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Nullification of Federal Laws
South Carolina ordinance of nullification
Question 1
The main argument for nullification by South Carolina was that tariffs were unconstitutional and were not binding on South Carolina. According to the argument, Congress had exceeded its power imposed on it by the constitution to impose taxes and collect revenue. Instead, the congress-imposed rules to collect unnecessary revenue, which according to the south California state, were unauthorized by the constitution. Therefore, South Carolina declared that several acts and acts of Congress pleading to the laws for the imposing of taxes for imports were considered null and void since it was against the constitution (Commager, 1948). The power to impose any tariffs was put in the hands of the legislature and not the state. 
Question 2
Daniel Webster believed that states' nullification was illegal, and only the supreme court had the power to nullify any federal law. According to webster, national unity was more important than state rights. The nullification of the tariff laws by the state of South Carolina was therefore against what wester believed in. Today, states challenge the congressional laws by being an alarm to any laws by the federal government which they believe is not constitutional, and this means that the state has no power of nullifying any laws by the federal government since the federal government is more superior.
Reference
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Webster’s opposition to nullification
Question 1
According to Webster, unlike the state, the people have the power to change any laws in the constitution which they disapprove of. I believe that Webster's view is that the constitution is made to guide the people, and therefore when the people feel that the constitution is not as they wish it to be, they have a right to make any relevant changes. Webster's argument that the state does not have the power to change the constitution connects with the argument that the people have the power (Webster & Whipple, 1889). The state represents the people and their power can only be imposed to it by the people. With his argument, the constitution is at stake since, unlike the state, the people have little knowledge of the most relevant changes that need to be made.
Question 2
Webster possesses Oratory skill, which is the ability to speak in public eloquently. The way that Webster brings out his ideas as he points out the issue of nullification is admirable. I believe that people can use their oratory skills in bringing out ideas, but most people do not have a platform to practice and showcase their skills. The oratorical tradition has greatly been affected by televisions, the internet, and the media since they have changed people's way of interaction and passing on their ideas. People no longer gather to listen to speakers; rather, they acquire all the information on the internet and media in written articles or recorded videos. 
Reference
Webster, D., & Whipple, E. P. (1889). The great speeches and orations of Daniel Webster: with an essay on Daniel Webster as a master of English style. Little, Brown.

