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Tongress to legislate on the same sibject? His
friend (Mr. Randall) admitted that the States
had the right to district in regard to the lower
House, but denied it as'to the Senate. He (Mr.
B)) would like to bo shown the distinction.
Separate the powers'if you can—the power of
Congress in reference 'to the election of ‘Repte-
sentatives from its power as to the election of
the Senutors. The object of Congress was to
secure,'in the one case, a representation of the
people in the lower House, and in the other a
representation of the States, in their sovereign
capacity as States, in the Senate. The power
could not be separated, in his opinion, in either
case,

Mr. Cuameers said the Constitution of the
United States had given to ‘Congress the same
power precisely in Lhis particalar it had given to
& State. So far as relates to the time, place and
manner of election, ‘the power of Congress aad
the State is delegated in the same words exactly—
they have the same power to legislate, hat
the State may do, that Congress can do—no more
and no less.  He supposed that much would be
conceded.

-Mr. Bowie, Precisely.

‘Mr Cuavners. Well fet us start with this pro
pasition.  The motion is now to designate certain
counties. from one of which alone the selection
of a Senator can be made. It will scarcely be
doubted, certainly it cannot successfully be denied,
that if the selection may be limited to eight
couuties, it may be to seven, to six, five or one;
if to one connty, then to a particular district of
a county, to a pnrticular town, or street or
house: Now, sir, said Mr. C,, suppose “the case
of a law of ‘Congress, paming a particular
county, town or house, from which and from
which alone one of ysur Scnaters should be se-
lected, would the States sebmit to it? would they
regard it as a fair interpretation of the power
conferred by the Constitution? [ do not mean to
intimate that Congress ever could be induced to
pass such a laws; but it is a question of power, a
gnestion whether they cannet, whether they will
do s0. Those who differed from him must take
the extreme to which their argument necessarily
must lead, and the extravagunce of the conclu-
wion ought to prove its fallacy. What, sir! the
Cungress to preseribe that one Senator shoulu
come from Baltimore, and the other from Kent!
Why not as well say one shall be a merchaut, the
other a farmer, a lawyer or mechanicc  Why not
then prescribe the political character of the per-
son to be selected? There is just as much author-
ity to do one of these things us the other. They
can do nove of them. The Counstitution had de-
fined the qualifications of Semators and members
of the House of Representatives, and there was
no authority in Uongress or the States to add to
or subtract frem those qualifications in the most
minute respect. He repeated his regret that the
suhject had been moved atall. He had felt bound
to express the opinion which must determine his
vote. His object in rising now was not to go into
a further argument on the legal question—he
ghnold laave that upon what he had alieady said.

He much regretted the temper in which that ate
gument had been received—he regretted the tone
and temper of the remarks made by the gentles
mgn from Dorchester, (Mr. Hicks,) and which
seemed Yo be designed for his especial benefit.—
He wished to disabuse himself of influences and
mdtives which it had been intimdted governed
some persons.

The gentleman from Dorchester -had allowed
himself to use an expression as to what might be
done by those who e pride of opinion indaced them
to stand along side of Philip Barton Key, and
other distinguished lawyers! What did such lan~
guage mean? Did any gentleman on this floot
for ome instant believe, or expect to make any
other member believe, that he (Mr. C.) could
he induced to desert the interest of the FEastern
Shore, for the wpitiful motive of “gratifying his
pride of opinion?”

Mr. Hicks expldined.

Mr.C. As 1 understood the gentleman from
Dorchester, (Mr. Hicks,) he said he rose for the
purpose of expressing his satisfaction at what he
termed “the learned and conclusive argument of
the gentleman from Prince George's, upon the
question of constitutional law. I take no excep-
tion to that. Nobody knows better than I do
that the gentleman from Prince George’s is capa-
ble of making an able legal arguiment; no one acs
knowledges it more cheerfully than myself. But
if the gentleman rose for that purposge, he did ot
confine himself to it, if as he now says he did
not mean to intimate any thing offensive or un
kind, 1 feur his langnage has unfortunately a
meaning not intended by him. As to the werds
he had alladed to, they were used in pursuing
what appeared to be a prominent part of speech,
as certainly it occupied a large proportion of his
remarks. His leading effurt was to show that
this question was pursuing tlre same current which
hak set so unmiformly and destructiv.ly agninst
the Kastern Shore, that the claim of the Kastern
Shore was to be established or defeated by the
success or defeat of this measure, and ahove all
that he was the champion of Eastern rights, and
with the strange alliance of the gentleman from
Baltimore city, (Mr. Brent,) who had introduced
this molion, and others who had not before sig-
nalized their extreme devetion to these interests,
wag resisting attacks made by old adversaries,
amnonget whom { am included. Now, sir, this is
all fancy work. The rights of the Eustern Shore
are likely to be much more compromised by not
moving this question at all. Those rights have
never been assailed, nor was there any prospect of
an assault upon them. In the absence of anys uch
provision, we have uniformly, without any excep=
tion, enjoyed this privilege. 1fany thing interrupts
this uzage, it will be the ill-judged and unsuccess-
ful effort to fly in the face of the Constitution of
the United States, on the mistaken notion that
it was best to make that practice obligatory by
the Constitntion of this State. Yet the gentle-
man from Dorchester had repeated over and over
and over again, his acting “in self defence,” “de-
fonding the righte of hie soction of tho Statc,” ae



