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barmony. And he wonld ask the gentleman
from K-nt. to look at the reason which lay ar
the prople to vote whether or not they would
have a Couvention, there could be no evasion of
this duty.

Mr. SpevceRr said:

That during the debate which had ocenrred on
the fourth of Februry. he had expressed his
opinion that the people have U e inalienable right
at any time to alter, change or modily their gov-
ernment a' pleas.re, and the ressons for that
opinion; and he should advocate the adoption in
this Constitution of @ provision [or taking the
sense of the people upon the subject of culhing a
Conventinn ~ Ha conside-ed th 1 question as a:-
ready settled by a2 voie of the Couven 1on adopt-
ing an article n the bill of righis 10 that ex-
press effect, as would be  found by reference 1o
the journal pp. 267 280 and 281. That provision
huad been carried by a v te of fo ty to twenty-
eight, dec’aring that at reasonable periods the
sen e of the peopie ought to be taken,

The gentleman from Keut, [VIr. Chambers ]
had then stated that he woulu advocate the in-
corporation into the Co: stitution of a provision

be sett ed, and to prevent anxions disputativn in
the (uture.  He had this morning re-athinned that
declaration.

He (Mr. 8.)) would not enter into the ab-
stract guestion of the importance of adjusting
this question, after what 1iad been suid by the
gentlemen irom Kent and  Baltimore counties.
The only qestion now was, how Lo carry out
the measure.

He had voted against the proposition of the
geutleman from Baltimore city, [ Vir. Brent,] ve-
cause he considered the calling ot a Convention
pecessarily legisiative in its character; and the
legislature could more conve iently curry out
the intention. without any iuterposition on the
part of the Governor.

He did not fear to trust the legislature of Ma-
rytand with the discharge of a duty imperatively
required by the Constitution. 1 1L were lelidis-
cretionary with the legislature, as in the propo-
sition ot the gentleman from Calvert, (Mr. Sul-
lers,) he would not assent to if, hecause as a
matier of discreti n it would become a subject
of political agitation and excitement in the hands
of the legisiuture.

He agreed with the proposition of the gentle-
man fiom Fredeiick, (Mr. Thouwas,)) that the
Governor was no more to be trusted in the
discharge of a political or executive duty than
any other man ¥

t'hie genteman from Baltimore county, (M-,
Howard,) hud caid, that we conld anly settle this

gties ion upon abstract principles, and thut we !

had no light of experience to guide us.  He was
mistaken; we were not left in the da k up n this
subject. Very many ot the States « f this Union,
and son e of the older ones from the very first,
had recc gised this ri ht; and wherever it had
been re ognised, there had been 1 ss agitation
than in thuse States where the quest.on had been
left unset.ded by the Coustitution,

He would refer to the Constitutions of Massa-
chusetis, Vermont. New York. Inaiana and oth-
er States.  He referred to the American ¢ onsti-
tution. pp 59, 91. 122, 284. He weuld then ad-
vocate the mea-ure not only as ove of abstract
justice, but us a plain measure, which would en-
sure stabuity, where befere there had been
clamor, turbulence, and excitemwentin regurd 10
a change.

The lirst guestion before the Convention would
be up-n the proposition of the geutloman from
Currolf, (Mr. Brown,) a prop sition wrich
would me-L with Lis hearty concurtence. In
providing for 1he calling of a Convention, it was
nece sary to fix upon a basis for that Convention,
and he conid- red the basis proposed as being
wise and di-ereet.

v hatever settlement might now be made of
the question, oughit to be the busisof any tul.re
Convention wh.ch should assemnble  ile was
happy to say that many members of this body
whr had oppo~ed t e compromse, and who de-
sired a representation ace rding to populatiom,
had declarcd that it the next Consention should
be cul ed upon the husis of represemation estab-

. S : | > lished by this Convention, it would obvisle one
of this kind in order that the public mind might RRC A ‘ ) one o

of their strongest ohjectio s to the vdopiin of
that comvrom se for the settlement of the ques-
tion.  ‘'no-e expressions had atfurded him peen-
har pleasure, a< they seemed to make manfest
the mode of acjusting this heretofore perplexing
question.

That proposition however was but an amend-
ment to the proposition of the gentleman from
Alegany, (Mr. Fizpatrick,) which he consi-
dered to be n strict conformity with and in ex-
ecution of the decision uf February 4 h. it pro-
vided that at certain stated periods the guestion
should be submitted to the people whether ornot
a new Convention should be called. '} be propo-
sition was 1o carry out the declaration in the bill
of rights, to establish the prace measure, and to
secure 1o the prople that which the bill of rights
aflirmed they shonld possess. The propesitiun
of the gentleman from Ailegany left no discre-
tion to the Legi-lature. IL was lmperious: and
in that proposition every thing wus effected
which it was necessary to ¢ffect. 1t would go
further towards secaring the adoption of this
Constitution by the people than any vther provi-
sion which eould be adopted in 1. He would
therefore appeal to ull members who desired a
harmonious conclusion of this question, 10 sustain
this measare.

fiut this proposition was offered as a substitute
for the repuit of the commitee.  The first pro-
positivn in the report was that the Legislature
by acts passed ot two consecutive sessions should
tave the pawer of amending the Constitution.
Against this proposition he was as fully commit-
ted as upon any other point, before his constitu-
ency. | wus unnecessa y to refer U the expe-
ricnee of the past, or to arg-e this proposuion.
His opinion had been already fu ly gives upon it.

‘The second part ol the proposision authorised
the Legislature to call a Convention, leaving it
wholly discretionary with them, and il one
Legislature should be in favor of it, the next




