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tion by a long argument. | merely wish to oc-
cupy a tew moments in an attempt, in my rude
and feeble way, to adduce some reasons why [
do not think that this doctrine, which had been
so emphatically asserted, of the unqualified right
of majorities to rule, was not founded n truth.
Bat, in the mean time, I would ask why these
gentlemen desire this change? Had they any
complaint to make of the old system ot repre-
sentation, other than that 1t was nol ac-
cordi:.g to population? Had it worked evil for
Baltimore city or the upper part of Maryland?
No. Their prosperity had been built up by the
sweat of the brows of the people of lower Ma-
ryland—by their meansand by their labor.—

By their liberality and generosity they have

largely contributed to the prosperity and in-
crease of Baltimore, and to reveal and make
available the hidden treasures of western Mary-
jand Anod this i3 the return which is to be made
for that liberalit.y If there was noother reason
than the injustice and ingratitude manifested by
it, they would be sufficient to induce me to op-
pose this plau of representation to the utter-
most.

Why then, had this question been raised in
Maryland > Whv the tremeundous excitement

4upon this subject alone? For 1 have learned
since | came here that there was no other ques-
tion than this by which a reformer was to be
tested. Every other species of reform had van-
ished like mist before the mourning sun.

The whole subject of reform had been boiled
down into this sing'e question of thegdsis of re-

~ presentation. If they had not suffered injury
under the oid system ; if they could not point
o a single instance in which they had been
wronged, or in which injustice had been done,
or their interest sacrificed by the Legislature—
why had this excitement been raised by the re-
form party of the Siate?

We have been told that party spirit should
bave nothing to do with our deliberations here;
that we should drive it from our midst as a de-
mon of discord. But if the plain unvarnished
truth were told ([ mean no disrespect toany gen-
tleman,) party spirit would be seen to be the
beginning and the end of the whole question.—
This, sit, is a struggle for party ascendancy.
Party is the prompter behind the scenes that di-
rects the movements of the actors.

1t is this spirit which has aciu.led the reform
party heretotore—which actuates them now, and
which witl a-tuate them until the Democratic
party gain the ascendancy in the State; and then
we shail hear no more of it. The troubled wa-
ters will become calm as an unruffled Jake. Be-
lieving this. -ir, as a Whig party man, | iolend to
combat this thing.

If what [ have said be true—that there are no
oppressive evils to remedy. or to get rid of, this
great 1eform could have taken ils rise but from
one of iwo causes—a struggle for party ascen-
daney or hostility to the 1 stitution of slavery,
which prevails in that part of our State from
which the power is to be taken.

Ta:k not to me of the abstract right of the ma-

jority to rule? This is not a motive sufficient to
have caused all this excitement aud trouble.

Men are not so bound to, and governed by,
abstractions. ‘They are but the veils behind
which the real designs and feelings of men, in
their movements, are concealed; as, in the name
of liberty, many a damuing deed is done. Gen-
tlemen of the reform party disavow any hostility
to slavery. Allare pro-slavery men from the
t. p of the Alleganies to the Atlantic shore. This
is no reason then  Therefore. wé have but one
to f.411 back upon—party ascendancy.

Gentlemen had said, over and over again, that
representation according to population was the
true theory of republican government—but the
have not shown the principles upon which it
rests its claims to truth. '

Every doctrine which cannot stand the test of
reason and analysis—which does not bear right
and justice upon its face—is untrue. Can this
theory stand such a test? Can these gentlemen,
who preach it so loudly and assert it so emphati-
cally, trust it to this test? Why shun debate
then—why close this matter up so soon, without
giving us the benefit of the process of reasoning,
by which they have convinced themselves that it
is the true theory. They need not fear the ex-
pense which the discussion would bring abhout.
It would be worth far more than it couid possi-
bly cost, fand the people themselves would think
s0,) to have the minds of the whole people of the
State satizfied in regard to this vital and impor-
tant question.

[ hold, sir, and will attempt to give some rea-
sons for it, that the theory of the abstract right
of majorities to rule, does not rest upon a sound
basis—a busés of truth and justice. In the first
place, it is not true because it is impracticable.
in the practical operation and working of govern-
ment, 1t is impossible for this principle, though
recogoised in 1ts Constitution, to he carried out.

Any thing that is imp. acticable is untrue. Any
thing that cannot stand the test of practical ap-
plication, wants that element of truth which
alone renders it vatuable. 7Truth, in its majesty
and beauty, iu its teachings of right and justice,
is simp'e, not complicated, not involved in spe-
cious dogmas that, while they proclaim right
and justice as the elements of their being, work
out the grossest wrong and injustice. Truth is a
unit—o..¢ part cannot be separated from another.
Any thing proclaimed as a truth, existing in the
pature of things, must stand or fall as a whole.

Will any gentleman say that this theory, as 2
whole, can possibly be practically apphed? Was
it ever carried out in the history of ‘any govern-
ment, however democratic or republican it pro-
fessed 1o be  If it ever has, I should like to have
the instance pointed out. It never has been
since the creation of the world. o

we all acknowledge the government of the
United States to be a free. republican govern-
ment. W e sing hallelujahs to the glory of itsin-
stitutions. From every mountain top, an« every
valley of our blessed countiy, praises and thanks.
givings to God were raised by the people for
having had their lot cast in such a land, under
such glurious_institutiops. Gentlemen would



