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“ We will cling to the Pillars of the Temple of our Libertics, and if it must fall, we will Perish amidst the Buins.?
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Remarks of Fiv. iicDufiie.
Ix Sexate, Jan. 19.
THE TARIFF.

The Senate then took up for considera-
tion the report from the Comimittee on Fi-
gance, as lollows :

__January 9, 1844.—Mr. Evans from the
Committee on Finance, rcporied the fol-
lowing resolutions.

Resolved, That the bill cotitlad ** A
bill to-revive the act of the 2:1 March,
1833, usually called the compromise acr,
and to modify the existinz duties upon for-
eignimports, in conformity with its provi-
sions,” is a bill **for raising revenuh,”
within the meaning of the 7(h section of
the 1st article of the Constitution. and
cannat therefore originate in the Senate ;
therefove,

Resolved, Thavit be indefinitely post-
poned.

Mr. McDuflie said, if one of the illnsiri-
ous framers ol the Constitution could have
presented himsell hefore us v the debate of
yesterday, with what utter astonishment
would he have found us eonstreing a pro-
vision, which was made 10 prolect the
people of the United States from injusiice
and oppression, in such a mauner 18 1o
make it a barrier agaivst any etlort to [ree
the poople [rom the most unjust and op-
pressive sysiem that was ever imposed on
them. The tllestrious patriots who framed
this instrument had seen so much of the
abuse of the taxing puwer, that they en-
deavored tv rescue their posterity from the
evil. They therefere provided that ail
bills raising revenue should originatz in the
House, more direcily representing the peo-
ple of the Uniied States.  The peaple
eould not suppose that the framers of the
Coustitution would deal in  mere idie
words. and that they would insert a chiuse
with no pariicular meauing. What ra-
tional construction counld he given o the
clanse except that it was intended to pre-
venl unjust and unnecessary taxating !
It did nat prevent the Senate Trom putling
money into the Treasary, but from aking
itlout of the packets of ihe people. Rii-
sing money was nothing: but the design
‘way to prevent us from raising in such
manner as to take it from the packets of
the peaple. Oue of the gentlemen who
had aken part in the debate had let ot
what was the true view of the question.
The Scomor from New Hampshire had
shown heyond dispure that the Senate had
passed bills affreung the revenue, and the
Senator [rom Conuneeticut had said truly
that they did not raise sevenue by impo-
sing laxes. Suppose we bad some mode
of raising revenue without a resort to im-
posis ; suppose we had some magic power
of raising it—by stainping vo the earth—
we could raise in that or uny way. exeepl
by imposing burdens on the people. _In
any other lightthe provision would appear
frivolous and unmenuing, consisling mere-
lyinwords. But let us look at the hill.
Is that, in any forin or shape, a bill 1o raise
revenue 7 Is that its object or eflect?
It was absolutely and essentially a bill re-
pealing duties, and nothing clse; and yer
a construction had been assumed here for
the purpose of scouting it out of the Sen-
ate, and the people were 1o be told that we
‘had no power 1o mitizate their burdens.
-.dt was conteuded by the Senatar from
Maiae. that duties must be colleered under
the billif it passed into a law. I this was
true, in any just sense, he would sive up
the question. How ecan it he said thata
bill reducivg dutiesfrom filty to thirty per
-cent imposes dulies? = The pentlemmn
isays il you repeal the other wwenty per
-eent you would impose duties; that is 1o
:say, if the bill [ails to repenl a partof the
duties, it imposes the whole.: He enuld
not comprehend this reasoning,  Why,
sir, an act repealing duties, because it
rdoes not repeal the whele, is an act im-
~posing duties! EHe had never seen any
-thinglike this, excepi the ease ofthe sports-
mat,awling iaving lost twenly dollars on a
horse-race, said ‘he had lost foriy dollars:

for his own twenty was gone, and the
tweaty he expected o win. e did not

(intend to go- fully into this question, but
tie wished 1o vindicate the Constitution
from this construction.

The Senator from Pennsylvania, (Mr
Buchanan.) had asked whatelfeet a prop-
osition would have to ameund the bill by
'inereasing taxes 7 Would it not, the Sen-
ator asked, render the bill one of such a
‘character that the Seuate could not origi-
'nate it? 'The answer was plain. No
amendment could becomne incorporated in
{ the bill which would throw it out of the
{jurisdiction of the Senate.  We could not
{add any thing to it that would havethe ef-
ii'ect w impnse laxes and irncrease duties.
He adenitted that the ameudment would
be juconsistent with the powers of this
bady, and the Senate, he supposed, would
theretore exclude it or vote it down., The
other question, proposed by the Senator
from Connecticut, (Mr. Huntington,) was
{wot far bim w answer. The puzzle is
how tho Presideut wounld aet when he had
otcasion 1o return such a bill to the House
where it originated.  The President bad
s» many -difficulties (o contend with that
he'might be prepared to meet this, He
inust answer the question when the case
occurs.  Butif we send to the other House
a bill, and they amend it so as to alter its
charaeter, it does not receive its character
of a tax bill here, though it originated
here, butin the House that has the right
to give it that character. The whole pur-
port of this clause was to prevent the Sen-
ate from originating money bills—from
imposing burdens on the people.

Mr. McDuffie bere referred to the com-
promise act, which was offered in the Sen-
ate, and the decision upon which he re-
garded as the most solemnn one ever made
in this country—one which gave peace to
the Union. - Never was there a more he-
roic action than thatof Mr. Clay on that
nccasion, and it was done, too, while the
apents of the manufacturers were here de-
nouncing him as a traitor. Hehad greatly
regretied that that distinguished statesman
hal not been here again to interpose his
great influence, and extend the olive
liranch of peace over the couniry, when
this compromise was broken. He regret-
ted thm he was vot here to vindicate it
from the foul and faithless innovation that
it received from the 1arifl of 1842. He
was not here, and [ regret (said Mr. McD.)
1o say that | have lately seen a letter from
him “in the newspapers, in which, after
giving sume general views which  are in
seenrdance with my own, he concludes by
saying that this mouster of 1842 wasa
very good measure in many respects ; that
it no doubr-needed some amendmeat. but
in what particulars he was ot prepared to
say, not aving examined it with serupu-
lons exactness. Now, sir, I like the text
of the letter, but not the commentary. [
find Loped, sir, that this eminent and influ-
entinl statesman would have used the
power that he possesses to do justice to
the South. and which every consideration
of justice anid good faith required that he
should havedone.

But there seems to be a desire, sir, on
the part of the Senator from Maine, to
strike [rom the statute book every vestage
of that compromise. The tariff of 1842
was no doubt hefore the committee over
which he, with so much distin=tion, pre-
sides, and he probubly had an important
anrl influeniial ageney in passing it. Tha
act therefore, no doubt, occupied a distin-
quished place in the regard of the gentle-
men.  He aceupied wiwardsit a parental
relation, which always excited the strong-
est sympatheis of the human heart.  This
aeconnts for his partiality tw it, and he
enuld not expect him to give up the baut-
ling s for the iutensity of parental affection
was ofien increased by the very deformi-
ties which exeited the horror of every one
clse. He would rake oft the veil and ex
pose i3 defects. What was this bill of
18421 It was a mongrel—one of those
mousters, fabled by the genius of antiqui-
ty. with the head and body of man, and
the tail of a fish. It was called a bill to
providoe revenue. Falsehood and decep-
tion were thus stamped npon its brow. A
hill wholly prohibiting the importation of
many classes of gouls was called a bill to
provide revenue. He had before him doc-
vinents from well informed practical mer-
chants and other sources, showing that the
duties, in many instances, were one huu-
dred and fifty percent.  On some deserip-
tions of iron it was from seventy-five to
one hundred and fifty percent, and even
two hundred per cent; totally prohibiting
it. This was the duty imposed (bor revenue
on an article of universal consumption.—
Salt was another article used in equal
quantities by the rich and the poor, aud of
the firat necessity for all—what was the
duty on this article? Tor every bushel,
costing in Liverpool five or six cents, we
pay adaty of eight cents. [Mr. Benton
here said it was now ten cents.] And
this, sir, is' a revenue law—a duty of two
hnndred per ct- on salt. These are reve-
nue duties—dutips imposed for the purpose
jof raising arevenue for the General Gov-
i ernmant.

Haviag adverted to the ,prominent fea-
tures of the bill, it was proper that he
shonld submil some considerations o re-
gard to the extentand charaeter of its prin-
ciples, A question of its constitutionality,
as well as of its expediency, addressed it-
sell 1o every mind.  What power have
you'to pass such a law?. We profess to
act under that' elnnse of the Constitution
which authorizes Congress 'o rnise reven-
ue for the suppnort of 1he Government 1—
He was sarisfied it could be drawn so dis-
tinetly ay to satisly every mind. He held
that'the power of Congress was limited by
the Constitution, and that our duly was
lins * when we voted a revenue duty, thar
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it must be the lowest rate of duty,ad va-
lorem, which would yield the necessary
amonntof taxation. ISvery Senator kuew
thut any duty, however small, nperaied to
some extent as a prokibition. Twenty
per cent on Cotton Goads would not yield
quite as much revenue as any higher rate
of daty, Ifthat rate of duty yields four
millions, a duty of forty per cent. would
yield no more forit will exclude one half
ol the amount of gouds usually imported,
and impose the duty oo the other half.

Buath rates of duty would vield the same
amount of revense. Many of those arti-
cles paid a‘higher rate of duty than forty
per cent.  On calicoes, the duty was forly,
seveuly, eizhty, a hundred, a hundred and
twenty, and a hundred and eighty per et
THis shows very clearly the true character
of this law ; Calico cloths, which sere
wora by all the poorer classes of the
whites, and even by every negro slave—
for every planter gave his slaves at least
one calico gown 1o wear on Sundays—
paidsuch an amount of duty as to prohibil
them. Calicos costing four cents a yard,
and which could be sold here for five cts.
was by a most ingenious device of the
wmanufacturers, taken and deemed to have
cost thirty ccats, and a duty of thirty per
cent, ad valorem, was imposed upon that,
making the rate of duty one huudred and
eighty per cent. So it was with many
other articles. There was a class of prints,
good enough to be used in every family,
that cost ten cents, and under the rule
adopted the rate of duty was ninety per ct.
A large class of cotton goods, amounting
to ten millions in value, was utterly exclu-
ded by this tariff. He also referred to the
duties on window glass and other articles.
He cawme now to the question, was this
a revenue tariff? I the Senate was sat-
isfied that a duty of wwenty per cent.
would yield more revenue than a higher
rate of duty, then they must admit that shig
is uot o 1ariff for revenue. 1tis thena
bill frzmed; not in accordance with the
Constitution and the principles of ever-
lasting justice, but for the purpose of (a-
kitg money out of the pockets of one por-
tion of the people and putiing itin the
pockets of another poriion.

But an idea was gouen up by which the
friends of free trade had been, in some
cases deceived—that, though duties must
be imposed for tbe purpose of revenue
alone, yet, that we could discriminate in
favor ol domestic manufacturers. 'T'his
was saying one thing and doing anvther—
looking one way and rowing aoother. It
mizht be employed for giving the whole
law a most unjust characier. Every rev-
enue law was considered as if it was crea-
ted entirely for the benefit of manufactur-
ers. We make, in my opinion, a vast
concession to the manuolacturing interest
when we raise the whole amount of rev-
euue from duties on imports alone. We
do what no other country on the face of
the globe does, when we raise our revenue
entirely from thet source. Butstill, gen-
tlemen gravely say, you must protect man-
ufactures. Let me tell them what would
be the true mode of discrimination. He
would admit that discrimination was
proper in one sense. There were two
proper abjectsof diserimination.  One was
o zet the proper amouut of revenue from
the lowest rate of duty ; and the other way
to avoid, so lar as possible, the imposition
of duties on articles universally used hy
the poorer classes. The application of
these two rules would alone reverse the
whole system. 1t would take the duty off
from calicoes and put it on muslin, and the
reverse. That was the true discrimina-
tion. Poverty ought. as far as possiblé,
to he exempt [ron the burthen of taxation:
He would hegin a. ...e lowest rates, under |
the minimum, and come up, increasing the
duties on the more co !y articles.

There was one other diserimination
that he would make, and it would be in
favor of the imported article, and against
the article manufactured at home. He
wonld impose the highest rate of duty on
the commodities manufaciured in the
United States. Il he imposed a duty of
thirty per cent. on the foreign article, he
would impnse a higher rate on the article
madeatbome. A duty of twenly per cen!
made on cotton fahries to the amonut of
ten millions would impose a burden of for-
ty per cent. en the people of the United
Stares. If we import twenty millions
worth of cotton, ou which the duty is four
millions, we raise the price of the eomhod-
ity to the same amouut. A duaty of1wen-
ty per ceht would give the same revenue
that a duty of lorty per cent will give; but
it will impose a burden, notol four millions,
hut of eizht millions of the consumers.
He went~into a variery ofillusirations 1o
explnin his views nu this subject.

The du!v paying imports ware aboul
forty millions. ‘T'he amount of goods man-
ufactored here was a huadred and sisty
millions, one-half of whieh came in com-
petition with loreign imports, and exclu-
ded them to the amountof eights millions.
The amount imported yielded to the Treas-4
ury about sixteen millions. What is the
burden which the system imposes on the
people, under the pretext of a reveuue
law, for raising sixteen millions? What
is the amnunt of hounty paid to the manu-
facturcrs with a duty, he would notsay of
forty per cent.. but vl ohly twenty per et
supposing the duties to be hrought 1o the
revenue standard ? Tweaty per ct., ou
eighty millions would give sixteen mil-
lions. The other eighty millions toially
prohibited might be taken atlen per, cent.
making cight millions more  Thus twen-
ty ‘four millions would be put in the pack-
ets of themanufacturers.  Mr. MeD. went

minutely into explanations oun this sub-
jeet.

| © Mr. McD. said he had made out an es-
| timate of the amount of Capitol, &c. em-
ployed in manufactures. He would show
the distressed condition of those manufac-
turers who eame here begging for aid and
protectlon.  He would show the damount
of the profits put in their pockels every
year’ by this system. The manufaeturers
of cotton state their anouval prodactions at
forty-six millions. .

The raw material Isuppose to be one
forth of the value of the manulactured ar-
ticles. I concede hall adollara day to
persous employed, aud ten per cent nn the
wear and tear of machinery; and the in-
terest ,ou the dead capital kept there I put
at ten millions. Lot mo give you & pic-
ture ol their distress. T'he manufacturers
of Massachuseus are, from the above daia,
now liviog on the small profit ol thirty
four percent. on the capital employed by
them, on the averge; but I have informa-
tion that some of them are recsiving lorty
per cent. profit, aud laying aside a hand-
some contimgent fund. 'T'he average pro-
fit on other manufactures doesuot averags
Lut twenty nine per cent.” On rolled iron
it is thirty-nine per cent. on the capital
invested. The Benator from Pennsylva-

| oia could correct him if wrong. Thuy re-

ceived al their furvaces two cents n
pound. :

Mr. McDufiie. That is distressing that
they. cant not live on aprofit of thirty-
nine per cent. on their capital.

The Salt made in Virginia costto make
it 8400-000, A profit of eighty per ceot.
is. made on the capital if the salt sells at
iwenly five cis. a hushel. He made these
statemenis to show into whoss pockets
these “enormous bounties went. The
ground o which this sysiem was origi-

;unlly supporzed was, thatit would protect

domestic indnstry from the competition of
foreign industry._ This was a fallacy.
There could be no competition between
the manufaciurers here and thoso a broad.
The competition was between the diflur-
ent branches of indusiry at home.  What
was it to our manufacturers that at Bir-
mingham they made three hundred mil«
lions or three hundred thousand millions
worth of goods 7 It wa nothing till those
goods were brought into the Uniled States
for consumption.

Another prominent argument in favor cf
the protective system was, that it helped
‘us to maintain our national independence.
If there whs _gny truth in this argumear,
then it would strike a blow at once at our
foreign commerce, aud abolish our navy,
which cnsts us nine millions of dollars a
year. National independence ! indepen-
dent of whom ?

It is the language of depots—it is the
language of those who could live by plun-
der—of thoss who war with tha peace and
welfare of the human kind. Now, sir,
nothing under leaven so illustrates the
principles of Christiauiry as this mutal deZ
pendence of nations. It was this generu]
principle of harmony between natious, thig
houd to keep the peace, that the tariff sys:
tem would break down, It was the onl
foundation oun which the peace and hapi-
uess of the world could rest.  He cannot
be a Chrisrian who secks 1o destroy this
baond of fellowship between nations,
These remirks were not speculative, nor
were they made for any vain object of display.
They relorred to a state of thingy that was nc-
tunily approaching. The system aimed at the
destruction of the commerce which tends to
bind us in relatious of peace to <ome into con-
flict Yet. while destroying three-lonrths of
our commerce with England and the rest of En-
rope, we are rearing up a navy at the expense
of nine millions a year. We muat build ships
to empoly workmen. A ost pathetic appeal
was lately made to us in behalf of workmen at
the navy yard foremployment; and the admin-
istration ol the Government was denounced in
the publle printg Lecause it would not keep
persons employed without authority of lnw. In
coming to this eity in the cura from Baldmore,
he heard this matter spoken of in such a nun-
ner as to lead one o suppose that the griev-
ance was beyond endurance, and that the peo-
ple cancerned wonld come to this Capitol and
drive us from onr places here. Th state of
feeling natnrally resulted from the ‘spirit and
geniua of this aysiem -

Why maintain these splendid flects scouring
the Pacific, the coast of Afviea, &e. for the
sake of n paltry commerce of three millions ?
{f yon must deslm{ foreign commerce, you
must nlso destroy the navy, We must adopt
the policy of the Chinese—as they were, not
as they ave.  You want a_navy to defeod onr
commeree.  Against whom? Pirates? En-
eland1 for she is held np us the bughear when-
ever you are asked for approprintions. — What
do you want this navy for? To defend com-
merce, yon say, Dut the great enemy of com-
werce is not England, nor pirntes, nor I'ni'eign
nations, bat here in this Capitol; and before
God. he declared that he wonld rather under-
toke to defi:nd eommerce from all those ene-
mies than from thia Congress.

It was also nrged that the system would ben-
efit farmers. How 1 The circle within which
the feriner coald deal with the mannfucturers
beneficiully was narrow. He would agree that
for a shiort distance, it was a matual monopoly.
It did not extend (nr becanse of distance, and
the difficulty of transportation prevented it.

Now. he would tell the gentlemen that the
| planters of the Soutli bear the same relation to

iverpool and Manchester—their naturnl mar-
kets—that the Eastern fariners bear to the man-
ulucturer, in their immediate vicinity. Dis-
tance made no difference 10 the parties. Their
natnral markets, which God gave them, were
in Liverpool and Manchester, and Leeds and
Birmingham.

Another iden was, that the system made
mannfactures: chaaper.  The manufacturers
cannot compete, they say, with the foreign mau-
afuctorer. and therefore they d 1 more
than twenty per cent. duty. This was conclu-
sive, ns far as we could judge from men's ue-

sell articles cheaper than we  can® import
them. If they could afford to manufacture any
thing like as cheap as the foreign munufactnr-
er, they.would not nced any higher duty than
twenty per cent.

tions. not their professions  that they could not |

tribute to foreign nations.

bute. What could we expect when such prin-
ciples were advocated by high authorities, The

by twenty percent than any other. I we buy,
we pay tribute, itissaid. DBut the tribute is
on e other side. Mr. Clay Las snid,’in a re-
cent letter, that it was good policy to buy as
little of foreign nations us possible, and sell as
much as possible to them. Thisis the advice
| gruvely given 1o the most enlightened people
on the face of the earth by one of its most dis-
tinguished men.  What would o horse-jockey
say if you tell him to give his best horse in ex-
change for the meanest heconld get? We must
give all our best products for the smallest quan-
uty of foreign goodsin exchange. What could
we do with all the precions metals in‘the world
il we bonght nothing with them? We would
be werse off than the Spaniards ever were,
with all their gold and silver, exporting nothing.
You wust gend money abroad, because you
prohibit buying abroad; und foreign nations
-eannot buy of you unless you buy of them.

He ulluded now to the operation of the sys-
tem on the exporting States. What was its
effect on vur staples? Now, we would under-
take to maintuin thint the value of those siaples
was diminished in the proportion that the du-
ties were inereazed, The value of exports was
the value yuu could receive in exchange for
them. The amount received in exchunge was
not to be estimated in money alone. Mr.
McDuflie went into some stutements and cal-
culations to illustrate this view. The jconse-
guence of this selling every thing aud buying
nothing was riow sevetely felt by the people of
the South. 'They fonud themselves; with a de-
lightful soil, with a valuable staple, which
clothes half the world cheaper than they can
be in any other way; with as industrious habits
asuny peopls on the face of the carth, not ex-
copting those of Europe, they fonnd themselyes
laboring under embarrassments and sinking
into poverty. The importation of specie into
the United States degrades irs value here, and
enhances it in Liverpool and Mauchester, and
renders our products lower there, Do we not
recrive o smaller umount for our cotton in this
way 1 Are nol onr neans of enjoying life cur-
tailed by this dilficulty of obtaining consumable
commodities? The idea of selling every thing
for gold nud silver was the most gross delusion
ever heard of in the world.

The amount of imports from France, En-
gland, Germany, &c. excluded by this tariff
cannot be less than forty millions, and who sul-
fors from it? The planters sustain
burden arising from this prohibition. What
have we seen in Manchester lately 7 A market
has been opened with [ndia. It gave an instan-
taneous stimulus,to the trade. Suppose we
open our markets, would it not give insianta- |
neous prosperity to the Soutn? We were ap-
proaching a fearful crisis. In the Southern
States this was a matier of life and death. T'his
poliey has created a hostile feeling against the
South—their peace, happiness, and very exist-
ence—on the part of Great Britin. It had cut
off the trade Leiween this trade aud Grent Bri-
tain tosuch an extentusto destroy every friend-
ly fecling that springs [rom commereial recipro-
city; and the feeling of England had allied it-
seli’ with Bastern abolitionism against the South,
Hecontended thatthe producing States were
in a state of colonial vassulage to the manufac-
tirers. A large per centage Wwas laken frowm
our pockets and put into those of the manufnc-
turers. Supposg we were colonisl dependen-
cies of England, what would be our situation 7
England might compel us to trade with her
alone; but that would be the best market in the
world for us, and England could give us our
commodities cheaper than any other nation
conlddo. But we were now compelled to
trade with onr mother, or rather mother coun-
try, on the most disadyaniageons lerins. We
were compelled to buy of New Englund and
sell tu her—the worst inurket we could have.
He suid thut this was the ouly nation in the
world that derived its whole revenue from iw-
pors, England had excises, and income tay.
&e., and, if he remembered rightiy the amount
she derived from customs was only one-tenth
of the whole. Rather than that this palicy
shonld continue, lie would see every blade of |
eotton nipped in the bud.  Suppose he were
o introduce n bill to raise the revenue of the
Unitedd States by an excise duty of equalamount
to the import duty. “Two hundred and forty
millions of cotton manufictures would be the
subject ol taxation. It would yield, with a tax
of tip per cent., a revenne of twenty-fonr mil-
lions of dollara. We have been paying a duty
of furty per cent. on our imported gouds, and
they could not complain il we laud this excise
duiy on their products. ‘They say it falls on
the consumer only. This wonld be equal to a
duty only of thirty per cent., on an importation
of eighty millions.

Suppose we qnit making eottori 7 We can.
not makao it at these prices.  VWe cannot make
it to rot on our hands. What shall we da?
Suppose we manufactire? Suppoze we, who
are nuly receiving twelveand a halleeuts a day
for the labor of vur slaves—and onr Northern
fiellow-citizens having made slaves of us all—
suppose we abundon ourland, make no coiton,
and ennfer on the mannfacturers of the United
States the inestimable blessings of having to
pay thirty cents a pound for cotton, instead of
three cents; suppnse we become your rivals
in manofacturing? We can have steam. water
power, and every advaniagn I we can make
half a dollar a day on our operatives, and twen:
ty or thirty per cent on their productions, we
would be doing well. The Southern negro,
acelimated us he is, is much more efficient than
the Mexican, and ten times more so than the
East [ndinn.  Slave labor, notwitistanding all
the Enropean economists tells us, who know
nothing about it, is the cheapest labor in the
world.  Suppose, then, we go to manufnctu:-
ing and undersell you, making no more goods
than we can use—what would be the result?
You of the North cannot bear a competition
even with the free labor of England, much less
of slave labor; and a Senator from Messachu-
setts had declared here that southern industry
should never be bronght into competition with
the free labor of the North. What would you
do! Would yon attempt to impose a discrimi-
nating duty of forty per cent hetween the 'pro-
duce of the two species of labor 7 Ifthint were
attempted, would not the South, patient asshe
bad been, rise up againstit? ’

Sir, I ean conseientionsly sy, that dnring
the twenty-four years that T'have been connect-
ed with this Governmesr, T have contemplated
it with painful feelings. I'have knoivo it only
by its exnctiong or oppresstons. -1 have since

But it was said that by this system we would
relieve ourselves of the ignominy of puying
Yeus, sir, a Presi-
dent of the United States held up this com-
merce with fureign nations as u degrading tri-

foreign manufurturer could sell to us cheaper

sustain the special | ject toa Convention: fairly constituted,

1828, felt no interest in the Government be-

yond that of my connexion with the B
which'Llive,:™ %= (@ b a8 g lits
. He never should think of the {distinguished
Sepator from Kentacky without the. highest
udmiration, When the compromise was;adopl-
ed he was disposed to say, * Lord, now lettest
thou thy servant depart in peace.” =~ . 0
I'then retired, said Mr. McD., jia the;hope
that I could spend my daysin peace, disgastet
with every thing else I had scenand heard here.
Aud I can tell gentlemen now, that in consent-
ing to come here agan, I was influencedby the
hope that T might have some agency, hibwever
small, in effecting another adjusunent of thig
questidn,  If that hope foiled:him, he shounld
shaka off the dust of his feet, and leave this
place forever. . S
He warned the manufacturing States that it
would be for their interest to abandon‘this fatal
policy; for it would be fatal to them. The con-
dition of things wonld soon change. The great
West would combine with the South azinst
this monster of injustice—this,god of Eastern
idolatry ; and it was only necessary. 1o tear off :
the veil that concealed the monsterjin order to
expose its deformity to the people of the Unit-
ed States. . He had attempted to do this.” The

result he left te God. 3

Mr. Calhoun’s Address. |

From the Charleston Mercury. /%t
Roox or THE CeExTRAL CoMMITTES, P!
: January 3,1844.° }
To the Editors of the Charleston Mercury <™
We enclose to you for publication a let-
ter to us and ao address from'the Hon.J.
C. Calhona to his friends éod supporterss
giving his reasvns for withholding 'his’
name as & Candidate for the Presidency,
from the Convenlion which is to &ssemble
in Baltimore on the 4th" Monday in May
aext. THERE, 2
Inplacing this document ig“your hands
for publicativn, it is proper to “state, that
although transmitted to this' Committee,
to be through them submitted to thé pub-’
lie, the abseuce of many of jits’ membérs'
prevented the assemblage of a IQuoram’
until this day, when its publication{was®
directed in accordance with thejwishes'of’
Mr. Calboun. : Lt i

tate:

Fort Hivz, Dec. 21, 1843, ' ° "
Gentlemen :—I herewith énclose you,as’ e
the organ cf those who have nominated’ s
me for the Presidency in this State;sub=iv. - = %

Address to my political (riends aod:
porters, assigning my reasons for not pe
mitting my narae to go before 1he propas;
Convention to be held in Baltimore dn?, -
May vext. I trdnsmit'it-to you, becausa® ..
I deem it respectful and proper ‘to make X
it known 1o those towhom il is addressed, .
through you, and in order to affurd 'yon an "
opporlunity lo teke such weasures in'rela-
tion to it, as you may deem proper,if ia-
deed, you should deem any ‘pecessary.
All I havesto reqiest is, that its publica-
tion should nnt be unnecessarily delayed.’
With great respect, [ am, &c. &e.

(Signed) J. C. CALHOUN.. _ Eeh
fon. Jacob Bond I'On~ ~ * : A,
and other members of the Committee.
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St sl
Tar Aorness or Mr. CAnEOUN TO B8
PosiTicaL FrIENDS AND SUPPORTERS.
1 have left itto you. my friends and sup-'
poriers, through whose favorable estimare'
of my qualifications, my-name has been_
presented to the people of “the United
States for the otfice of Chief Magistrate,
to conducet the canvass on such ‘principles,
and in such manner, as you may think
best. But, in so doing, lydid vot waive
my right to determine, on my individual’™
responsibility, what eourse my duty might -
compel me to pursue uliimately, nor have
I been an inatientive observer of the can-
vasg and the course you have taken.. =T
It afTords me pleasure 1o be enabled to:
say,that on all leading questions, growing
out of the canvass, I heartily concurred
with you, in the grounds you took, and
especially in those relating to the mode'in
which the Delegates to the proposed Con-
vention to be held in Ballimore, should be
appointed, and how they should vote.—
You have, in' my opinion, conclusively <. -
shown, that they should be appointed by =
Districts ‘and wole per capila ; but yoar
reasons, as conclusive as they are, have
proved in vain. Already New York and
some other States have appointed Dele- -
ates, en masse, by State Copventions,
and one State (Virginia) has resolved that
the votes of her Delegates should be given
by the majority, and be counted per capita, . iz
Their eourse would neressarily overrule ’
that which you have so"ably supported,’
should yon gointo Convention, and would
leave you uo aliernative; but to yield yours
and adopt theirs, kowever much'you may
lic opposed to it on principle; or 10 meet
them oo the most unequal terms, with
divided against united and“concentrated 7
forces. e
The question then is, what course,” un-
der such circumstances, should be-adopt-
ed? Andthat question, you will'be com-
pelled speedily to decide: The new ap-
proach of the time for meeting of: the pro- =
posed Convention will not admit of much :
longor del%y. But as .your course’ may -
depend in some degrée on that swhich'
have decided 1o take, I deem it due te the
relation subsisting’ beiween' 'us, 10 make
mine known 10 you without further delay.
I, then, after the most carelul and  de-
liberate survey of the whole ground, have
deciddd, that I cannot permit my aume to
go before the proposed Couvention, con- -
stityted as it must now be, ‘consistently
withthe prineiples, whieh have ever gui-
ded my poblic conduct. My objection
are insupernble. As it' must b‘e'cudsli_mm
itis repuguant to all the principles, ‘on -
which, in my opinion, such a.Convention
should be formed. What those principles
are, ['shall'now proceed briefly to state.
1 hold, then, with vou, that the Conven-
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