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majority should be in favor of it. In the ordi-
pary regular elections for officers to execute the
e» 8 ing pow: s of the established government,
it is essemial that failures to elect should not
cccur—and the common exercise of this power
causes many to be indifferent as tofigs exerci-e,
hence the law prescribes that a ma)drity merel
of those who actually vule should elect It
would not do in changing the organic law of the
State. The difference was very otvious, and the
danger great. Let the Constitution remain as it
was, until a majority of the people were favora-
ble to a chanye. Let them change it as often as |
they pleared. but duv 1ot have it changed until a |
majority of the people desire it, else you violate
Just principles declaring that less than a majority
may goveru. :

There was an obvious distinction between the
ordinat y course of government aund this ) traordi-
nary course, such as changing the organic law.
F hey might incur the expenses of calhing a ('on-
vention by a plurality of the votes cast, and the
result would be, as 1t might be even with the
Jabors of this Conveuntion, that a majority of the |
pevple of the State would reject the Constitu-
tion {ramed by it. This state of things could not,
after all Yhe loss of time and money 1o the people
in its preparation, so likely occur, if they adopted
hia proposition  If there should be a majority
of the people in favor of such a change. aud de-
siro s of calling a Convention, and if such Cen-
vention should be called, then the ¢hances were
greatly in favor of the adoption of the Conslitu-
tion framed by it On the other hand, the
chances were very much against the adoption of
a Constitution, the work of a Convention called
into existence by a mere majority of the voters
who may have cast their votes in favor of such a
course over those who cast their votes against it.
regardless of the fact t1-at those who voted fur
the Conver:tion, and it may be united even with
those who voted against it, that all who then
vo:ed on the subject did not consiitute a majority
of the voters of the State, B

The question being on the amendment of Mr.
Raxpare.

Mr. RanvparL demanded the yeas and nays,
which were ordered, and being taken, resulted
as follows : .

JAffirmative.—Messrs. Morgan, Blakistone,
‘Hopewell, Chambers of Kent,Donaldson, Dorsey,
Wells, Randall, Seilman, Sollers, Brent of Chas.,
Merrick, Jenifer, John Dennis, James U. Dennis,
Dushiell, Williams, Hicks, Guldsborough, Ec-
cleston, Bowie, Sprigg, Dirickson, McMaster,
Davis, Kilgour, and Waters—21.

Negative — viessrs. Chapmian, Pres’t , Ricaud,
Mitchell, Howard Buchanan, Welch, Ridgely,
Dickinson, McCullough Tuck, Spencer, George,
Thomas, Shiiver, Biser, Annan, Stephenson. Mec-
Henry, Magiaw, Nelson, Carter, Thawley, Stew-
- art, of Carol ne, Gwinn, Sterwood, of Bal* city,
Ware, Schiey, Fiery, Neill, John Newccmer,

Harbine, Michacl Newcomer, Brewer, Weber, |

.~Amdcrson, Hollyday, Slicer. Fitzpatrick, Smith,
Shower, Cockey and Brown—42.
. So the amendment was rejecied. —

"er. Anderson, Weber, Hollyday, Slicer, Fitzpa:
"trick, Smith, Shower, Cockey, and Brown—4l.

Mr. Davis desired to kuow whether the vote

n
K

v
o

just announced, in effect, wos not a denial of the §
rule that the majority shonld govern? '

The question then recurred,

«Will the Conven ion accept the substitute as
off-red by Mr. FirzpraTaick, and amended on the
motion of Mr. Brown, for the report submitted
by Mr. foLLers, as Chairman of the committee ?”

Mr, Sorters demanded the yeas and nays,
which were ordered, and being taken, were ag
follows :

Affirmative—Messrs. Donsld-on, Howard, Bu-
chanan, Welch, Ridgely, Dickinson, Eccleston, J
McCullough, Spencer, George, Thomas, Shriver,
Biser, Annan, Stephenson, McHenry, Magraw,
Nelson, Carter, Thawley, Stewait of Caroline,
Gwinn, Brent of Ba‘timore city, Sherwood of
Baltinore citv, Ware, Schley, Fiery, Neiil, John
Newcomer, Harbine, Michael Newcomer, Brew-

Negative— Messrs. Chapmsn, Pres’t., Moigan,
Bl.kistone, Hopewell. Ricaud,Chambers of Kent,
Mitchell, Dorsey, Wells, Seliman, Sollers, Breut
of Chas., Merrick, Jenifer, John Dennis, James
U. Dennis, Dashiell, Williams, Hicks, Goldsbo- §
rough, Bowie, Tuck, Sprigg Dirickson, McMas-
ter, Davis Kilgour, and W aters—28. ‘

So the Convention accepted the substilute. |

The question then recurred on the adoption of
the report.

Mr. BraxistonE offcred as a substitute for the
report, the following: ‘

That it shall be the right and privilege of the §
people of this State, at any general election of B
Delegates, Lo vote for or against a Convention,
and it it shall ap: ear thut a maj rity of th.e whole |
number of Jegal volers are in faver of calling a |
Convention, the said majority to be asceriained
by the largest popular vote taken in the preced-
ing election of Fresident of the United States,
the election of Governor, or the general election §
of Delegates to the General Assembly respec
tively, at which the largest popular vote may
have been cast. Kach county and the eity o
Baltimore. to have @ representation equal) to the F
representation to which the same may e ent- B
tled in the Senate and House of Delegate. at that
time. That it shall be the duty of the judges of
election in the several counties and the city of
Baltimore, 10 make returns thereof to the clerks B8
of the séveral counties ard city of Baltimore,
whose duty it shall be to make return thereof to
the Governor, who, upon casting up said votes,
ifhe shall find that a majority of the whole nun-
ber of legal voters, as above specified, are In
favor of a Convention. shall issue his proclama.
tion-proclaiming such fact. And i~sue a pro-
clamation for an election of Delegates to’ said
Convention, in confurmity to the previous provi-
sions of this article. That such election shall
take place on the same day on which élections
are held for the election of Delegates, buton the
intermediate year, so that the sessions of the
Convention and meeting of the Legislature may
not happen 3t the same time. That the period
of the meeting of such Convention shall be the
first Monday of January next succeeding the elec-
tion of Delegates to said Convention. That the




