larmony.  And he would ask the gentleman
d0m K-nt. to leok at the reason which lay at
Bl people To vote whether or not ‘they would
Imve a Convention, there could be no evasion of
tthis duty. :

:  Mr. SPENCER said:

That during the debate which had ocenrred on
e fourth of Februery, he had expressed his
:prnton that the people have toe ivalicuable right
it any tune to alter, change or modity their gov-
rnent at pleasare, and the jewsons for that
yeintong and he should advocate the adoption i
s Constitution of 4 provision for taking the
cose of the people upon the subject of calling a
onventinn He conside-ed th t question as ai-
cady settled by a voie of the Conven on adopt-
8 s anarticle i the bill of rizh:s 1o that ex-
i css effect, as would be_ found by reference to
Wic journal pp. 267. 280 and 281. That provision
W.d been carvied by a v te of’ fo 1y to twen'y-
B icht, dec aring that at reasonable periods the
en ¢ oof the peopic ought to be taken.

4 Thegentleman trom Kent, [ Mr. Chambers ]
Bad then stated that he-would advocate the in-
Forporation into the Co: stitution of a provision
W1 his kind in order that the public. mind might
pe settred, and to prevent anxious dizputaticn in
e (uture.  He had this morning re-athrined that
Meclaration.

3 He (¥r.S.)) would not enter into the ab-
pltract question of the hmportance of adjusting
B question, after what 1ad been said by the
entlenen irom Kent and  Baltimore couuties.
he only qvestion now was, how to carry out
@le measure.

& Hec had voted against the propocition of the
lcutleman from Bultimore city, [Mr. Brent,}ue-
2 ause he considered the calling of 2 Convention
Mecessalily legisiative in its character; and the
Jegislature could more conve iently carry out
he intention. without any iuterpusition on  the
bart of the Governor.
He did not fear to trust the legislature of Ma-
Byland with the discharge of a duty imperatively
Bequired by the Constitution.  11'it were left dis-
retionary with the legislature, as in the propo-
ition of the gentleman {rom Calvert, (Mr. Suf-
Mcrs,) he would not assent to it, because as a
W atier of discretion it would become a subject
g political agitation and excitement in the hauds
b{ the legisiature. .
He agreed with the proposition of the gentle-
an from Frederick, (Mr. Thowas,) that the
overnor was no more to be trusted 1n the
ischarge of a political or executive duty than
By other man
'he genueman from Baltimore county, (M-.
foward,) had said, that we could ouly settle this
nes ion upon abstract principles, and thut we
ad no light of experience to guide us, He was
nstaken; we were not left in the dark up n thi-
pubjeet.  Very many of'the States « f this Union,
nison e of the older oues from the very tirst.
had recc g rised this ri ht; and wherever it had
een recosnised, there had been | 83 agitatio
han'in thise States wheie the quest.on hald beru
lelt unsetiled by the Covrstituion,
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( He woulld refer to the Conctitutions of Massa-
Pehusetts, Viermont. New York Ingiara and oth-
ver States,  He relerred to the American ¢ onsti-
flution. pp 59, 91,122,284  He would then ad-
ivocale thefmeasure not unly as ore of abstraet
[Justice. but s a plain mesure, which would en-
Isure stabnity, where betere there had been
celamor, wibulence; und excitementin regard to
La change.
| T'he tirst question before the Convention would
Lbe upon the proposition of the geutl man trom
i Carroll, (Mr. Brown,) a prop <inion weich
cwould we-p with Lis hesily  concurrence, R
f pl'uVltlmg ﬁ()[‘ the l‘u”ih;’ of a Conventi My, It was
nece sary to ix opon a basis for that Conventim,
{and he convid- 1od the basis proposed as teing
wise and di-ereet.

« hatevér scttlement might now be made of
P the quuestioh, cught 1o be tie bosixof auy tut.re
SConvention  whch should assemnle e was
“happy to say that muny members of this body
i wlht had oppo-ed t e compromise, and who de-
sired u teplesentation ace rding to popuiatin,
!Inud declargd th:tif the next Consention should
i be calied tpon the hasis of represemation estabe
dishod by this Conve ntion, it would obviate one
jof their sivungest ohjections 1o the »dopi n of
S thai comprom se for the setrlement of the ques-
Ction. Tuobe expressions had afforded hun pecu-
e pleasute, as they seemed to nake manifest
{ the mode of adjusting this hieretofore perplexing
fquestion. |

That proposition however was hut an amend-
[ ment to the proposition of the gentleman from
CAlegany, ((Mr. Fizpatrick.) which he consi-
pdered to bd 1 strict conforaaty winth aud in ex-
Lecution of the decision of February 4 h. Lt pro-
i vided that at certain stated periods the guestion
i shiould be sulunitted tu the people whether oruot
a new Convention should be called.  The piopo-
sition was 10 carry out the decluration in the bill
of rights, to estallish the prace measure, and to
secure to the prople that wrich the biil of rights
aflitmed they shounid possess. The propostiun
of the gentieman (rom Ailegany left no di-cre-
tion to the Legi-lature. Jt was imperiou~: and
in that pRoposition every thing was effected
which it was necessary to (ffect. It would-go
further towards securing the adoption of this

| Constitution by the people than any other provi-

tsion whichy could be adoupted in 1it. He would
therefure appeal to ull members who desird 2
barmonious conclusion of this question, to sustain
this measare. K

But this proposition was offered as a substitute
for the repoit of the commitiee.  The first pro-
position in the report was that the Legislature
by ac's passed atl two consecutive sessivns should
have the power of awmending the Constitution.
Against this proposition he was as fully commit-
ted as upun any other puint, before bis copstitu-
ency. 1+ was unnecessary lo refer U the expe-
rirnce of :the past, or Lo arg-e this propostaon.
His opinioh had been already fu ly giveu upon it.

I'he second part ol the proposiiun awhorised
the Legislature to call a Convention, leaving it
wholly discrevionary with them, and if dné-
Legislature should be iu favor of it, the next




