ae s
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ANNAPOLIS:
‘Thursday, December 18, 1882.

NOTICR. ;

A FAIR for the benefit of the Female Or-
phan Society of the city of Annapelis, will
be held some time in the ensuing winter at
the usual place. The Manazers of said So-
ciety, give this notice, in order that all those
who are interested in the prospenty thereot
may commence their operations. The Mana-

gers solicit the continued patronage of the

Public.

e
COURT OF APPEALS—Dccerber Term

1839.

Thursday Dec. 6th.—Nos. 60, 61. Philips
and Shipley vs. shipley and Mornton, and
sane vs. Snipley, use of Latrobe and Dea-
ver. The decrees in these cases were affirm-

¢4 by the court with costs.

with costs. :

No. 56. Lanham use Withers and Wash-

jngton ve. Jeffries.

No. 57. Semmes et al. vs. State use Tyler.
Ny, 43. Zadock Sasscery V3. Wallier's

Exr's,

The Judgment in these cases Affiimed nisi.
No. 46. Bdward Jones va. . E. Huu-
gerford.  This case was argued Ly Brewer
2nl Stonestreet for the Appellant, and V.

H. Dorsey and Gilt for the Appellee.

N. 320 William Scott vse Bate adw’r. of

Ge 1vwe. Thiz case was argned by A. C
Mcruder for the Appellant, an.! Johnson for

the Appellee. Appeal dismissed.

No. 55 Richard B. Dorsey ve, State

Pannel. The argument of this case wasco-
menced by V. H. Dorsey and Johnoson for the

Appetlant, and Gitl for the Appellee.

¥riday Dec. Ttn.—The argament of No.
35 was concluded by Jonuson for the Appe

lunt.

17. Gurdiner, Ex'r. of Edelen, vse!

No.
Marv Walls,
No. 18, \Wilfred Suit et al. vs. same.

The court afirmed the Juugments in these

cases.

On »pplication, Alonzo AWV, Manning Tsq.
of Baltimore, was admitted as aa Attorney of

this court.

No. 134, John C. Pavsen’s adm’is, vs.
Goddard, use of Campbeit. The arguwment
of this case was concluded by Tuney, TAtty.

Genl. U. 8. for the Appellants.

No. 59. Chambers’ Exr’s. vi. Clialmers et
al. ‘The argument of this case was com-

menced by Dulany for the Appellants.

Saturday Dec. 8th.—Un application W
ter Mitchel, Eaq. ot Churles county, was

admitted as an Attorney of this court.

No. 39. Chambers’ Ext’s. vs. Chaliners et
al. This case was further argied by »dular,
for the Appeliants, and Tuuey (Atty. Genl.

for the Appellees.

Moniay Dece 10th,—The argument of No.
59 was concluded by Maver for the Appel-

lees, aud Jornson for the Appellants.

Tuesluy Dec. 11th.—No. 62. Steiger
Adn’s. of Steiger vs. Thos. Hillen. Vhi«
case was argued by Mayer for the Appeliant,

and T. P. Scott for the Appellee.

No. 60. Waltermver and Wife vs. Pier-
point et al.  This case wus opened by Ken-

nedy for the Appeliants.

———

PROCLAMATION.

BY ANDRE JACKSON, PRESIDENT

OF THE UNITED STATES.

Whereas a Couvention assembled in the
State of Routh Carolina have passed an Or-
dinance, by which they decl.re ¢*That the
several acts and parts of acts of the Congress
of the Umited States, purporting to be laws
for the imposing of dutirs and imposts on
the importation of foreign commadities, and
now having actual uperaticn and effect with-
in theeUnited States, and more especially”
two acts, for the same purposss, passed ‘on
the 29th of May. 1828, and on the 14th of
July, 1882, *are_ unauthorized by the Con-
stitution of the United States, and violate
the true meaning and intent thegeof, and are
- pull and void, and no law,” nor binding on
the citizens of that State or its offlcers: and
by the said Ordinance it is turther declared
to be unlawtul for any of the constituted au-
thorities of the State, or of the United States,
to enforce the payment of the duties imposed
by the said acts within the same State, and

atit is the duty ot the Legislature to pass
such laws as may be necewsary-to give full

effect to the said Ordinance:

JAnd whereas, by the said Ordinance it is
furtber ordained, that, in no case of law or
cquity, decided in the courts of said State,
wherein shall be drawn in question the valid-
ity of the said Ordinance, or of the acts of
the Legislature that may be passed to give it
effect. or of the said laws of the United States,
no appeal shall be allowed to the Sapreme

Court of the United States, nor shall an

py of the record be permitted or allowed .for
tiat purpose; and that any person attempting
tu take such appeal shall be panished .as for

a contempt of court.

And, finally, the said Ordinance declares
that the peopfo of 8oath Carolina will main-
tain the sald Urdinanck at every hazard; and
that they will consider the passage of agy act
by Capgress abolishing or closing the ports of
the said State, or otherwise obstructing the
free ingresy oregr:u of vessels to and from

of any otber sctof the Federal
.Gaverumens tn coerce the State, shut up her
ts9 her commetde, oz to

id;acts otherwise than th :
banafeof the eonvtry, ui’m‘;m‘

1} b’h ithe longer contiutsnée ‘of: Boutiy
‘i e Uniong and thet the; 8¢
A : 'sfate will }bincofw‘hww r:g

W“t

. the said ports,

m;ﬁwd;gr_m all further

oAV
’ A

ings |avit ixcalledysu

which sovérgign and {odependent States DAY l.f;m;
= T fwad . T

' And whereas t.heluid

she &

ed
dom dT the mation. & v
to-fhe sheet anchor of:-ogr safety,

pléd’ wis- | LIy of:

th Carolina. be ss¥inbled the- Mok ¢
A& have trasted'to it us| purest pateioty, ever

the citizens of that ¢
“the evils' of ‘reducing

Ordinance prescribes |statesmen 6F Sou
course of | vention, and o]

will aplortanitely fall
it to.pratticey!

of South Carvlina a-
direct violation of their duty as
United States, ¢ontray ¢ the
subversive oIV
fls object. the de- |lays of the
b, |vidence of it impracu
tical ezistence, léd -our |constit
other ties to unite them
ism and a common cause

! ;i the ator-|-purposes-zita " 5 AR
o of conflict with a foreign or domes-| ~ In vain have thesa3ages doclas o<

“Jooked 4o it with -sacred ‘tm.ih_l hasve pyir,%"!ij, a}%‘(zi'
Hadium of ;our Tiberiies, ‘and, | es( duties, imposts, sod excisea—i > vaid ;
. solemnities . of, religion, have| the ided-that-hey shall bave.puswes: o'
edged toeach other out diy
. aiil 6ar bopes of b
in its defence and support..

se of-a State ve
e with i¢c interual
cable absardity, -ofr
ill-also afford ‘abund-
1d have been repuliated
atioa, had it been pro
a featurean our Government,

1In our ‘colonial state, altho
on another power,
ourselves ag <onuec
with each uvther.

fiws of their countly,
stitution, and having for
struction of the’ Union—that*Union,
coeval with our. poli
fathers, without 8
than thuse of patr}
through a sanguinary stru

indepcndwce-—ﬂnl sacred
inviolate, which, perfected
stitution, has brought us, by the favou
Heaven, to a state of prospertiy at home,
high consideration abroad rar
qualted w the history o
<erve this bond of our po
destruction, to maintain
of nativnal honour and

ant proof that it woa ho
~VWere, we mista- those lawa sud;that ©
ching this impor- | -*saprems.law of the land; add that the judges *
nstitution - of oyr-:country?|in every  Statd'shall’ bé ‘boand-'thereby, any
J to-the wrefched, inel- thing ip-the Coustitation.ur laws of any Stata,

Was our devotion,pai | L ]
nce, which this new | to the_contracy. potwitiatandiag,’ 1o vaiy

fiicient, clumsy. co
doctrine would ma
selves to the sappyrt of an
bubble *hat mast be blown awa
breath of. disaffection? Was'this self-destroy-fto support thew ywhenever they were called
Em. on to esecute anry office.. Vaio provisions!
om

by our happy Con- we very. early .coasidered
ted by cummon.interest
Leagues were for
commnon defence, and before the declaration
were'known in our ag-
the ‘united colonics of
‘That decisive and impprtant step
We declare ourselves a
nation by a joint, not by several acts;
when the terms of our confederation were re-
duced to furin, 1t ,was in. that of a solemn
league of several States, by which
reed that they woald, colle
nation, for the purpose of
certain domestic concerns,
In the irstrument forming that
nion, is found an article which declares that
cwevery State shall abide by the determina-
tions of Congress on all questions which by
that confederation should be submitted to

of Judependence we
litical existence {rom
inviolate this state
prusperity, and to
justify the canfidence my fellow-citizens have
I, .tndrew Juckson,
States. have thougit proper to
PROCEL AMATION, stating

jon and laws aupph-

visionary theory, the .wo
found statesmen,
the task of constitutional reforin was entrust- vaths! miserable mockery of
ed? Nid the name of Washington sanction, |3 bare mnjorit( of ‘the voters in any vue State
did the States deliberately ratify, such an a- may, OD a rea
\e history of fundamental legisla- intent with which a law has becn passed, di.
We were not mistaken! The let- clare themselves free fram its operation—say
ent is free from this | hee it gives toa little, there fuo wuch, anid
e directly contradicts operates unequally—here it suffers articles to
—its evident intent| be free that ought to be taxed. there it taxcs
Our | thuse that ought to be free—in this case e
t contain the absurdity | proceeds are intended to be applied to pus-
and another| poses which we do'not approve, i thut the
m. The sages, whose me- awmount raised is more than is wanted. Cou-
be reverenced, have giveul gress, it is true, are invested by the Consti.
3, as they hoped, 3 perma- tution with the right of deciding these ques-
‘The Father of] tions according to their souud diicretion.
< his revered nathe to| Congress is composed of the Representatives
bsurdity. Nor did the States| of all the States and of all the peuple of all
ally ratified 1ty do s under| the States; but WE, part of the people of one
hat a veto on the laws of the| State, to whom Coustitution has given no
was reserved to them, or that} power on the subject, from whom it has ex.
could exercise it by implication. Search rrﬂ!‘y taken it away—tee, who havé solemo-
lebates in all their Conventivns—exam-| 1y
inc the speeches of the most zealous opposcrs law—1re, most of -whotn have sworn ‘o suje
of Federal authority—look at the amendments | port it-we, pow abrogate this law, and swear,
that were proposed. ‘Lhey are all silent—not | and force others to swear, that it shall not be
a syllable uttered,, not a vote given, not a obeyed—and we do this, not because Col-
motion made, to correct tee explicit suprema- | gress have nu right to pass such laws, this we
cy given to the laws of the Union over those do not allege; but because they huve passed
of ‘the States—or to show that implication, as them with improper views. i
is now contended, could defeat 1t.

Nh. 82. Francis McFadon vs. David Clark. was taken jointly.

‘[he Court affirmed the decree in this case.

iy views of the Constitat
Cable t the measures wlopted by the.Conven-
non of Soath Cavoling,
{ thes have put forth to sustain them,
e course which duty will require 1e to pur-
to the understanding and
na datism of the pesples war thew of the
consequ nces that nu-t inevitably result from
an observince ot the dictates of the Conven

ctively, form one
conducting some
and all fureiga re

ter of this great instrum
radical fault; its languag
the imputation, its spirit
contrudicts it. No, we
Constitution dves 'no
of giving power to
power to resist th
mory will always
us a practical, an
nent counstitutional compact.
his country did oot aff
so palpable an a
when they sever,

and to the reasons

sue, and. appealing

Under the confederation, then, no State
could legally annula decision of the Congress,
or refuse to submit to its execution; but mno
provision was made to enfurce these decisions.
Coneress nade requisitions, but they were not
‘I'ne Government could not
They had ns judi-

strict duty would require of me nothing
mere toan the exercise ot thote powers with
which I am now, or may herealter, be, inves-
ted, for preserving the peace o
s for the execution of tie laws.
inposing aspect whi

h opposition has assuin-
ed tn this cuse, by clothing itself with state
and tie deep interest which the
ed States wust all feel 10
to stronger measurcs, while
hope that ans thing will be yielded
to reasoning and fremonstrance, perhaps de-
mand. and will certainly justify, a fuli expo-
<itton to South Carolina and the -nation, of
the views I entertain of this important

tion, as well as a distinct enunciation ¢
course which wmy sense of duty will require

operate on individuals.
ciry, no means of coltecting revenuc.

But the defects of the confederation need
not be detailed.  Under its operation, we
could scarcely be called a nation.
neither prosperity at ome nor consideration
abroad. Tins state of things could not be en-
dured, and our present appy constitution
was formed; but furmed in vain, if this fatal
It was formed for impor-
hat are announced in the pream-
he name and by the authority of
the people of tie United States, whuse dele-
and whose conventions approv-
inong these ob-

people of tae Uit

- | doctrine prevails.

object of our reverence,
nion, our defence iu danger,
prosperity in peace.
have received it, uaco

The Ordinance i3 fuunded, n
defessible rizht of ressting acts which are
tutivnal, and too oppressive
but on the strange pusition
that anv oie State may not ouly declare an
act of C 0 ress void, but prohibit its execu-
tinn—that ey may do this consistently with
o Const tttion—that the true constructivn
A that instrwacne permits a State to retain
1~ place it tie Union, and yet be bound by
har of 174 liws than those it may choose
to consider as ronstitutional.
adil, that, ty jstify this abrogation of a law,
bly contrary to the Constitu
give the rizht of

‘I'he wost impurtant a
that which is placed first in rank, on
which all the others rest, is,
perfect Union,”
ven if the:e weve no expres
supreinacy to tie constitution
United States over those of t
be conceived, that an instrument made for the
wforming a mose perfect Union.”
ne confederation, could be so
constructed by thie assembled wisdow of our
country as to_substitute for that confedera-
tion a form of Gouvernment dependent for its
existence on the local interest, the party spi-
revailing faction in a
plain unsophisticated
understanding, who hears the question, will
ch an answer as will preserve the U-
Metaphysical subtlety. in pursuit of
acticabie theory, could alone have de-
vised une that is calculate

I consider, tiien, the power to annul a law
of the United States, assumed by one State,
INCOMPATIBLE WITH
TENCE OF THE.UNION, CONTRA-
DICTED EXPRESSLY BY THE LETTER
OF THE CONSTITUTION, UNAUTHOR-
1ZED BY I'TS SPIRIT, INCONSISTENT
WITH EVERY PRINCIPLE ON WHICH
IT WAS FOUNDED, AN

olamly unconzti
*sto furm a more
Now, 13 it possible that, e-
s provision giving
and laws of the
e States, can it

of personal an
bring it into ex
ffered for its support.
two remaining objections made Ly the It repeals, in express terms, an importast
Ordinance to these laws are, that the sums|part of the Constitution itself, aud Wl lavs
intended to be raised by them ark greater passed tugive it eftect, which have never been
roceeds will| alleged to be unconstitational. 'The Consti-
‘The Consti- | tution declares that the judicial powers of the
tution has given exprassly to Congress the United States extend to cases arising voder
right of raisiog revenue, and of determining | the laws of the United States, apd that such
the sum the public exigencies will require. laws, the Constitution, and treatics, shall be
‘I'he States have no control over the exercise paramount to the State Constitations and laws.
of this right. other than that which results ‘Ihe Judiciary Act prescrilies the wode vy
from the power of changing the representa- which the case may be brought beforea court
tives who abuse it, and thus procure redress. of the United States, Ly appeal, when a State
undoubtedly abuse this discre- tribunal shall decide against this provision of
but the same may be said of| the Constitution. The Ordinance declares
Yet the| there shall be po appeal; makes the State law
The Con-| paramount to the 8

than are required, and that the
be unconstitutionaly employed.

it must be palpa
tion; but 't i3 evident, that t
resisting laws of that Jescript n coupled with
the uncontealled right to decide what laws
thot character, is to gve the powel
For, as by the theory
there is no apreal. the reasuns alleged by tie
State, good or batd. muat prevail. If it should
be said that public opiiwais a suticient check
1i3 power, it may be
it e med a sufficient guard
against the passag: of ~.n unconsuitut
‘There =, however, a restraint
h..h makes the assumed
power of a State more indefensible, and which
does not exist in the other
appeals from an unconstitution
by Congress—one to the Judicia
to the people and the "States.

appeal from the Stato decision in theory, and
the practical illustration shows that the courts
are closed against an application to review ity
jurora being eworn to decide
! But reasoning on this subject
is superfluous when our social compact in ex-
3 terins declares, that the laws of the U-
| States, its Constitation, and treaties
made under it. are the Supreme law of the
land; and, for greater caution, adds, ssthat
tate shall be bound there-
Constitation or laws of
y ‘notwithstandiog
without fear of refu-

rit of a State, orof a
of resisting a!l faws.

: d to destroy it.
against the abuse of

I which they are vested.
asked why is it ne

discretion must exist somewhere.
stitution has given it to the Representatives the United States; forces judges and juruis
of all the People, checked by the Represen- to swear that they will disregatd their provi-
tatives of the States, and by the Executivesions; and even makes it pecal in a suitor to
The South Carolina construction | attempt relief by appeal. It further declares
e Legislature or the Convention that it shall not be f‘w | !
ne people of | of the United States, of of that State, to en-
difterent states, nor the States in their sepa- force the payment of duties imposcd by the
ratercapacity, nor the Chief Magistrate elect- revenue.laws withid its l'“?_““-
, have any representation Here is a law of the Lnltgd States, not e-
t discreet disposition of the| ven pretended to be unconstitutional, repeal-
I dot not ask you fellow-citizens, | ed by the authority of a small majority of the
n—that| voters of a single State. Here is a provisivn
instruuaent speaks a language not to be mis-| of the Coastitution wh'gch is solewnly abrogat-
understood.. Butif you were assembled in ed by the same authority. v
nvention, which would ‘§ou think| On such expositions aud reasonings, the
of this discretionary| Ordinance grounds nut ouly an assettion of
? Would you add a| the right to annul the laws of which it com-
lause giving it to each of the States, ar plains, but to euforce it by a threat of seceds
sanction the wise provisiers al-| ing from the Union, if any attqupt 13 wade
¢ by your Constitatiog? 1f this|to execute them. |
ar deliberations| ‘This right to secede is_deduced from the
are you—cao | nature of the Counstitation, which, they says
to risk all that we hold dgar, | is a compact between suvereign states, who
¢ a temporary.and a lucal pur- huejrlsened_ghcxr whole sovereiguty, st
ot acknawledge to be| therefore, ara subject to no supetivr; that, be-
bsurd, as a general | cause they wade the compact, they can Lreak
out the consequences of | it whien, 10 their opinivy, it has been  depart-
ght vested in the different States, and | e from by the other States. VFal!acfoh: as
ive ~ that the crisis ‘your con-| this cogrse of reasoning is, it eulists State
recar when. | pride,and finds advocates iu the honest p-v-
es displeased | judices of.thuse who have not stadied the -
any of the States, and that we_shoald suonture of our Goveroment salficiet!y tu sce the
cease tu be a nation. . i
The Ordinance, with
of the futare that cl
tells yuu that the proceeds
will .be unancons
ould be ascertaine:
with more proprietyy be re-| sious; Lut the terms use
served fog the law s ¢
buat sarely caguot be urge

in this last case, w

There are two
of a single State, where neither t
ND DESTRUC-
TIVE OF ‘PHE GREAT OBJECT FOR
WHICH IT WAS FORMEL.

After this general view of the leading prin
we must examine the pa
f it waich is made in the ordinance.
‘The preamble restsits j

ed by the people
Whi{h is thP; nfos
both judges and which is the constitutional dispositio
tification on these
It assumes as a fact, that the ob-
noxious laws, although they purport to balaws
for raising fevcuue, we

the safest depository
for the protection of ina

aufactures, which pur- | power in the last resort
serts tu be uncenstitutionalj—that
ion of these laws is unequali—that
i-ed by them is greater than is
of the Government;—
roceeds are to be ap-
uthorized by the Consti-
the only causes alleged to
pen opposition to the laws of the
d a threat of seccding from the
attempt should be made to en-
The first virtoally acknowledges
that the law in question was passed under a
wer expressly given by the Constitation, to

and collect imposts, bat its constitution-
rawn in question from the motives of
ever apparent this
in the present case,
| ; erous than to admit the po;
sition that an unconstitutional parpose, enter-:
the membérs who assent to a law
ader a . constitutional power, shall
make that law void; for how is_that putpose
to be ascertained? Whois to fake the scru-
tiny? How often may bad purposes be false-
ly imputed? in how many cases are they co
cealed by false profes
no declaration of ot

the judges in every S
by, any thing in the
any State to the contrar
And it may be asserted,
tation, that no Federative Governmectt could
exist without a similar provision..
a mom-.nt to the consequence. .
rolina considers the revenue laws unconstitu-
t to prevent their exe-
Charleston, there would
1 vbjection to their col-

required by the wants
and, finally, that the
plied to objects una

should be the resalt of yu
when providing for the fature,

pose, that which you wu
. destructive, an
tiooal, and has< i
cution in the port o
be a clear constitutiona
lection in every other port, and no revenue
wheres for all imposts
It is no answer to repeat

you must perce
duct presents at this day would
could be collected an ever any law of the United Stat
must be equal.
that an unconstitutional law is
long as the question of its legality is to be deci-
X tate itself for every law opera-
ting injuriously upon any local interes
aps thought, and certainly represent-
ed, as unconstitutiopal, and, as
shown, there is no appeal.,

estrine had been, e»
the Union would hava been dis<
The excise law in
and non-inter-
tes, the carriage
1l deemed, unconstito-
; uﬁequal in their operas
tion than any of the l3ws now com
but, [oduutely.
covered that they

those who passed it. How

purpose may be
can be more dan

ﬁbli:heﬂ at an

solved in .lw infancy.

Pennsylvani, the efaba
course law in the East
tax in Virginia, were al

slans? in how many legations contained in the| the President and Vice J%e
ive made?  Admit this y
doctrine, and yeu give to the States an un-
controlled right to decide,.
be apnulled .under this prefext. .
{are, theabsurd and davgerous doctri
d, that a State may. aonul an 6n-
I law, or one that it deems sach, |les
e preseut case.,
he next objection is, shat the laws in ques
tion operate unequally. . Th
be made’with truth to every
The, 9

Ordinance. Examine them seriatsly, wy fel-| States have u
low-citizens—judge for’ aurselves.. | appeal | the mode in which the

agd evety law may ! to you to determing

whether they are so clear, "The candidates having"
‘doaht-of their{-votes are chosen. TGB

¢n if_you sbould came to|ty of States may bave given, their votes,
ow Far they justily the reck- | one candid
Al Eancy

! had the right naw claimed by
South Carolina:” The wag into which we iere
rt the dignity’ of the mation
of our citizens, might have end-3:
ace, -instesd of victo-
States, who sapposed it [be
tional measure, had |or ‘can ba p:

Jare they?.; Brel

y, Au-
.ever

o

', and - eac!

plaw aukes it ©

fave o right

. s SRR St v Bl
3 A t& op -l ecution—
two: tights digectiyopp and
tu- {G i1 . ity s outained
its}3 nan res! -
5 collisi gaf the states
and'{4g *‘ ibVeraiger by~ an asiew-

eglighten 3t

stitdighishall be'the

ke it? Digd we pledge ogr-{ have the pe c.of .the severdl s solemns'
airy l:\othsmg-a |{ sanctismed thess provisions,’ xx thes
by the Grst}t

d ale tl
eir paramount law, aod isdividually :w'l::

ineffcctual restrictions! vile rm anation of
egislation! If

or suppesed knowledge of the

agreed that this Constitution shall be our

we| They are uuconstitutional from the motives
have not erred! I'he Constitution 13 still the of those who passed them, which we can ne-
the bond of our U | ver with certainty know, from their unequal
the source of our | operation; althoagh it is impossible from the
‘[t shall descend, as we| nature of things that they shoald be equal—
rrupted by sophistical and from the disposition which we presume
coostruction, to our posterity; aud the sacri-| may be made of thejr proceeds, althougi that
fices of Jocal interest, of State prejudices, di!posit.ion has not been declared. This is
that were inade to| the plain meaning of the Ordinunce in relation
istence, will again be patrioti-| to 18ws which it abrogates fur alleged uncen-

stitutionality. But it dues not stop there.

oustitution and laws of

ful for . the authorities

radical erroc oo which it rests.

the same knowledge| . The people of the Uaitcd States formed the
Jaracterizes a former ob.| Constitation, actin through the State Legn-
of the tax | latures in making the compact, to’ meet a0
{f this| discuss its provisions, an acting’in separate
Jd with certainty, the ob-| conventions when they ratifieil thuse provis

d'in its coustraction

o applying the proceeds, | shows it tv be a- Guverpinent in which’ the _
d against the laws{people of all.the States cil

cctivuly dre gepres

;z in th{ '.chfgt of

silent Here'the
o. other 'agency than to: direct
“the vutes shall be give>
"tho nigjority of all t2e
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