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Mr. King submitted the following proposed amend-
ment:
AMENDMENT PROPOSED . .
«Provided, That St. Mary’s county be exempted from
the provisions of this Act.”
Which was adopted.
Mr. Walbach submitted the following proposed amend-
ment: '
AMENDMENT PROPOSED.

Section 1. After the word “counties” in line 10, strike
out all down to and including “line 13.”

Which was adopted.

The bill, as amonded, was then read a third time and
passed by yeas and uays as follows:

AFFIRMATIVE.

Messrs.
Speaker, Kimble, Lehmayer,
King, Merrick, Latrobe,
@Garner, Perkins, Martenet,
Kendall, . Dudley, of Q. A., Siegmund,
Norris, of Kent, Norman, Cover,
Ditty, Smith, Robinson,
Feldmeyer, . Truitt, of Wor.,, Real,
Gibson, Buckey, Johnson,
Walbach, of @&, Waters, Long,
Choate, Bast, Staley,
Stewart, Lakin, - Biggs,
Truitt, of Bal. co., Mitchell, Clark,
Mann, Hopkiiis, Deets,
Sandman, Foster, Hutton,
Jeflers, Satterfield, Radeliffe,
Collins, Lednum, Graeff,
Dudley, of Tal,, Scrimger, Anderson, of Car.,
Dryden, Mencke, Norris, of Car.,
Disharoon, Bramble, Wilson,
Mackie, Sanford, Finzel—64.
Keys,

NEGATIVE—None.
Said bill was then returned to the Senate.



