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But it ‘seemed to him that that was fhe proper’
system to be adopted. . " . T
He expressed his surprise at the mode of attack
which had been iniroduced against his proposi-
tion. If a motion had been made ‘o reconsider:
the vote taken yesterday, he would have voted

for it—not because his views had undergone an}\

change, but because he was willing to see whet
er any propesition better than his own could be
brought forward.. . - ' "

Mr. 8. then proceeded to vindicate his own
proposition, and. to reply seriatim to the objec-
tions which had been urged against it. -

Mr. S8eencer expressed his regret that the gen-
tleman from Washington,(Mr. Schley,) bad offer-
ed his amendment to the 16th section, as amended
by the amendment of the gentleman from Caro-
line. . He could vote for it as a distinct proposi-
tion, but ‘not ia its connection, because the effect
would bey that the Legislature before the codifi-

_cation took place, would have to re-enact-at much

trouble -and expense many, laws, and after the
codification 'took place,-the-same evil would coo-
tinue. . Between the gentlemap :from Washing-"
ton and himself there was a difference of: opinion,
as to the cotistruction put on the amendment of
the gentleman from Caroline, by that gentleman
and the gentleman from Frederick,( Mr. Thomas.)
He asked the. gentleman from Frederick, if he did
not find that though, in amending a law, it would
not be required that the whole law should be
re-enacted; as the whole of the'testamentary sys-
tem, yot all.the parts of the law which related to
:bde subject amended would bave to be re-enact-

Mr. Traomas declined meking any further ex-
planation. if he was not understood by the House
he could not -anake himself more clear. He did
not decline to answer from any disrespect to the

gentleman. Jf he was opposed to him, he knew |

how to respect an honest difference of opinion—
which it was-not important to reconcile. as the
House might vota for different reasons. , He was
unwilling to take the floor too often. ~ '
‘Mr. Spexcen stated that he had asked further
explanation, because he, and the gentleman from
Washington, (Mr. Schley,) understood the gen-
tleman from -Frederick differently. They did
not comprehend the, gentleman from Frederick
alike, on the point whether the amendment of a
part-of any law rendered it necessary to re-enagt
all the parts of the law applying to the subject,
oronly a portion of a law. — K R
Mr. Tuomas still declined to make any further
explanation of his views. O
Mr. ScuvLev thought the opposition made to bis
proposition by the gentleman from Queen Anne’s
arose from a misunderstanding of its jmport. To
make jts object more clear, he thrned to the
codified'laws of Missouri, and showed that the
laws werd divided in chapters. If one of these
chapters was amended it was not necessary fo
re-enact the whole law. By merely amending
the chapter and publishing it as amended, every
useful ];:llrpose was answered. -
Mr. Mgrrick stated that the fact that gentle-
men were unable to agree as to the meaning of
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‘the'amendment proved, the troth’of what hs°bad
before said, that the tendency of the amendment
‘was to make confusion worse confounded.

Mg. Browx wished the codification by the le-
gislature not to interfere with that under the
endment. L :

Mr. ScuLEY suggested

uld move an ametdrent.
~ Mr. Hareine stated, that on 2 previous dsy
he had said he would offer an amendment to tic
section under consideration, so as to prevent the
operation of the amendment of the gentieman

that the gentlemen

fication of the laws. After consultaticn with
gentlemen of more experience, he had concluded
to'waive that intention. It had been charged
that those voting against the propositi-n of that
gentleman were opposed to codification. This
was a great mistake. He was as much ia favor
of it as any man, and did not believe that among
those who voted against that proposition, five
could be found who were hostile 1o it. His rea-
son for voting ‘as'he did, was because he did not
believe the Legislature competent to codify. It
was a great work, that could only be properiv
performed by the most, learned lawyers. That
was the conclusion arrived at by all sther States
where the laws had been codified, and in no in-
stance had such work been left to the Legisiature.
“True, one precedent had been cited, in the State
of Louisiana. But when examined, that was no
precedent at all. There the laws had been firs:
codified by Mr. Liviogston, one of the greatesi
lawyers of his day, and it was ooly afler that,
that the Legislature done what was proposed by
the amendment of the gentieman from Caroline
Now let eur laws be first codified and then be
would cheerfully vote for such a proposition; ia-
deed, what he contended for all the titne, was 1o
ostpone the effect of that proposition until the
faw‘s were codified, and tnen, rut not until then,
would the case cited and our’s, run peraliel.
t only was there no precedent cited, but among
the varied Constitutions of the several States, lie
did not believe a single one could be found. And
‘'why? Because their szges and statesmen must
have supposed such a provision impolitic and
fraught with evil. We should accord to. ctheis
as much wisdom and as sincere 2 desire for the
public weal as we possess; and surely, but for the
evil consequences that were thought would ensuc,
such a provision would have found a place in
more than one Constitution. Now, according
the amendment, the Legislature were to codiy—
for it amounts to that—uutil the persors appcini-
ed by the Legislature had reported a code and
the same had been adopted. This would tuite
several years. Mr. Livingston was engoged
three vears in the great work for the State of
Louisiana, and it was said, that in the State of
New York, four years were already spent, il
the work was not yet completed. From these
cases, it would appear to every man who knew
the confused and chaotic condition of cur legila-
tion from 1692 to the present 1ime, that four or
‘five years must elapse before those engaged for

the purpose could report the code. Now, durirg

from Caroline;, (Mr. Stewart,) until alter a cods- _



