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Tre Governor, as hie had before remarked, had
now the right to call upon the Attorney General
for his written opinion upon questions of interest
to the State. 1t was desirable that the Execu-
tive should have the right to claim the opinion
of some legal officer, upon questions of law that
might arise from time to time in the discharge of
his department of the Government. He suggest-
od that he shonld be authorised to call upon any
one 'of the State’s Attorneys, for an opinion in
the same manner as he can now claim the opin-
jon of the Attorney General. This he thought
could be done without inconvenience, and would
remove one of the objectious urged against the
discontinuance of the office.

¢ was true, that cases might arise, heyond the
limits of the State, in which her rights and inter-
osts were involved, requiring that they shonld be
represented and guarded by able and distinguish-
ed counsel. This very condition of things is in-
tended to be provided Tor by the first section. It
authurises tho Governor ‘fto emplay eonnsel for
the State when in his judgment the public inter-
est requires it.”  With the restrictions proposed
in the amendment of the gentleman from Cecil,
he, (Mr. B ,) would not hesitatein giving him the
power. But the fact that such cases will arise i3
Bo reason for the coniinuance of tris office.
They have arisen,and the late Attorney Gen.
eral, whose ability no man doubted, was not re-
quired to appear in them all. When he did ap-
pear in any one of them he was liberally paid as
he ought to have been, from the treasury of the
State. Other distingnished gentlemen were em-
ployed in more instances than one.  Mr. B. here
yeferred to the printed table of fees paid by the
State to coun:el in the lasttwelve years. Thisthen,
(he continued,) can be no reason for retaining this
office, and the section only authorises the Gov-
ernor to do that which has been done whilst the
office existed. Moreover, how often would these
cases occur? From the history of the pastit
could not be presumed that they would oceur
often. \

e had heard no one object to the election of
State’s Attorneys in the counties and city of Bal
timore. Tie determination of the Convention
seemed to be unanimous upon that point. You
are then to have a State’s Attorney in every sec-
tion of the State, and . what duty is left to be per-
f rmed by an Attorney General? It is however
proposed ihat there should be an Attorney Gen-
eral with a fixed salary, who is to be, it is said,
the confidential adviser of the Governor. This
is the creaticn of a new office with an old name
The Attorney General is now paid by fecs. The
one projosed to be appointed under the new
Constituiion is to receive a salary to be paid from
the treasury of the State. 1f you have the office,
inducements must be offered 1o the distinguished
talent of the State to fillit. The salary must be
a large one. Upon the ground of a proper econo-
my he could not vote for the proposition.

n conclusion, he saw 110 necessity for continu-
ing this office. Its dutics are in fact to be per-
formed by th: officers propostd to be elected in
the second section of whis. bill, - The interests of

the State, in all cases in which she is concerned.
would not be left unprotected The power to
the Governor to employ counsel, when the inter~
est of the State requires it, will secure counsel
to the State in all those cases which do not arise
within her Jimits. He thould thercfore vote for
abolishing the office. ‘
Mr. Morcax had listened tothe discussion with

a greal deal of interest, and would say that he

had come to a different conelusion from the gen-
tleman who had just taken his seat. What was
that gent eman’s o jection to the amendment pro-
posed by the gentleman from Somerset, (Mr.

Crisfield,) and how did he propose to obviate that
objection? Hehad said that the Attorney Greneral
whs not required by the State, because by the
article which was before them, the duties of that
officer might be performed by the deputies of the

respective counties. “This was subject to two ob~
jections. First—ihe irresponsibility of these of-
ficers discharging the duties of an Attorney Gen-
eral. >econdly—the extra compensation at the
disciction of the Governar, ar the Legislature,

aid to counsel tor duties that would be perform-

ed by that officer. Now,as to the first objec-
tion, he did not concur with his friend from

Charles, (Mr. Brent,) that deputies elected in the
counties, were always proper persons to foilow
suits to the court of appeals. There were nv
duubt some exceptions, among which he was
happy to include his friend from Charles. ltwas
well known to every member, that the class of
prosecutors were not men of that legal attain-
ment, of that knowledge of the jaw. who would
be proper to follow these cases to the courtof
appeals. Many of the cases brought to that
court, were very important either in the princi-
ple to be decided, or the amount involved in the
result.  He meant no disrepect to these officers,
but public duty required that he should speak
plainly, avd sa that it was obvious to the Con-
vention, that snould they follow these cases to
the court of appeals, that the interests of the
<tate would require that some assistance should
be given them in that court. It then resolved it-
self into this, that counsel other than the prose-
cating officer, would be necessarily employed to
protect the interest of the State, and in that event
extra compensation would be necessarily allow-
ed. Surely his fiiend from Charles did not » ean
to say that the prosecuting attorney should follow
such cases here, and that the only compensation
for his trouble, time, expense of travel. and try-
ing them, should be the $3,33 1-3 ceuts, now al-
lowed by law. He could not attend to the cases
for that fee. He must then receive extra com-
pensation, and as he had before said, many o

ihem would require assistant counsel, who also
would receive extra compensation, and this com-
pensation must be,from its pature,uncertain, un-
defined ard unlimited at the time of the rendi-
tion of the services, and when fixed, would pos-
sibly be ascertained by the party inclinations of
the Governor or Legislature, that paid for them.
i his he considered a strong reason why the pre-
gent grticle should not pass, as it opened the
doors ‘of the treasury to favoritism, and to a

wastefut extravagence of the public-monsy. -



