" forms; but {be" under
~, - principle’is the same. " The i
- thejudicial department ‘of*

;o

o

lying, the - lifegiving,
déx of separating'
thé government;

N " b

S froI'm:gdlitlé’s',' from the governmient, igabstird.
In Maryland by districts,
- inYiwhich . it 'is: done} - I _
- inNew. York, and in all the: States, 'they* are
. elected by general ticket; and why-?. 'Because.
- they-are 'thé représenthtives not of. 4 particu--

-, '1at district or division of the State, but-of the'
.~ ‘entire State; just as'much’ 8o as the governor.
.. is.the représentative of the entire State, i ‘the
- “executive department, !
. represents the entire State'in the judicial de=
- ‘partment, just ns much

ink if-we do ‘elect the’ court of appeals.
it is the only State’
“’In:*Penngylvania,.

The' court of 'appeals

A9 the 'governor repre-

- senta the entire State in, the-executive depart-

i

‘ment. " Therefore strictly, and on principle, it

. i altogetber right to eléct by general - ticket;
" add it would 'be wrong,
- ple to elect the judges of the court of ‘appeals
~, .. upon-any other ‘System |thaj al ticl
- because: they. are ' the ‘representatives of ‘the
. " ‘entire’ people of the Stdte, and " as'I'said the.
- - other duy, in the beginning of 'the debate; the
.* .man‘on_the 'to'f

- much interest’

- man for the position of

and violate & princi-.

than’ general ticket;.

‘of the

) :Alleganies lia3 just'as-
n the sélg':

;ion‘,‘g)‘t' 'd comnpeteént
?ndge‘ of -the court of

. ‘appenls,'gs the man whol lives ii the exirerest

- mon

- ‘thiese’mey

- . .courts;-hevause when’yoi ctit up the'Stat
- into’judlcial. districts, for" district “purposes,

- 'then"I, in ‘Washington'
- to’huve
. “the’judg
" Thave n

- Priute George's any
- clalm lafy] interest i

- " Judfes, on priciple, be

i *riapﬁééx;xt_:;tixegimthe‘ju‘icin 1 rlmen

. -‘theif seciion’of . the State, and their’ jopisdic-.
- "'6 v ]

corner of Worcester,” 'Th
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nimon- bitsts, fn " that’
i tire judicial forms
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u
county, have'nb right
dnything 10 sy in the*relection of
{in"Prince ‘Géorgd's catinty; because
"the -decisions’ which' be’
 thie gentleman ffom,
est, or'any right.to

18" gelection {of (he
: ¢side "within' the district
aghington or 'Alle '"46{ “county. Tt ia:
jtogether right’ that'the people of
districts should 'sélect the district.
because ‘thiey are their-
department pf

may ma

i'extends only'to'the limita' tri
dibtricts the voting 'power extends ju

8 1he jursdiction’of the'court exfend

not' apply: the same” principls’ to th
‘Why should - not the ' voting "power,
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‘of the district.
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}| from éachi distric 1ere W
| :gergbmé‘qiﬂ‘ereﬁce;of politics upon the bench;;

-
i

tion of :the -State -have a chance' {0 fill the
gabernatorial chair ;-and it is'done only with
that view.: :It is only: that the honors may be
distributed to the eminent and fit men in each
portion of:the State.: ' It is exactly upon that
principle’that I 'would .bé in favor of  taking
these Judges of ‘the court of ‘appeals from the
‘five different.districts, one from each, that the
Judicial honors of the State may: bedistributed
among thé people generally; so: far as‘it can
be'done.". The men being. equally fit, I think
it'is the only correct way ; and that is the only
‘reason’ why - we require any -seléction from
(different’ districts. ‘The particulur reasonis -
‘that-the jodicial honors of the Stite may be
‘distribated- among “the five different judicial -
Aistricts ‘of-the State. Ivisfor the purpose
-of letﬁpg'allel;a.va«a'fair.'chnnpe to attuin this .
Judicial positfon, < L
_As regards their nomination, ‘you cannot
belp:it. 7“1 know we have had two elections
of members of the court'of appeals under the
-present.constitution in our district; and they
‘were ‘bothi -nominatéd ;. and there was' quite
a-fight over the second.noniination, I'know;
and there: was: quite a-quarrel over the first. . .
They must-be'nomindted either by the district
or by, thé State;-and'I think it {s better that
they :should bé nominatéd by a State conven-
tion,:/All the - quarrels 'of -the- parties 6f the
district -from: which -they are to be selected .
will'be' adjusted by the' balance of the State -
notimplicatedin them; and thoy will there-
fore be:more likely: to :take a proper man, * I
‘am detidedly'in-favorof the amendment, -
- "Mr. PETER. ,,1.suppose ‘as-to- the' object to.
be attaitied- in-the ‘selection "of i the :court of
‘Appeals, thiere can'be no! difference in -this
‘convention, - Our-object is"to.secure an un-
‘biased: court; whicli -will render to every man.
‘the law as-it stands; u court which shall t
'causes, not: according to politjcal biag; -but
‘whiélijbbiall'ndets oat justice accordihg 'to the’
law dnd"the evidencel:
* T think none of us can doubt that the court.
of appeills, diffiring politically as they would
‘more probably -« differ, " elected ‘by districts,
‘would be more likely:to mete out justice, than -
a-court selectéd'by the whole and ent re State, -

codr ’

‘which wouldbe of ‘one politital opinien. “If

| we could<dttribute’ any ‘bias'to‘tke mind of

-the-court; ‘from’ politics; that bias would cer-
‘tainly be ‘more’likely to arise:in a court en-
tirely of one’palitical complexion, than in one
-differing in ‘political: views: 1.+ 7 .. '

~*‘Therefore wé'might: presume it to'bed ng-
tural congequence, if the State be divided:into-
judicial’ districts; and:if ‘a‘ judge beelected

*judicial district, that there wounld

ut if the election beiby' the entire' Sti‘e, a8

i|:g¢ntlémen-here” would have -it,-we'may'say -

‘with’ alinost -entire certainty .that:if ione.qf ..

rée lithe iudges upon a’ticket shall bé elected; that

! gd@lrg’tickgtvﬂl_llbe\'cli.-_qtod;f'if Thereforeif our

" This is the' objectto =




