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perhaps be said, that the power of preventing
bad laws includes that of preventing good ones,
and may be u-ed to one purpose, as well as to
the other But this objection will have little
weight with those who can properly estimate the
mischiefs of that inconstancy and mutability in
the laws, which form the greatest blemish in the
character and genius of our governments  They
will consider every institution caleulated to re-
strain the excess of law-making, and to keep
things in the same state in which they may hap-
pen to be at any given period, as much more
likely to do good than harm. *ooox o
The superior weight and influence of the legisla-
tive body in a free government, and the hazard
to the Executive in a trial of strength with that
body, afford a satisfactory security, that the ne
gative would generally he employed with great
caution; and that in, its exercise there would of-
tener be room for a charge of timidity than rash-
ness.”

1 must apologise for detaining the Conventinn
so long, particularly as I have so little practice
in reading alourd, as to be entirely unable to do
Justice to the vigorous conceptions and power of
adapting his langnage to his ends, which were
such marked traits in the intellect of General
Hamilton. But [ telt confident that no word- of
my own would have one hundredth part of the
force and weight, which those just read by me
merit, and the Convention will, I am sure, not re-
gret the substitution.

1 will beg leave to quote from one other high
authority, the very antipode of General Ham:l-
ton in political doctrines, and belonging not only
to an opposite school of politics, but to a differ-
ent era of our country, and a much later stage in
our national progress and experience. 1 refer
to the late John C. Calhoun, the most accurate
logician and brilliant reasoner that has ever
graced a lexislative body.

In a sprech delivered in the United States'Sen.
ate. in Febroary 1842, on a resolution looking to
the abolition of the veto power of the President.
Mr Calhoun entered into an elahorate examina-
tion of the whole theory of our frderal Constitu-
tion, as connected with and influenced by the pe-
culiar feature which | am endeavoring to per.
suade you ‘o include among the fundamental ele
ments of the structure of our State. Mast of the
remai ks uttered on that oceasion. by the gifted
man from whom Iam about to quote, do not ap
ply immediutely to our task or circumstances ;
but some pas<ages of that profound speech, gene-
ral in their bearing and applicable to all repubii-
can Constitutions, I will trouble you to listen to

Speaking of the necessity for protecting the
President against the encroachments (£ Corgress,
Mr, Calhoun says: “T'o make a division of
power effectual. a veto in one form or another
1s indispensable. The right of each te judge for
iteelf of the extent of the power allotted to it
share, and to protectitself in its exercise, is what
in reality is meant by a division of power W ith-
out it, the allotment to each department would
be a mere partition and no division at all, * *
But this is not the orly motive There is anoth-
er and deeper, to whieh the division itself of the

government into departments is subordination—
to enlarge the popular bhsis, by increasing the
number of voices necessary to its action. * * *
But it may be said that nothing is gained towards
enlarging the popular basis of the government by
the veto power, because the number necessary to
elect a majority to the two houses, without which
the act could not pass, would be sufficient to
elect him, (the President.) That is tine.” It
is not likely, however, to be true in Maryland,
under the Constitution which we are forming,
and this ecircumstance strengthens the force of
Mr. Calhoun’s observations. He proceeds ‘“but he
may have been elected by a different portiop of the
people, or, if not great changes may take place
during his four years, both in the Senate and the
House which gay change the majority that
brought him int®power, and with it the mea-
sures and policy to be pursued. In either case he
might find it necessary to interpose his veto, to
maintain his views of the Constitution, or the
policy of Jthe party of which he is at the head,
and whirh elevated him to power. % * *
But a s'ill stronger consideration for vesting him
with the vetn power may be found in the differ-
ence of the manvner of his election, compared
with that of the members of either House. * *
Even if he should not be a candidate for re-elec~
tion, the desire of having a favorite elected, or
maintaining the ascendancy of his party, may
have, to a considecable extent, the same influ-
ence over him,” (i. e incline him to aspire to the
favorahle opinicn of all portions of the State
over which he presides.) ¢The cffect, ineither
case, would he to make him look more to the in-
terest of the whole, 10 soften sectional feelings and
asperity—to be more of a patriot, than the parti-
zan of any particvlar interest, and through the
inflience of these causes. to give a more general
character to the politics of the couniry, 4nd
therehy render the collisiun between secticnal in-
terests less fierce than it would be if legislation
depended solely on the members of the two
Houses, who owe no responsibility but to those
who elected them. * * * But, be the cause
of interposing his veto what it may, irs effect. in
all cases is to require a greater body of constitu-
ency. through the legislative organs, to put the
government in action against it —1o require an-
other key to be struck. and to bring out a more
full and perfect vesponse from the voice of the penple.
* % * ‘The veto of itself, impoitant as it is,
sinks into nothing compared to the principle in-
volved. It is but one. and that by no means the
most considerable, of those many devices which
 have attempted to exp ain, and which were in-
tendrd to strengthen the popular basis of our
government, and resist its tendency to fall under
the control of the dominant interest, acting
through the more numerical majority.”

I have now, sir, gotten through with my quota.
tiors. and am extremely s rry to have detained
the Convention so long with so much bad reading.

At the period of our revolution, when most of
the States formed their Constitution, there ex.
isted a prejudice against this power in others of
the States, as well as in Maryland, and probably
for the same reason—viz: it baviug been, up to



