So, the amendment was rejected.

The bill was then read a second time, and ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading.

On motion of Mr. Chaisty, (the rules being suspended),
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The yeas and nays were called and appeared as follows :

AFFIRMATIVE,

Messrs,
Stone, Kirk, Porter,
Rowe, Chaisty, Young, of Alle.,
Miller, McColgan, Robinette,
McCosker, Whitson, Johunson—12,

NEGATIVE.

Messrs.
Gorman, Speaker, Vickers, Stewart,
-Colton, of 8t. M.’s, Radcliffe, Travers,
Dunbar, Scott, Colton, of B. city,
Wilmer, Sasscer, Harig, '
Hourtt, Bowie, Feig,
Wells, Eareckson, Markland,
Henkle, Ford, of Q. A, Griswold,
Chapman, Franklin, Young, of Wash. co
Shipley, Parker, Riggs,
Turner, Baldwin, Clark, of Mont.,
Spencer, Streett, Coles,
Banks, Mamilton, T, H., Steele,
Goldsborough, Hamilton, C. R., Lamotte, H. H.,
Waller, Jamart, Linthicum,
Dougherty, Staylor. Langrell—46.
Smith,

The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill, en-
titled an Act entitled a supplement to an Act, entitled an
Act to lay off streets in Baltimore county, adjoining Balti-
more City, and to repeal certain Acts inconsistent there-
with, passed by the General Assembly of Maryland at the
January Session, 1870, chapter 99.

Said bill having been made the order of the day for Thurs-
day next, 1st February,

On motion of Mr. Chaisty,

The vote by which the bill had been made the order of the
day for Thursday next was reconsidered.

The bill was then placed upon file for a second reading.

The bill, entitled an Act to repeal the Act of 1870, chap-
ter 418, entitled an Act to repeal all those sections of Article



