w0/

trine of representation according to “population.
As a theory, it was very beautiful and preuty-
yet it had no existence in fact. If it was a cor,
rect principle, it must be suscepiible of a practi-
cal application. To give it(xi practical applica-
tion, 1t must be carried out {o its fullest extent.
The falling short of carrying out the entire prin-
ciple, was an abandonmentof the principle tothat
extent, if not altogether. Gentleman had refer-
red to the Constitution of the United States as
based upon this theory. He would deny this,
and also deny that representation according to
populatios ogtained these, and he wculd prove
the trath of his denial. et them examine the
Constitution of the Unit~d States, and they would
there find an article which gave to Delaware
and- Rhode I:land, and all the smaller States, the
same representation in the Senate that the larger
States have,'to wit, two senators to each Stave,
without any reference to population or even ex-
tent of territory. The two senators representing
the State sovereigntv. This was a priuciple in-
- sisted on when the Convention was {ormed, and
without which the Constitution never could have
been adopted. He would go further and say,
that he did not believe the government of the
United States would or could survive one hour
the abandonment of this conservative feature of
the Constitution. Here then is an entire ahsence
of any thing like popular representation in the
Senate.

How is it as regarcs the election of President.
He is elected by an arbitrary rule, by electors,
and- not by a majority of the people ty direct
vote. He may be elected by a minority vote.
He may be elected by a minority of the people.
but by a majority of the electors. Otherwise
why have we heard so much ab..ut minority Pre-
sidents. The House of Representatives have at
least in two instances, the people having faited
to make an election, elected a President. The
first was the famous case of the contest between
Thomas Jefferson and Aaron Burr, in which Jef-
ferson was elected by one vote. the other was the
case of the contest between Andrew Jackson and
John Quincy Adams, in which the latter was
elected. No representation according to popu-
lation in either case, each State having one
vote. De'aware and Rhode Island had as much
weight in the election as New York and Penn-
sylvania. How stands the principle as regards
the House of Representatives. There he admit-
ted the principle obtained to some extent. Let
us examine it. The Constitntion provides that
representation shall be spportioned among the
States according to population, and taxation by
adding to the number of free persons three-fifths
of every other discription of persons except In-
dians not taxed, and also providing that each
State shall have one representative.

Here he admitted was a partial adoption
of the principle upon wha' is usually called
the federal basis. But is it not also perceived
that even heie there is also an abandonment of
the abstract principle as an entirety? Congress
has the power to fix the basis of representation
in-the-geveral States. - The number to be fixed
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 upon as the ratio of representation is altogether
arbitrary. There is no two Congressional dis-
tricts in the United States that have the same
numbers in population, and yet they have one
represcntative  Now, to the extent that any
inequality of numbers exists in the Congressional
districts of any State or of the several States
growing out of the arbitrary ratio of representa-
tion fixed by Congress, lo the same extent is the
principle of representation according to popula-
tion departed from  The ratio of representation
being arbitrary, it cannot be contended, with any
hope of success, that the representation based
upon such arbitrary ratio sustaius the absiract
principle of representation according to popula-
tion. It must partake in some degree of the ar-
bitrary basis upon which itis founded A mon-
archy is founded upon the principle of the rights
of one man to govern. A pure Democracy is
founded upon the principle of the right of a ma-
Jority of the aggregate number to govern. The
Government of the United States is neither the
o' e, nor the other. Itis a government of checks
and balances. Itisa vovernment of compromise
securing to the whole, and each, and every part,
equal rights, equal privileges. and equal protec-
tion. It)s founded on the principles of well re-
gulated popular rights, State sovereignty, and
eternal justice. He thought he hud m de g..od
his position that the principle of representation
according to population did pnot obtain in the
Governm nt of the United States to the extent
contended for by the advocates of the principle.

But he would go further, and inquire who are

tthe people? The honorable gentlemau from Bai-

timore, not now in his seat, spoke of human
rights.  Mr. B. thought that huwman rights had
nothing to do with political rights.  If the doc-
trine of the gentleman from Balumore was cor-
rect, that every human being was possessed of
equal political rights, and therefore should have
representation according to population, what
would be the principe: If the principle was
correct. he would say that it went to this extent,
and could not fall short of il—that every human
being, white or black, of all sorts, siz-s and de-
scriptions, would be embraced under the general
principle of the gentleman. No man would con-
tend for this.

" He had a word for the gentleman from Car-
roll, but he did not see him present  He wished
he was in the Hall, and he hoped some one
would a-k him to come in.

Mr. Brown at this moment entered, zmid
much merriment.

Mr. Bragistone expressed himself sorry to
interrupt the gentleman from Garroll, iu his en-
joyment ; but he desired to talk of him,eand did
not like to do it behind his back. The gentleman
had been making thrusts at the gentleman from
Kent. He, (Mr.B.,) would not fight his bsttes,
because he was incompetent to undertake such a
task. But the gentleman from Carroll had run
over his, (Mr B.’s,) track, and he would gethim
out of the way. He had said that if the gentle-
mao from Keot, was in England, he could talk

about the freedom of the people of this country,
but would— ’



