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efd I his opinioh. But two, snd these two great
divisions were the producing and the consuming
classes He kneéw of no other divisions which
did not war one upon the other. He knew no
ﬁ‘ -betweens which tould harmonize with either.

he merchant who bought to sell, bought from !
the producer in order to make a profit by im-
posing 3 tax upon the consumer. He lived
upon the producer and upon the consumer both;
bécanse it was his interest, it was the daily
business of his life to depress the price of the |
producer’s labory in order that he might make :
l}‘r‘oﬁt in the form of taxes upon the consumer.

his was his entire business morning, nosh and
night. He thought of it by day and dreamed
of it by night. Hec had no ‘other occupation.
‘When, therefore,the commercial power, situ-
ated as it always was in the larger cities,"and
not in the agricuftural districts, obtained all the
political power of a State, his life upon it, the !
producing classes would become hewers of
wood and drawers of wate?r. ‘He could imagine
that at no distant day Baltimore city might con-
tain, as it had been predicted she would con-
tain, a popalation of some five ot six hundred
thousand people.  She was said to be the heart
of the body politic, but unlike the heart of ‘the
bedy natural, when she got the blood to the
centre, she never sent it out again to the ex-
tremities. It remained there, and never re-
turned to give life and vigor to the whole sys-
tem. )
He conld suppose that this great commercial ;
power might have, in the course of time, the po-
fitical power of this State, and might contml
artd regulate all the laws of trade, and reverse all
those natural laws of trade, founded, in i judg-
ment, upon the true principles of political econ-
omy, by which tire’ person whovlesired to buy was
mude to go in search of the person who had tb
well, anid adopt a principle by which the producer
of the raw material was forced to go in quest of
tto capitalist, thereby placing the faws of ‘trade
and the control of the ymarket in' the hands of the
comnrercial power. He could suppose such a
state of things to exist, ¥nd he would usk whether,
‘urtder such circumstantes, it would not be of the
utmost importance tu the agricultural portions of
the State, to have a pecufiar representative in the
Sénate of the United States? In that bady, where
great comnrercial treaties were to be formed, by
which the surplus products of the country were
either to find a market in foreign vonntries, or to
rot upon dar hands, he thought it a matter of
sufficient interest to beconre a guestion of State
policy, wiether a provision should not be engraft-
ed in the Constitation,; 'which shouMd, in all time
Lo tone, secure to tretagricultural classes of the
State a thorbugh and distinct representation. He
hald it to be their duty to provide that they shall
be so represeuted. He had no allusion to the
agricultumsts of a partictlar section of the State:
he meat the agricofterists of ail Maryland—
Western and Fastern. They should take care of
it; it wastheir bounden duty to do it. Because
gentlemen Yelt some doubt upon the ‘question of
constitutiond! power, a power which had been ac-
qdiesced-in“for forty years, and which he thought

q

he had shuwn wat hot antagonistical to the Cone
stitution of the United States, was it to be struck
down for ever? Were gentlemen unwilling to en-
graft this provision vpon the Constitution, and
yet witling lo leave it upon your statute book, as
a standing memorial of legiclative encroachments
npon the Constitution of the United States? If
they would not consent to a repeal of the act of
1819, he could not discover what reseons they
could urge as a justification of their oppusition to
the engrafling a sinilar provision in the Consti-
tution of the State. so far, al least, as the question
of constitntional power was concerned. Did gen-
temen suppose that the framers of the law of
1809 acted under Uie belief that Lhey were merely
doing an act of courtesy when they pasced it?
No; he hud a better opinion of the men of those
days than to suppose that they would have vio-
lated their oaths of office by passing & law which
they believed at the tiine to be against the Consti-
tution of the United States. No, gir. They be~
heved it to be corstitutional, or eise they were
faithless to the trust repored in them by passing
it. Political skeptics and hair-splitters, men who
cannot see the furce of the position, that where
lwu things may stand vpon the same platform in
harmony tougetlrer, one need not be driven off, but
both permitted to semain, may raise doubts as to
the constitutionality of this provision—but he de~
fied human ingenuity, human intellect, to show
him where the conflict necessarily exiwsted, aud it
must be a case of necessary *conﬁyict, or else hoth
musl be permitted to stand together,

The gentleman from Kent had supposed that
the ‘Constitution of tire United States intended
,to enumerate all the qtalifications of a Senator,
:and had found it necessary to invoke to his aid
I the common law maxim of “‘Expressio unius est
lexclusio alterius;” but-if the gentleman would
- look to the ninth article of the z2mendments to
: the Constitttion of the United States, he would
' find that he could not avail himself of the bene-
fit of this maxim, foe it is trere expressly de~
| claréd to have no appHcability whatever to ques-
I'tions of constitutional law. 'The language of
'the wnth amendinent is: “The enumeration ia
iLlhe Constitution of certain rights shall not be
: construed to deny or disparage others retained
by the people.” Whatever application, thes,
i this maxim had to the ordinary rules of con~
s struction, it certainly had nore when we were
-called upon to construe the Constitution of thre
United States, with reference to the powers of
the General Government, -and the reserved
rights of the States.

In conclusion, Mr. B. said, he could not but
think that the States, in the exercise of their
reserved rights, had the power to esteblish Uni-
ted States senatorial districts; and, in hisopins
ion,the agricultural portions of the State should
unite Lo secure the benefits of such a provision
by engrafting it upon the constitution of the
State.

Mr. Tromas caid that it mightbe fhat what he
should say in vindication df his vote was stated,
during the debate on this subject whi¢h' had oc-
curred during his absence, in much better form
than he-would express himself now. Ifthis article




