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and which would exclude all useless offices.
The question now arose, is the office of Attorney
General a useless one? And this was the point
with which he took issue with the gentleman
who had preceded him, (Mr. McLane.) That
geotleman’s whole argument showed, the history
of the State showed, that the State of Maryland
required the aseistance of legal advice. The
whole history of the ‘Btate showed that there
had not been a period when she had not required
it. The only difference between the gentleman
and himself was this: How is the State to have
this assistance?

Should the Governor have the privilege to se-
lect special counsel in all times and all cases, or
should the State have a responsible law adviser
upon whom it could rely? This was the ques-
tion. The reason why his learned friend was
opposed to this, was not because the State did
not require counsel, but his argument was that
the office bad been abused. It the office had
been abused, why did not his learned friend sug-
gest a mode by which the abuses could be cor-
1ected, rather than the abolition of the office it-
self? Any other office in the State might be
abused, and did it follow that because the office
was abused, therefore it should be abolished? No;
wisdom would seem to suggest that to avoid
abuse, they should provide acheck to prevent it.

What had been the abuse complained of in
reference to the office of Attorney General? It
was not that that officer had not performed his
cuty, nor that the State had not derived essen-
tial service from his learning and ability. The
fault complained of was that the Legislature had
not defined the mode of paying him for services

rendered; that in leaving the rate of payment |

open and vuacertain, abuses had crept in, and
large sums had been appropriated for the pay-
ment of services which were unreasonable and
uncalled for.. Now he would go with his frienl
for the correction of these abuses, and how could
they be corrected?

All admitted that the State might requirc le-
gal services and law advice. Let them Lave a
responsible officer to take care of the interests of
the State, and give him a fixed salary, b.yond
which they could not go. By this means they
would prevent abuses, and secure to the State
the services which ithad at all times required. At
this very momeut, many cases arise in prospec-

tive, and there was npow a great and important |

case peonding in the State of
through one of her citizens, and the State of New
York, growing out of the case of Mr. Lee, of
Frederick. He had arrested one of his slaves.
This slave, under a process, had been taken out
of Mn Lee’s hands by Judge Edwards, of New
York,as he was in the act of bringing him home
and under a decision of the Judge, delivered out
of custody. '
The Attorney General or some other lawyer,
would have to go to New York and take the case
to the highest court of that State, even to the Su-
preme court of the United States, if necessary.

the Supreme court of New York. | The Attorney
General had now been notified to attend that
court in May next for the purpose of arguing the
case. Soit would be at all times, and such
cases would always arise, more especially since
the passage by the Congress of the United States
of the act protecting the right of the master to
slave property. It should be made the duty of
the law officer of the State to try all cases in
which the State has an interest, aund, in such
cases, as might be necessary, to employ assistant
counsel. In this way they could correct abuses.

His friend had said that there would be no ne-
cessity fur an Attorney General, because the de-
puty attorneys throughout the counties, no doubt,
would be selected for their learning, wisdom and
position. The gentleman should recollect that
the emoluments of these offices in the counties,
are very small, and the question was yet to be de-
termined whether they will command the con-
sideration of men-of the character of which he
has spoken, particularly when, in addition to the
limited pay, the offices are to be of short tenure.

The gentleman bhad also said, in reference to
the Attorney General of the State of Maryland,
that when that officer resided on the Eastern
Shore, he took no part in the office of Attorney

'General. The gentleman would allow him to

say that he was mistaken. The Attorney Gene-
ral did not proseeute in any county regularly, but
whenever the public interest was at stake, and
whenever the Governor had occasion to require
a legal opinion or his counsel, he was always at
hand. Itwas true that when he appeared in the
court of appeals, and tried any peculiar case,
as shown by the record, extra compensation was
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allowed hiin. But thisresulted from defect in the
mode of payment, not from the system itself.

‘ The gentleman from Cecil had said, tbat about
141700 per year,

had been paid by the State for
' some years past lo counsel, in addition to what

‘had been paid to the Attorney General by regu-
' lar fees.
| cor-ect

He had no doubt that this estimate was
He, (Mr. S.,) velitved that if the peo-
| ple of iho State were allowed t: have an Attor- "
| ney General, with a salary of $2000 per annum,
and each county an« the city of Baltimore, to
elect their local attorneys, it would be much
more economical than the system now pursued,
| or the one recommended by the amendment to
the bill. He did not believe that there would be
‘any difficulty in obtaining able men for $2000
He thought that distinguished men
icould be obtained for #1500 per annum. -

He was of the opinion that the Attorney Gen-
eral should have nothing to do with the prose-
cution of ordinary cases in the courts, but should
‘merely give advice to the Governor, and try
. cases brought up to the court of appeals, by the
deputies of the counties. .

i Fifieen hundred dollars per annum, he rcpeat-
‘ed, would secure the most distinguished men.
‘They had the most eminent men as judges at
'$2 500 a year, whose duty it was to try all cases,
‘and who were obliged to be from home at least

.

. per year.

The case was now actually pending, aud was to siX months in the course of a year.

have been argued at the last February term of '

Mr. CuamBERs, of Kent. Nine months.



