the man that trembles ot a nane will be treaehes
ous o prineiple.  Nullification eannot b wors
than treason; and even voder that mame woold Lo
brace the doctrines of ‘U5 and glory o whatever
consequence it nughtinvolyve, Sudney

rty under the Gt of a traitor. Despo sy pove
whatehuracter they please to haman weton, and
flict upon its nuthors the worst of huon sotborng
butthe final award of faithitul lystory wil reseue
their reputation from its wimerited onloguy, sl
damn to the most enduring infamy, ther brotal 1y-
rants.  Letthese principles be o pndoned by
the South, and from thenceforth e

and whatis worse, they will deser oo thei o
CLAYTON

are wlaves,




