South Carolina Exposition and Protest, 1828, secretly written by Vice President John C. Calhoun
Highlight main ideas and summarize his view.

. . . [The Federal] Government is one of specific powers, and it can rightfully exercise only the powers expressly granted, and those
that may be "necessary and proper" to carry them into effect; all others being reserved expressly to the States, or to the people. It
results necessarily, that those who claim to exercise a power under the Constitution, are bound to shew [sic], that it is expressly
granted, or that it is necessary and proper, as a means to some of the granted powers. The advocates of the Tariff have offered no
such proof. It is true, that the third [sic; eighth] section of the first article of the Constitution of the United States authorizes Congress
to lay and collect an impost duty, but it is granted as a tax power, for the sole purpose of revenue; a power in its nature essentially
different from that of imposing protective or prohibitory duties. . . . The Constitution grants to Congress the power of imposing a
duty on imports for revenue; which power is abused by being converted into an instrument for rearing up the industry of one section of
the country on the ruins of another. The violation then consists in using a power, granted for one object, to advance another, and that
by the sacrifice of the original object . . . . . . . . So partial are the effects of the system, that its burdens are exclusively on one side
and its benefits on the other. It imposes on the agricultural interest of the South, including the South West, and that portion of our
commerce and navigation engaged in foreign trade, the burden, not only of sustaining the system itself, but that also of sustaining
government. In stating the case thus strongly, it is not the intention of the committee to exaggerate. If exaggeration were not
unworthy of the gravity of the subject, the reality is such as to render it unnecessary. . . .
Calhoun/South Carolina’s view of the nature of federalism:

Excerpt from the Webster-Hayne Debates
Daniel Webster, 1830
Highlight main ideas and then summarize historical viewpoint and significance.
If anything be found in the national Constitution, either by original provision or subsequent interpretation, which
ought not to be in it, the people know how to get rid of it. If any construction, unacceptable to them, be
established, so as to become practically a part of the Constitution, they will amend it, at their own sovereign
pleasure. But while the people choose to maintain it as it is, while they are satisfied with it and refuse to change
it, who has given, or who can give, to the state legislatures a right to alter it, either by interference, construction,
or otherwise?
I profess, sir, in my career hitherto, to have kept steadily in view the prosperity and honor of the whole country, and the preservation of our federal Union. It is to that
Union we owe our safety at home, and our consideration and dignity abroad. It is to that Union that we are chiefly indebted for whatever makes us most proud of our
country-that Union we reached only by the discipline of our virtues in the severe school of adversity. It had its origin in the necessities of disordered finance, prostrate
commerce, and mined credit. Under its benign influences, these great interests immediately awoke, as from the dead, and sprang forth with newness of life. Every
year of its duration has teemed with fresh proofs of its utility and its blessings. And although our territory has stretched out wider and wider, and our population
spread farther and farther, they have not outrun its protection or its benefits. It has been to us all a copious fountain of national, social, and personal happiness.
I have not allowed myself, sir, to look beyond the Union, to see what might he hidden in the dark recess behind. I have not coolly weighed the chances of preserving
liberty when the bonds that unite us together shall be broken asunder. I have not accustomed myself to hang over the precipice of disunion, to see whether, with my
short sight, I can fathom the depth of the abyss below; nor could I regard him as a safe counselor in the affairs in this government whose thoughts should be mainly
bent on considering, not how the Union may be best preserved but how tolerable might be the condition of the people when it should be broken up and destroyed.
While the Union lasts, we have high, exciting, gratifying prospects spread out before us, for us and our children. Beyond that I seek not to penetrate the veil.
God grant that in my day, at least, that curtain may not rise! God grant that on my vision never may be opened what lies behind! When my eyes shall be turned to
behold for the last time the sun in heaven, may I not see him shining on the broken and dishonored fragments of a once glorious Union; on states dissevered,
discordant, belligerent; on a land rent with civil feuds, or drenched, it may be, in fraternal blood! Let their last feeble and lingering glance rather behold the gorgeous
ensign of the republic, now known and honored throughout the earth, still full high advanced, its arms and trophies streaming in their original luster, not a stripe
erased or polluted, nor a single star obscured, bearing for its motto, no such miserable interrogatory as "What is all this worth?" nor those other words of delusion and
folly, "Liberty first and Union afterwards"; but everywhere, spread all over in characters of living light, blazing on all its ample folds, as they float over the sea and over
the land, and in every wind under the whole heavens, that other sentiment, dear to every true American heart-Liberty and Union, now and forever, one and
inseparable!
According to Webster, what is the nature of the federal union under the Constitution?

How did Jackson respond to Webster’s views?

What is the lasting impact and/or significance of Webster’s views?

The Ordinance of Nullification, 1832, excerpt
Highlight main ideas and summarize the viewpoint.
…And we, the people of South Carolina, to the end that it may be fully understood by the Government of the United States, and the
people of the co-States, that we are determined to maintain this, our Ordinance and Declaration, at every hazard, Do further Declare
that we will not submit to the application of force, on the part of the Federal Government, to reduce this State to obedience; but that
we will consider the passage by Congress, of any act... to coerce the State, shut up her ports, destroy or harass her commerce, or to
enforce the acts hereby declared null and void, otherwise than through the civil tribunals of the country, as inconsistent with the longer
continuance of South Carolina in the Union: and that the people of this state will thenceforth hold themselves absolved from all further
obligation to maintain or preserve their political connection with the people of the other States, and will forthwith proceed to organize
a separate Government, and do all other acts and things which sovereign and independent States may of right do....
Explain how the Ordinance of Nullification illustrates the view of compact theory.
[COMPACT THEORY: Regarding the Constitution of the United States, the compact theory holds that the nation was formed through a
compact agreed upon by all the states, and that the federal government is consequently a creation of the states]

Andrew Jackson State of the Union Speech December 30, 1830. Highlight main ideas and summarize in the space provided.
It gives me pleasure to announce to Congress that the benevolent policy of the Government, steadily pursued for nearly 30
years, in relation to the removal of the Indians beyond the white settlements is approaching to a happy consummation. Two
important tribes have accepted the provision made for their removal at the last session of Congress, and it is believed that
their example will induce the remaining tribes also to seek the same obvious advantages….

Main Ideas of Andrew Jackson
State of the Union Speech

Humanity has often wept over the fate of the aborigines of this country, and Philanthropy has been long busily employed in
devising means to avert it, but its progress has never for a moment been arrested, and one by one have many powerful
tribes disappeared from the earth. To follow to the tomb the last of his race and to tread on the graves of extinct nations
excite melancholy reflections. But true philanthropy reconciles the mind to these vicissitudes as it does to the extinction of
one generation to make room for another….Philanthropy could not wish to see this continent restored to the condition in
which it was found by our forefathers. What good man would prefer a country covered with forests and ranged by a few
thousand savages to our extensive Republic, studded with cities, towns, and prosperous farms, embellished with all the
improvements which art can devise or industry execute, occupied by more than 12,000,000 happy people, and filled with all
the blessings of liberty, civilization, and religion?....
The present policy of the Government is but a continuation of the same progressive change by a milder process. The tribes
which occupied the countries now constituting the Eastern States were annihilated or have melted away to make room for
the whites. The waves of population and civilization are rolling to the westward, and we now propose to acquire the
countries occupied by the red men of the South and West by a fair exchange, and, at the expense of the United States, to
send them to a land where their existence may be prolonged and perhaps made perpetual.
Doubtless it will be painful to leave the graves of their fathers; but what do they more than our ancestors did or than our
children are now doing?....
Can it be cruel in this Government when, by events which it can not control, the Indian is made discontented in his ancient
home to purchase his lands, to give him a new and extensive territory, to pay the expense of his removal, and support him a
year in his new abode? How many thousands of our own people would gladly embrace the opportunity of removing to the
West on such conditions! If the offers made to the Indians were extended to them, they would be hailed with gratitude and
joy….
Rightly considered, the policy of the General Government toward the red man is not only liberal, but generous. He is
unwilling to submit to the laws of the States and mingle with their population. To save him from this alternative, or perhaps
utter annihilation, the General Government kindly offers him a new home, and proposes to pay the whole expense of his
removal and settlement.
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