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and the legislature. If there was no actual pro-
hibition in the Constitution, the legislature
could at any time call a Convention, according
to the American doctrine. expounded by Mr.
Webster in Lutber vs. Borden, a doctrine which
be believed was now acquiesced in on all sides,

With regard to the amendment of the Consti-
tutiou by acts of two successive legisiatures,
without a direct submission intermediately to the
people, as was proposed by the gentieman from
Calvert in the terms of the old Constitution, he
would say, that no better method could be de-
vised for giving control to managing politicians.
They could often succeed in securing the ma-
jorily in two successive legislatures, in favor of
projects, not called for by public sentiment, and
even in opposttion to pubiic sentiment. Espe-
cially was this the case where majorities of
quorums ouly were required to pass laws. He
would cite for illustration a case within his
own knowledge, which he had refeired to on
another occaston. In 1836 an article was en-
grafted on our Constitution prohibiting all lottery
grants by the legislature; 2 special exemption
from this provision in the form of a new lottery
grant for a particular purpose, was passed by
two successive legislatures, and is now a part
of eur Coanstitution. 1t was notorious that this
was accomplished by log-rolling combinations,
and voluntary absences of members of the le-
gistature. Could any one pretend that such
an amendment would have received a thousand
votes from the people of the State? The contra-
Ty was well known. Here politicians, for pri-
vate and local,or for party ends, had managed—
and if the old system were retained, would
hereaiter manage, majorities ef quorums in
our legislatures. Should the section he had of-
fered be adopted, it would allow amendments
10 be made to the Constitution within the same
time as formerly, butin a manner more safe
and more under the control of the people.

Mr. Bowik said, that he was not sure but that
the amendment of the gentleman from Anpne Ar-
undel, (Mr. Donaldson,) would be an improve-
nent, if amendments to the Conslitution were to
be entrusted to the Legislature. But in regard
to taking the sense of the people every ten years,
or at a1y other particular periods of Lme, he was
utterly opposed to it. _ the
of the people, through their representatives in the
Gen+tal Assembly. to call a Convention at any
time that the public exigencies required it, ought
1o be sanctioned and acknowledged in its broad-
est and most uniimited sense, He was cpposed
1o all restrictions upon their power to amend ihe
organic law. The denial of the right, and the
restrictions which the present Constitution con-
tained upon the great inherent right of the peo-
ple, was in his judgment the cause of all the agi-
tation which had led to the assembling of the
present Convention. If-the people, through tneir
repre-entatives, were al'lowed to cgll a Conven-
tion, whenever they might think it pecessary.
there eould be no necessity for any himitation at
all—either for ten years or any other periodical
term. Let us throw no impediments in the way

He thought that the right |

rof the exercise of this great and fundamental
“principle of all free governments.  There could
be then no complaints frum any quarter.  Butif
ithere was a lintation tu ten or twenty years,
“there would be compluaints and cou tinued agi a-
‘tion. The surest way "to pioduce repose and
quiet. amonyg the people on this IMporiant quess
~tion of their pulitical nghts, would be to secure
to them the unirammeiled enjoyment of those
‘rights.  There would be nothng then left for
‘themn 1o dispute aby ut—nothing about which they
could excite syitation.  Bul the moment restric-
i 1iuns are imposed upon these r-ghts, there wou d
. be agitation e thought the j eople ol the coun-
“1irs, would be intinitely niore secure, with such
a provision in the Coustituton. They would
‘then alwuys unite in oppos.ng the extravagant
‘demands ol Balumore city. I the basis of re-
s presentation which hud been adopted by tle
Convention, should be ratified by the peuple,
: what section ol the State, would guin by any sur-
'ther reforms:  Certainly not the coumies.  The
:only gain would be to the eny of Balumore,
i which would, for all time to come, at regular
. periods of ten years. agitate the question of re-
i presentation accotding 10 population.  h.very
I change hereaftor to take place, would necessari-
‘}v enure to the benefit of those who advoca-
'ted tiat doctrine. It was already engraited
i on the Constitution. that alter the year 1ob0, re-
i presentation according to populatiun among the
| counties, should he the established and perwa-
'nent principle. Do the counties want any thing
'more? }f periodical returns of agitation on this
| subject were to be allowed, for who-e beuefit
| would it be? He would say now, that it couid
'enure to the benefit of Baltimoire city; and he
warned the counties to look to it in ume  The
: counties after the vear 186U, would have no con-
ceivable motives in wi-hing for further ref rm on
| thig subject. 1f Baltimore city is allowed every
iten yea:s to agitate the peopie of the State, on
| the questivn of reprerentstion according to her
‘ population, she would keep it up until the day of
judgment. He hoped the substitute of the gen-
i tleman from Allcgany, (Mr. Fitzpatrick,) would
i not pass.

| Mr JeniFER said, that it had appeared to him
'that the proposition of the gentleman from Cal-
! vert embraced all that was necessary. The firg
‘section was intended to provide tor all mino
.amendments; and tl e second for the calling of a
| Convention, when more important amendments
| were centemplated. The only question was
, whether the Convention should ve called by the
- people or by legisiative act. He would suggest
"that if the gentleman would accept the amerd-
' ment of the gentleman fiom Carrail, to settie the
' basis upon which the next Convention should be
lcatled, it would he better than to leave it to an
‘act of the Legislature. .
Mr SoLters here stated, that he had intended
to say t at if the propo-ition of the gentleman
from Allezany should be voted down, be would
{ the accept the amendment of the gentle..an from
arioll.

Mr. JENILER said, that with that pl‘op(liliolnl

\



