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sueh mien, and who, 1o consequence of this
enlarcement ol the term required for rexidencee
would the more readily detect them.  And how

easv is it for individuals, or classes, to come nto |

4 ward to sleep tor one night in order to be enti-
tled to vote.  This has indeed been done, 1f we
are to believe the current reports. But the al-
logation is, that the frauds are perpetrated by
foreigners; but they orizinate not with them,
hat with our own people who ave eager 10 secure
el votes., : hle
ting, the same persons having voted at different
polls on the same day. It had been replied to
this, that even it they had done so, no harm
could result, that it w only a filler expres-
sion of public opinion!
i« carricd into the Coneressional

”3.,‘»

hsirlets in

e State, the result ismore important, tending
as it does to change the whole character ot our

covernment. He was opposed 1o this system of
wrrrerate voting,  He wished to see the people
1-e.-131-v.§:ontc<l by delecates not elected in this mode,
ot by anaggregated franchise, but by the votes
of their own proper eonstitneney. |
hest svstem. He desired an expression ot the
wentinents of all, on the suhjeet, that we mav,
by - compromise, adopt that mwode which i«
most approved.  He wished u full expression of
prblic opinion at the polls, ard
anendinent wounld eifeet it,

Mr. Prienrs consented to modify his propo-

whon, But a generad desive being expressed to
take a vote on ¢“ thirty,” he adhered to his orig-
mal metion.

Mr. Rweery, in conscipience ot the hmpati-
cuce of the House to take the vote, very brietly

addressed the Convention i correction of the ep- |

roucous views which Lie thought gentiemen had
taken with regard to the question of residence.

The gentleman from Dovehester (Mr. Puerps)
appeared to entertain the belief that thirty days:

residence meuant uactually the presence of an
individual o the ward for that time previous
to the eleetien 5 and that he lost his right to
vote because his residence was not qualified
by his presence.  The fact
he determined by the quo animo. He wonld il-
lustrate, by putting a case.  You brirg a man
destrous of voling to the Judges of election at one

of the wards of Baltimore city.

worked twenty-nine days out of the ward, and re-

Iving on his residence,comes to vote. His vote iy
ohjecled to because he has not yesided the thicty
days required by this proposition. He replies,
that although he had been at work out of the
ward for twenty-nine days and actually present
i the ward only one day, yet he considers that
his place of residence, and he is ready to swear
to the fact.  Here then the question of the quo

1C

animo comes up for censideration and determines

his right to vote.

ITitherto, he had voted azainst all restrictions

on the sutfrage. Hc would contirue to do so.

Hwas his wish that the ballot-box should be -

preserved in all its purity. And, at a proper
time, 1t was his intention to submit a proposition

fur purifying the ballot-bus. He thought the

.

Another evil i that of double vo-

Lut whoen this practice

This was the

thought this .

of residence must .

He may have !
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{
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faunliar adage oughit to be reversed, aud that an
ounce of cure was worthh a pound of prevention
in this instance. All the expedients which had
hitherto been introduced, might perhaps have the
"eftect of reaching one or two illegal votes, while
- they would operate against twenty legal ones.
- While preventing iilegal voters from treading on
the heels of Jegal oues, we may perhaps impose
!restrictions on lezal voters. He did not think
i the amendment would produce good.
Mr. Merrick seid his opinicn was precisely
"I opposition to that of the gentleman from Bal.
timore county on this point.  He believed as the
ol zdage quoted by the gentleman runs. that an
“ounce ol prevention 1s worth a pound of cure.

Mr. Ripcery expiained that he wished to re-
verse the adage.

Mr. Merrick uvederstcod this, but ditiered
vith the gentleman. and thought now, asin times
“of vore. - an ounce of prevention was worth 2
- pound ol cure.” and L therefore was for makin

s provision to prevent the evil complained of. He

had been altogether averse from the various pro-
positions discussed during the last few davs,
makine, a~ he conceived. invidious distinctions
hetween ditterent ciasses of citizens. The
“amendment of the genteman from Dorchester
did not partake of that character. and was inhis
opinion wire and salutarv—more useful even
than the requirement of the six months’ previous
residence within the particular county. B
For what purpose 13 the qualification of six
months® previous {residence in the county, now
required by your laws. and stii} without objec-
tion, proposed by the pending report to be con-
tinued:  Certainly not for the purpose of in-
- snring to the voter a sufhicient knowledze of our
intere-ts and Jocal institutions to enabte Lim to
cexercise hi= right of suffruge understandingly—
this purpose 1s accomplishiec hy the requirement
of twelve months’ previousresidence in the State
- —for what purpose then 1s this residence within
the particular county ol «1x months required -
Plainly that the voter may have ideatity of feel-
ing and interest with the commuuity for whom
“hie purposes to aid in clecting a functionary, and
alsy thut he may become sufficiently known 10
thie people of the vincinage to render the proot
of his rieht to vote easy, and the avoidance of
' spurious voting by transient persons more certain.

» And for the very sanie rensons was the reqire-
ment proposed by the gentleman from Dprches-
ter of thirty days’ previous residence in the par-
tieular clection district necessary and proper.
To give to the great body of the resident and
lezal volers of every district, a sufiicient oppor-
tunity of knowing who were legal voters among
them, and therevy protecting themselves froni
fraugs upon the dearest and most sacred of all
the freeman’s privileges, the right of selecting.
liis own functionaries, by the abominable system
of colonizing voters, as it is called; that is, of
sending voters for a single night before an clec-
tion from one district to another, for the purpose
of there voting and coutroling the election.
' Something hiad been said of correcting this abuse
~by penal enactments, to provide for the punish-
‘ment of the fraudulent voter,—but he preferred



