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The question being upon the adoption of this amendment,
Mr. Naill demanded the yeas and nays. :
The demand being sustained, ‘

The yeas and nays were called and appeared as follows:

AFFIRMATIVE.
Messrs.
Bird, Purnell, B Rauger,
Lancaster, Rigys, Jones,
Baldwin, Hinks, ‘ Ra.whngs,
Whitelock, =~ Nailj, Atkinson,
Curtis, Rutledge, Sprigg,
Given, Buoyle, Rinehart,
Lankford, Scott, Lamotte,
Gunby, Farrow, Dashiell—24.
NEGATIVE.
Messrs.
Dunbar, Culbreth,, Harig,
Mattingly, Rusk, Sanders,
Boyer, . Berkemeier, Fenton,
Usilton, Lewis, - Canby,
Hodges, McWilliams, Griffith,
Robinson, Hoblitzell, Brown,
Rullman, Stewart, Walters, of Car’l.,
Briscoe, McAleese, Donaldson,
Snowden, Loune, Clark,
Gwynn, Chaisty, Browning—32.
Vaudiver, Hess,

So the amendment was rejected.
Mr. Naill proposed the following -amendment :

AMENDMENT PROPOSED.

Strike out in Section 6, line 11, ¢1,200,’’ and insert.
4,000.”’

The question being on the adoption of this amendment
Mr. Naill demanded the yeas and nays,

The demand be!ng sustaicel,

The yeas an1 nays were called and appeared a3 followsg

APFIRMATIVE,
Messrs. :
Bird,  :+  Given, -+ - Naill,
Lancasher, ‘2. Gunby, v Scott,
Baldwin, ‘*;;, Riggs, - ‘Farrogg, -
‘Whitelock,” % Hinks, = mmgegs...xs
Curtis,

£3
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