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Mzr. BrenT, of Baltimore city, inquired whéthér
this. would preclads-all-further amendments. . -

The Parsipent rephed in the affirmative.

On motion of Mr. BLAkIsTONE, the Convention
was called, and the door-kecper sent for the ab-
sent members. ST

On motion of Mr. PresstMA, further proceed-
ings under the call were dispensed with: - ‘

Mr. JjeniFer stated that the proposition now
under consideration had give a majority to the
anti-slaveholding counties.

Mr. WeLLs demanded the yeas and nayson
the call for the previous question, which were
ordered and being taken, resulled—yeas 42; nays
38-—as follows: ' o

Affirmative.— Messrs, Howard, Buchanan, Bell,
Welch, Chandler, Lloyd, Colston, Coustable,
Chambers, of Cecil, McCollough, Miller, McLane,
Spencer, Grason, George, Wright, Thomas,
Shriver, Johnson, Gaither, Biser, McHenry,
Magraw, Nelson, Carter, Thawley, Stewart, of
Caroline, Gwinn, Stewart, of Baltimore. city,
Brent, of Baltimore city, Sherwood, of Baltimore
city, Presstmnn.Ware;'Fi‘ery,'Michnel New comer,
Brewer, Anderson, Hollyday, Slicer, Fitzpatrick,
Parke, Shower and Brown—42. .

Negalive.—Messrs. Chapman, Pres't, Morgan,
Blakistone, Ricaud, Lee, Chambers, of Kent,
Mitchel!, Donaldsun, Dorsey, Wells, Randall,
Kent, Sellman, Dalrymple, Bond, Sollers, Jepi-
fer, John Dennis, James U. Dennis, Ciisfield,
Williams, Hodson, Phelps, Bowie, Tuck, Sprigg,
McCubbin, Bowling, Dirichson, McMaster,Hearn,
Fooks, Jacobs, Sappington, Stephenson, Kilgour,
Waters and Smith—38. : . - - .

‘So the previous question was sustained. . -

The question was then stated upon the substi-
tute offcred by Mr. Grason<for the amendment
as offered by Mr. Jannson. :

Mr. Puerps- demanded the yeas and: nays,
which were ordered, and being tuken, resulted—
yeas 43; nays 40-—as lollows: IR

Affirmative. — Messrs. Donaldson, Seliman,
Howard, Buchanan, Bell, Welch, ,Chandler,
Lloyd, Colston, Constable, Chambers, of Cecil,
McCullough, Miller, McLane, Spencer, Grason,
George, Wright, Themas, Shriver ‘Johnson,
Gaither, Biser, McHénry, Magraw, Nlelson; Car-
ter, Thawley, Stewart, of Caroline, Stewart, of
Baltimore city, Presstman, Ware, Michael New-
comer, Brewer, Anderson, Hollyday, Slicer,

‘Smith, Fitzpatrick, Parke, Shower and Brown— |

43. » .
~ Negative.—Messre. Chapman, Pres’t, Morgan,
Blakistone, Hopewell, Ricaud, Lee, Clhambers, of
Kent, Mitchell, Dorsey, Wells, Randall, Weeumns,
Dalrymple, Bond, Sollers, Jeniler, John Deunnuis,
James U. Dennis, Crisfield, Hodson, Phelps,
Bowie, Tuck, Sprigg, McCubbin, Bowling, Dir-
ickson, McMaster, Hearn, Fooks, Jacobs, Sap-
pington, Stephensen, G winn, Brent, of Baltimore
city, Sherwood, of Ballimore city, Fiery, Kilgour
and Waters—~40. o
~ So the Convention accepted said subétitute.

. Mr. Cuamsigrs, of Keut, gave hotice that he

should move to reconsider the vote of the Conven-

‘tion, just taken ou said substitute.

The question then 'was stated on the adoption

» of the amendent. '

Mr. Diricgson demanded the yeas and nays,

‘which were ordered,-and being takes, resulled—

yeas 43; nays 40—as follows: o
“Affirmative. — Messrs. Donaldson, Sellman,
Howard, Buchanan, Bell, Weleh, Chandler,

'L]o(gd, Colston, Constable, Chambers, of Cecil,
Mc

allough, Miller, McLane, Spencer, Grason,
George, Wright, Thomas, Shriver, Johuson,
Gaither, Biser, McHenry, ‘Magraw, Neison Car-
ter, Thawley, Stewart, of Caroline, Stewart, of
Baltimore city, Presstman, Warte, Fiery, Michael
Newcomer, Brewer, Anderson, Hollyday, Shcer,
Fitzpatrick,  Smith; Parke, Shower 2nd Brown
Nigative —Messrs. Chapman, Prest, Morgan,
Blakistone, Bopewell, Ricaud, Lee, Chambers, of
Kent, ‘Mitchell, Dorsey, Weils, Randall, Kent,
Weems, Daliymbie, Bond; Sollers, Jenifer, John
Deunis; ‘James U. Dennis, Crisfield, Willams,
Hodson, Phelps, Bowie, Tuck, Sprigg, McCub-
bin, Bowling, Dirickson, McMaster, Hearn,
Fooks, Jacobs, Sappington, Stephenson, Gwinn,
Brent, of Baltimore city, Sherwoud, of Baltimore
city, Kilgour and Waters—40. ~ ~ ~
" So the amendment was adopted.

The question then recurred upon the adoption
of the proviso, as offered by Mr. Jorxsox, to the
amendment offered by him.

Mr. Jounson withdrew his proposition in
order to give time to consider it, ‘believing that
it would gain strength by consideration. '

Mr. Cramsers moved a proposition submitted
by Mr. Randall, for districting the city of Balti-
more, but after some conversation, withdrew it.
" Mr. PaELps gave notice that on to-morrow
he would move to reconsider the order limiting

| the debate on the representative question to 5
'minutes. A new feature of the question had

come up which had never been discussed.
"Mr. ELAK!STONE moved to take up-the report
of the committee on the judiciary department.

Mr. CrisFiLp stated that he would be obliged
to leave to-morrow, and he woiild prefer that it
should be postponed to Monday week, if taken
up, ‘There were other subjects sufiicient to
occupy the attention of the Comvention in the
interim.

Mr. Seencer was in favor of the postpone-
ment. Three distinct bills frad already been
acted upon, and were incomplete. - It would be
proper Lo completeé those bills before taking up
the Judiciary question, to Erev,ent exery ihiog
from being crowded into the last moments ef
the Session. He desired therefore that the Con~
vention should-proceed to the consideration of
the Executive bill, in order to complete that
portion of it which had been passed over inform-
ally. He believed the Convention to be nearly
as full as it would be for the remainder of the
session ; and that there was not a memberabsent
who had not paired offi He would, favor the
postponement untjil Monday week ; and would

then move to tauke up the report of the Com- -

mittee on the Executive. .
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