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Choate, Bast, Norris, of Car.,
Dryden, Lakin, Hoffacker,
Pattison, Proctor, Wolfe,
Linthicum, Hopkins, Wilsen—23.
Keys,
NEGATIVE,

Messrs.
Speaker, Waters, Martenet,
Ditty, Mitchell, Siegmund.
Krems, Satterfield, Robinson,
Simmons, Lednum, Real,
Walbach, of G., Scrimger, Johnson,
Lancaster, Dunn, Long,
Stewart, Gately, Staley,
Truitt, of Bal. ¢6., Brown, of Bal.city, Biggs,
Mann, Mencke, Wolfinger,
Sandman, Bramble, Frenzel,
Jeffers, Sanford, Radeliffe,
Dudley, of Tal,, XKnott, Close,
Ward, Lehmayer, Graeff,
Merrick, Latrobe, Waller,
Perkins, Curtis, Roberts,
Contee, Dunean, Bennett—49.

Mr. Kendall proposed the following amendment:
AMENDMENT PROPOSED.
“That none of the provisions of this Aet shall apply to
Kent county.”
Which was rejected.

Mr. Foster propesed the following amendment:
AMENDMENT PROPOSED.

At the end of section 6 add the words ‘provided, that
this Act shall not apply to Harford county.”

Which was rejected.
Mr. Mackie proposed the following amendment:
AMENDMENT PROPOSED.

“That Cecil county be exempted from the provisions of
this Act.”

Which was rejected.
Mr. Dryden proposed the following amendment:



