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predecessors, by whom it was passed, if I should onut to refer to
the act of the last session, chap. 280, imposing *‘the Stamp Tax,”’
the only revenue measure adopted by them which has proved
unacceptable to any portion of the people in any part of the State.
If uniueasured denunciation—through the public press—from the
hustings—and in every other shape which the ingenulity of 1ts ene-
mies could devise, could mislead the judgment of an enlightened
people in reference to a measure so cminently calculated to pro-
mote their indiveduad tnterest and the public good, the first act
of the session you are about to commence, would be (*mnled “An
act to repeal the Stamp Tax.’

But the representatives of the people of  Marylund may always
rely with certam coniidence upon the support of their constituents,
when, like your predecessors, (after testing the insecurity of the
beaten puth—the inutility of further laws, based upon the pre-exist-
ing principle of taxation,) they at once (regardless of unjust cen-
sure, and with a proper reliance upon their own judgment, and
LheJudmm ntof the people,) abandon the path which had hitherto
only led to disappomtment, and pursue a new course, leading to
the redemption of the honor of the State, and the guod faith of
her citizens. .

I ask, gendemen, T feel T omay ask with confidence, your
candid corideration of @ measure which, when properly amended,
will be of nore practical wility in the present monetary condition
of the State, than any luw upon the statute book.

It has bccn called the British Stamp Act, and denounced as
anti-Lsemocratic ; but 1 do not propose in addressing you, to con-
sider such gratuitous and unfounded denunciations, for I am aware
that you are too conversant with the  history of your country, not
to know that our fathers, in their ()pposmon to the tyrannical impo-
sitions ot the mother country, were goumfd by the principle ‘of
resistance (o taxationwithout representation,”’ and that they opposed
the Stamp "T'ax passed by the British Parliament, not because it
was a Stamp Taz, but because they were unrepresented in the
Parliament which pdwd it.  And I might be considered wanting
in respect. were I to remind you that a similar law to the one now
denounced ws anti-Democratic, was passed by Congress during
the Presidential tevin of Mr. Madison, by the party vote of the then
Democratic party.

I will not, therefore, consider for a moment these mere denuncia-
tions against & measure so Vitally important to the interest of your
constituents ; but will proceed to the consideratien of such ob]ec
tons to the principle und policy of the measure, as have been in
good faith, and with « belief in their reality, nrged against it.

It was said that the law was dnconvendent ; but the practical ope-
ration of the measure has clearly evinced the error of this assertion.

It has been urged thut the law was unequal in its bearing, be-
cause the greater portion of the revenue derived from it was paid by
the mercantile interest. But this argument was certainly a two
dged sworel ; for it was apparent, that if the fact were as asserted,



