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1n Centreville, Queen Ann’s Co., Md.

BY THOMAS J. KEATING.

Subscription.

$1.50 per annum, 1n advanee; or $2.00 it

patd during the year.

yearly advertisement discontinued

arrearages are paid.
Advertisements.

No subseription or
antil all |t

Twelve lines or less inseried three times

for one dollar—twenty-five cents for each
subsequent insertion. A* fraction of a square,
when it exceeds a half, counted as a whole
square. 'L'he number of irsertions must al-
ways be marked upon advertisements, other-
wise they
and echaroed accordingly. A very liberal de-
Juction made to yearly advertisers.

25 No deviation from the above rales

Special Notices.

No papers will be given to any one except
snbseribers or advertisers. dingle papers five
cents.

All ndvertisements of publie sales must be
aid for on the day of sale.

No certificate of publication will be given
anlessthe advertising cost is paid.

Al communications of a personal nature
avill be charged for at the rate o
a square for the first insert
five cents for every subsequent, insertion,

Obitwary= notices, when they
ines, will be charged at the rate

square.
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Thomas J
Atiorney at Law.

And Seolicitor in Chancery

CeNTREVILLE, MD

Will give faithful attention to allbusiness
entrusted to his management, n Queu
Ann’s, Kent, Caroline, and Talbot conn

ties Feb.10, 11,

s,

. Keating,
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ATTORNEY AT LAY,
E‘E AVING located in Towsontown,
,."-L_ji Baltimore county, Md , for the prac-
tice of his profession, will give strict and
prompt attention to any business entrust-
e to hiscare in Baltimmore city or county

FFeb. 28, 1860—ti
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T

Themas B. Quigley,
Aitorney at Law,

And Selicifor in Chancery,
Having located in Centreville, will praes
tice law in the courts of Queen Ann’s,
[ ent, Caroline and Talbot counties and
give strict and promp! attentan to busi-
ness entrusted to his care, Office [
merly  ocenpred as Post Ofl1 ce.

Dec. 6, 1859-—v.

R. E. FEDDEMAN. W. S. CONNOLY.
COLLEC TION OF CLAIMS,

In Queen Ann’s,Kent& Talbot, Counties.

JORTIAN & EONNOLLY,
CENTREVILLE; Mbp.
(Successors to W. 1, Gibson.)
D ESPECTFULLY offer their services
B R for the Collecuon of Claims of every
description in the above named counties,
in the recovery of which they will em-
ploy the most prompt and energetic means.
They are also agents for the purchase and
«ale of Real and Personal Property ofev
1y description.  Charges Moderate.
May 22’ 1860—1v

WM. €. GIBSON,
General Acent and

KENT ISLAND,

Query Axx's County MARYLAND.

Teslrs
rk

i Lk

g3 Particular altention given to the

Sale of either Personal or Real kstale,
References.

Dr. RB. W. Earickson, Kent [sland.

Madison Brown, Centreviile,

Major James Merrick.

. T. Martin & Brother, Baltimore,

Willtam H. Owens, 4

Thomas Morris,

April 10, 1860—v.
JOIEN PALVMEBR Jr.,

Conveyancer and Collector of Claims,

AND GENERAL AGENT

THE SALE OR PURCHASE OF
REAL ESTATL,

CentreEvVILLE. MD.

Office formerly occupied by AT Em-

ory, Esq., North of the Court llouse.

Feb. 8, 1899.
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7. TARMAN.
(eneral Commission Merehant,
AND
Wholesale Grocer and Dealer in
FOREIGN & DOMESTIC LIQUORS,
SEGARS &c. '

No. 5Cheap Side between Lumbard and
Water Sts., Baltimore Md.,

{L.L be happy to receive the pa-

tronage of his friends and the pubs
tic generally upon the Eastern Shore of
Muaavland feb. 21, 1860—.

T T MARTIN & BROTHFR,
General CommissionJHerchants.
72 Seuth Calvert St.,
BALTIMORE.
{&All Grain sold by them will be in-
spected anless otherwise ordered,

July ,;.’-.':', 1853 —1f
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(Erom the Maryland Union )
MARYLAND IN THE CHARLESTON
CONVENTION.
| On Monday. April 23rd, the delegates

. e fen = S e—— <

generally on the oround that the report

of the Committes ¥ ould produce discnse

r

—
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was belter to have that afier the nomina-
| -
l[ll__

tion than to have no nomiiztion atl a

The majority of the Maryland - delegales
,‘ ! RIS Lo e Sl e T
| from Maryland to the National Conven- | voted agailist 1t ind a minority lor it

We have not the aves and npavs which

ion met at the Charleston [lotel, 'I'here

were present from the State at layge Hon. | Wwere talken In the [h—!l-ai;;-ﬂinll on each vole
Wm. T. ilamilton. John Contee. Levin
| Woolford and John R. Emory.

1st Distri et~—Hardcastle and Iield.
2nd
3rd
41N
Hth

6th

The delegation was organized by the

by us, but hope that the journal of pro-

ceedings which was ordered to be care-

¢ puhliﬁheni. [n consequence of the adop.

Salisbury and Byroe

(o tion of this resolution the Commititee on

Bient and Lanahan.

(¢ Platform immediately went into sessioln.

Morrison and Johnson.

6 Being t_n'gani:ﬂtrt] by the selection of Mr

Bowie and Miles.

| selection ol Messrs, [Tamilton asits chair- |

n ] o et | | - [
- ' sl 4 lliifsl‘ ol 1'i]-"L‘*:~:"‘utf::‘."t.-'.';il.!-:' Olier-
| ITIH”* J-'.I I I]‘ X £ 1 L
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Emory for Committee on Organi=| "7
el"a resolution that

Committee

| : & g : 18 re-
gation. Bowie for Vice President, and

| ‘ i Jincinnatl
' Hardcastle for Secretary the Cin l

port .to the Convention

ol the Conven-

tion, Gittings for Credentials, Johnson |

". " ) " - "
on this propaosition elicited the fact that

Resolutions. Salisbury for Com- |

widely variant constructions of it prevail
: Tl : : different sections of the countiy, and
Lavaham te appoint National Commit- i diffofehl sections, oi; 126 COURN,

10 cohsequenge the prnp:':ﬁ:?tinu was |

a4
ol iid

On the tahle by a vole of ¢ =t lt-"tg £t

(]
L

When the Committee on organization |

| : - slave States, with Califorria
l'Epnl‘ted, the vote of Maryland was casl slave Slales, Wil sptil

—u

[

constituted the minority.

Tl N = A 3
e othier free States
M r.

of Maryland then offered the® foliowing:

1al [}ﬂ;t'L of t_he I-Enpﬁrt Wi g the II,'.'E':JH“{}', th

i A e Johnson
selecting oliicers and offering the rules

of former Conventions, including the

Besolved, 'That the harmony and in=-
erests ¢ | the Democratic party require
such addition to and mbdificatipn ol the
fered by Mr. Cessua, of Pennsylvana, tRatl | Cincinnati Platforn as will

| fur as possible [rom all ambiguity n the
construction of iis terms.

two thirds rule, for the governmenl of

this body. Au additional rule was of-

rejieve 1t as

£y
LE

in 4/l eases where not otherwise pt'nwit]-

ad or directed by a Siale Convention,

that the vote of the State should be cast T1hs prn;msiiiun formet
afterward
Mr. Bay-

| ard of Delaware moved as an amend

ag a nuity the Convention would recog- which the ameundiments were

moved and the voles taken,

Lis individual vote. This rule was of-

ag chalrman o
: =T _;__..-n,"r. "

ll:iliﬂ*’r: us a ;;-::H_ 51 1,;15 rfﬂ;,u:

| s
gy

£ the Com: |

ment to the original proposition the three
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never been adopied by the Commiltee at
it

came evident that all attempts to harmo-

any meeting. ltwas anderstood to have | report ol the Committee. then be-

been voted down, but on the succeeding
F, I~ |

L i & 1 ' |
moriisg Mr. Cessna  had obtained, the

| justment was impnﬁsihi e,

nize the Commitiee on any bhasis ¢f ad-
ent number ol the Com-
of this |

|
erly change aud modily | ple would not be satisfied wil

assent of a sufhel

mittee to report it. - The eflect The Gulf statesinsisted that their peo-

rule was to utl houtan ex
she common law of all* preceding Con~ | plicit denial of Squatter Sm-'m'éignt; and
ventions, which has always been ﬂml!
should determine I{

an express declaration of

each State delegation Coneress to pass all Laws which might

for itsell how its vote should be cast, and | be necessary to protect slaves 1n

that the Convention would not ‘nterfere | Territories which ineladed of course the

L
L

Fa !

passage of a slave Code and police Laws
The North

lowed
|

to protect that institution.
| .

with their decision. This rule
each delegate to casl his individnal vote

unless a State Convention had otherwise

' would be this:  The general habit of the |

|

' states would control the Cenvention by

Collector,

|

West msisted that 1t

Ul'iii?ﬁ:’il {iﬂ{l tiil’EElt‘[l. ‘L he FHE‘EL ol it '; them (o allow ANy EHMHHH’.} Lo the Cip-

cinnati Platform, which in case of the

1.1

Districts | nomination of Mr. Donglas on it would

and not bv State Conventious and conld

South 18 o select LlE!{JgelLEE 1}}-
be equivalent to an endorsement of his

ofi i called
The sonth 1sist
Court

Lad deeided

not therefore order or direct the whole de- construction

peculiar
legation in most of the Southern States.
n

the

Squater Sovereignty.
in Virginia for instance no Stale Conven- | ed that
!
' Dred Scott

her vote should be cast, yet it has been

Supreme

tion has ever ordered or divected how case in

the l'E*{‘.ngtlizml law with her to cast bher
vote as a unit and never te divide 1=
The

question could be split vy

mett Lo refer these (qu estions to the

southern vote therefore on any | preme Cour! and that the IN orth and South

y and divided | are bwoth bound to abide by and

if any elements®of discord existed, and | out that decision. ‘T'he North West ad
her position demoralized by division.
while the larger Nerthern and Western | the Dred Seott case only decide
single techinical point that the p!uin[ii}'
their solid vote, stifling
L

heir delegaiions, through instructions | notsue in a Federsl Coart.

the Maryland “delegation voted against ¢hat the position taken bv the Gulf States

lits v 3 AP s F iy .y 1 . i e I SRk . ; . .
this rule for the above reasons and be- | \as rightin prineiple, that the declaration

I

That
nority (three votes and and a half we | johit of protection to slave properly was

change in Democratic law. A large mn.

the Northern. Democracy.

believe) voted for it' because 1n their | yow of no value, as it could not be of a-

‘ted by a large majority of the Conven-

tion and the result was most disastrous. ! agree to have the question of right of

A minority of the Convention controlled W erd 56w

1 : + :
| property, that 1s what rights
the most lmpnrif:’ttlt voles, ﬂ“d cast L]iE I| E“H}{i l“H_EE.‘I' lie C'HI Hliiu‘ii“t]j {0 Le [1],'_3_5-
On
test vonte between the report of the ma-

votes of an apparent majority. the

fined at some [uture time eitlier by the
Courts where the point was made or by
jority of the Committee and the report

lal National Conventionor Congress when
of Mr. Samuels, of lowa, adopted by

necessary or possible; that there was now

eight states and generally called the mi- | yo yrgent necessity for the Convention

. . |
nority report the latter was carried as a |

|

was, 1he South claimed and  justly 1t
= " ; Aei | : n !
165 to 138. 1t was however known | was urged, that the Dred Scott

defining or or deciding. what this richt
substitute for the former by a vote of

i
L

ase had
H i ]-u i - ] " 5 g " ;_ f | =y 1 ] ' . T " '
(hat the majonity report had 15 votes in | fecided what hese rights of property
3 1 - T 3P T iy | 1 T r i .
New York locked up by their uait vo'e | were, The North W est especially claim-

while the minority got every vote in the | ed jt had not.

There the question ougiu
With great dif-
ficulty the extreme Southern States were
got to agiee to this position and declared
in ad{]iliﬁn, the nmjnrity In'{:-pt:-&lti{m ust EHJHL t,he_v could not }'iEId aq jm_ further
votes locked up by the unit vote in Ohio 11 ‘
i

| fused to yield this much stating that such

South which desiredd to vote for it—

to stand for the present.
Those votes would have given the ma-

jority 153, and left the minority 150.— |

than this. The North West however re-

and Indiana it was said.

Alabama then offered a resolution that j pesition would be constroed against them

no ballot should be had wuatil the Con~

i
vention had adopted a Plaiform, which {of Congressional 1mtervention for the pro-

was carried, th

="

MNort

[
|
| h-West voling forit with New York '

. They stated that they were willing to
i while the M it

:,.u']
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le State | leave the question 'to the ourt

aoaIns
L™

L

(ittinas and Mot tary of the delegation, wili be printed and |

Avery, of North Carolina as chairman,

Platform pure and simple. The debsate |

i
and Oregon, |

the duty of

the !

vas impossible for |

-

Nebraska Bill had amounted to an agree- | o 1060w ould hav
| | Pennusylvania would have

|
] =

to commit the Party now at once iu favor

e extreme South and the }tection of slavery in. the Territorigs—:

= i et ad

already decided the stjon it was valn | - : - - :
already decided the question 1t was Valll | gymbijon te aciiieve the notoriety of Da-

= e
e e — ——— e e e o T ———— —_

and when it decided it both 1}:11'=.EE:-’5 should

L]

l!".h g 3 II-L'- T & d Ty SRR L] ‘I L L il
abide by it.  This was apswered DYV gay-

b 1
1Imne tnat :HH‘.!

|

1 1

[
r | = - ™ - L]
in the b!l[l-l‘li!i‘.f]:'? Court. that thhe Rlissourl

2 . i 1 . ' - o g 1.-1 e -
restriction hiad existéd thirty S1X years be

— e

1estion might never arise’

fore the Court had been called upon to |

paSs Upon it. That the Wilmot p::nvis;::u
i1t haa p:as::-'mi was distinetly a similar

judicial guestion and the Court having

'ty ta'k of another referetice.

fully kept by Mr. Woollord, the Secre-|

and Gov. Stevens, of Oregon as Secreta~ |

Maryland then [H‘t*.rll:rn:-'m! an adjustment
on the basis of her State resolutions, ViZ.
that inasmuch as the question of the con=
stitutionality of CGongressional Statates

and Territorial Laws was pnlili{:ﬁh be-

cause Congress had undoubted power to |

repeal it and annual the other i uncon="

ctitutional. and was also judicial, because
the courts had, also tha power 1o Velo

and annual-either for the sae reason,

we should

act of Congress to submit all such laws

of Congress and of Territories to the Suo- |

preme Court ag soon as enacted as affece |

Lo

L | -
1113

0
]

(or all cases where cither

L B .,-F 1! i ..- I..|1- |,1-., s r_-\.i {. oy - " B L
U e I=5_’;Eu clatlmed Or any }":Ir_.l:'-.-u

- " " it oy P 1 'r‘- -|-r
.iL]-.E-.‘ '1}'.{1[}'."1&1' i 1he 1 erti

]
L
L

S
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Longress or a erritorial Legisiature 8ace

1 1 - i = . : a &% T-|'l..i"| % : p
ey allU would *more {‘EIT.:.-HHH” conauce | prope

ﬂf .i

!1
1._':l,!l ]

T
Ll

tha form

Conoressional intervention’” to repeal or

to_the pu yeace ANy

annul such acts; and to meet the case

iy
L

nited States have an equal 1ight to setile

L with

where a Territoria]l  Legislature refused

1 '-uj X

of the proceedings became a part of the!

'|

l

the | -, S5
| York, New Jersey, Micl
ihelr |
Oregon
u = s M = e | ] 5
favor. the points claimed that the Kansas |

. . | ood
| SHLLH?H.
arry .

mitted the agreement but coutended that |

1 1
' the |

to protect property then, that the Fedar- |

al G
f-_.f.js',l,-‘}*l?.*;l;']'.'-: or proj eriy .--:’-‘1;'111‘E‘|'1 under the
}

L

1 1
IS

Constitution or estaklished by the Supreme

Court, but refraining from an exact defi

]

sition of what those rights were 'T'he
resolution submitted was as follows:

i

"'J'L'Lr:ri:}l1'{.'[1T that it is the {311:}’ of Con-

o provide by law plain and ample
o &
Fefiifzinin il

" the final adjudication
f the United States

- ey sl
=" |-'_- f o

5 10 BUL 1T O HEC
Pederal Courts,y ant
of the Supreme Court «
all questions of rights of persons or prop

erly arising under the Federal Constitu-

tton from any Levislation, direet o1 mndi- |

Il
1Ci

1l
i

rect of a Territorial Legislature, wh
has tue effect to impair cr mjure the right
claimed of every citize n to taka his prop
erty into the Te.ritories and there hold
and enjoy the same.

And, tnat al} rights of persons or prop-
ertv secured under the Clonstitution of the
United States, or which are now, or may
{ by

-~ e L SRS - .r
herealter be estabiisliel the Supreme
1

W Bverv
y every
™ . .

Goverumelnt

- ' ; st o0
oiirtsougil Lo LE ;‘.'!.Lr?t_',._'.iﬂ[l

™
H i

I.E.'ll- T n 5N '\.I‘I P £ 4 .!'||'-1
].J'i."i:’;"\i.i.ﬂl-.flitr O LIle Y eucidl
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i

- W L 1
acting in its appropriate sphere, as  well

n the Territories as wherever its ilEI'i:iLIith
tion extands ?’

This resolution received the votes of

'?,.;'r

] - 4 1 -
New Hampshire, Rbode Island, - New

iocan Californie,

and Maryviand and another

Northern State, which 18 forootien,

voted for it but
T he

ulhl

was not. preseut. other fourteen

i 5 "I"":" ol g
States, seven Northern

States voling against il [t is believed
howeter, that could three more Soutirern
- i 1 i L] I, _I'I * = .l l..a-

States hhave peen obisined [orita sufhicient

number: of Northern vaoles could have

| been had to have carried it.

a1l dissent in|being a negro was nota citizen and could |

| from state Conventions. A majority ”r| The other Southern States admitted

the |

They
insisted therefore that the others should !

Democratic States woul

Qiates however

The Southern
{o },.'i-;-i[l.

the |

™ A ¥ T I B
Not.one conld be got to bireaxs

111
&

and come over and Maryland was

placed in the position of standing out a-
gainst a united South and the three Free
Srates of California, Oregon and Pennsyl-

The

the declaration agreed

vania. Sabstraction’’ involved in

Ipon, by these sev-

entoen States then beeamne a practical mat- |

ter of the highest importance. Solemn
assurances were given thatif the declara-
= -

tton was not made, at least seven certain

hominee of the Canvention, and the elec-

tion to be madeywas would it -~ be wiser

to keep the South together by making

il

it—or by refusing to do so to lace the |

five

certainiy of loosing lour or

up the loss, North?

-

..-'1. '.1-|-|-..‘L' i - = = '\-Fl‘ 2y 1el EF 'Iu:'].
ageciaraidoll as‘a test O] Tlhh LY lalul

§o# N N
nove explicitly than now asked for. by
united. Souths.

H A R
the [Svery

. AL e [ e e
covered by the resolutions ol th

from Delaware, had been distinetly and |

n . ! X -"\'j.. LR LEEY : L] " 1 ] F T TN a 3 [ : : v e
i 1 B! L.! 'r} i By ] i L | P
unequivocally declared by the State Gon- | f Democratic faith,and we venturs to| inations until such vecognition

; g | 1 BT A . ASSE .L Li.,,
vemtions of 1859 and 1860 and the Ad- ri Li

dress of 1889 of her State Commitlee,—

Alihough Maryland had no desire to press

her opinions on the whole Union‘as those | . s i
| ute for the majority whicli is known as

auly which were right, still when seven-
]

teen States demanded them, and a decla-

ration of themn was reguirs:l to save five
or six Democratic 5t

But furt c«he

lesilaie. in caddition, s

C
L WAL

o~eriment ought to protect all righis |

' Territory have an adequale pupulnlimr.
| form a State Constitution, the right nfz

' oauized ought to be admitted 1nto
Federal Union, whether ils constitution
Grohitite of recognizeR the institution of

| mated by admission into the Union, they

' them, but he was absent himself from the

3rd and 1lst propositions, and tweive

jority and minority report upon

|
|
'r

(g 1
feiti=ed |

| or repeal such acts.

d be lost to- the |

or 81X !

. ; . . 5 . Ltier counties,
States South, for the chance of ' making

), mnch |

| islative body it 1s absurd.

: . g
L T | 14 1 .'1 \\:1 {-.}l- 8 ] : i i
-‘iiia:’}.-‘]i:rlti had over and over made the : It 1s Sk puft!mu.f

= JW_‘E:F;%WJ'_HM“WWWWM :

NO. 10.

in demanding and defending their rights.
No one could deny that the declaraton
demanded was their right. The ounly
question with Maryland was asto the ex -
pediency of moking the demand now.—
States - decided

Fourteen Southern

malke it and it was not for her to fulter or |

hane back on account of the. danger.—|

o

| : |
The representative of Maryland had no |

vis or [Tofliman by deserting his section |

and voting solitary and alone from the |
South. LoO frequeut :
|

recent, and solemn to allow such an idea

Former pledges were
to be tolerated  Maryland is a Southern
Siate her Democracy are with the South.
and the great bulk of her Opposition also |
and accordingly she voted and acted with
The filteen

s with ' California and Ore- |

the South in Committee.

Southern State

gon adopted the following propositions,

P e 1:.11. AL ol . ] = : |
agree 10 make provision by oo hodying the compromise of Mr Bay-

1

ard:

First. That the Government of a
Territory organized by an act of Con-
oress 18 fprm-'i.uiunal and temporary; and
during its existence 411 citizens of she U-

their property in the Territory
without/their rights, either of person or
riv being destroyed or impaired by
Congressional or Territorial legislation.

Second. 'That it is the duty of ghe
Federal Government, in all its depart-
ments, to prolect wign necessary. the
rights of persons andiproperly in the
Territories, and wherever eise 1ts consti-
tutional authority extends.

Third. That when the settlers na

Loy

institution of Slaveryewithin the Territo-|not a dozen n either, dissentent voies
c ¥ i
ries. |

. e A all . :
3—Resolved—That the democratic| The withdrawal ~of the three, was
party will abide by the decision of the| ‘

Supreme Court of the United States m;m-l deemed' L4, the rest binding upon. them,
the institution of slavery within the Ter- all having asseited the same principles.
ritories. But we are confident that an adjuste
And four States reported as a substi-| ment might have been had which would
e for that the of Cincinnati Platform
pure and simple:

were given,

‘" have proved satisfactory to alarge mas=
jority of the Democratic party. INone of
The ques- | the three Reports was persectly satisfac-

he test between the re- | tory to a majority of votes  perse and
port of 19 States or thereport of 8 States.

The South objected to the latter because
it allowed Free Soilers to belong to the

ThLe last was veted down.
tion then becamet

the very one wasirejected by a majority,
that is the majority as constructed under
Cessna’s resolution.  The majority 1e<
port would have carried on & per capila
vote by a small majority, but was killed
by unit vote of New  York, Ohio and
Nev-
ertheless a proposition could have been

Democratic Farty, no one believed thatit
, -

was so intended, but the language was

broad enough to tolerate such differences

of opinion. It asserted that «inasmuch | Indiana as we have shown above.

as differences of opimon existed ja the
Democratic party as to the powers and
dulies nfCrmgressttmder the Coustitution | the Maryland resolation, ifa vote could
over the institution of slavery w':Lhin). have been had on it.

But by the operation of parlamentary,
laws, the votes were confined to the three
reports from the Committee, and this
was done deliberately for this purpose.—
'The friends of Mr Douglas beileved, that
It was urged that David Wilmot believ-1 with Alabama, Mississippi and Avrkansas,
who were instructed out of the Conven~

{|_adupted on a basis like that proposed In
]

die Territories,” therefore we would a-
bide by the dceision of the Supreme
Court on the question of Constitutional
Law, (provided such decison ever hap-
pened to be made.

ed it to be within the power and duty of}

tion his nomination was safe.
They did not believe that any other
states would move.

Congress to prohibit the institution of
slavery, while Yancey insisted that it
wasin itz power and duty to protect 1,
while Douglas contended that neither The most earnest assurauces were givs
proposition was correct, yet this resolu-| en them, of their mistake, that if they
pressed the issue with so high a hand,

this most disastrous result would occur.

tion allowed all to be Democrats antil |

the Supreme Court at some future indefi-

mte and vague time should Lappen to de~| but having assurances on which they re-

Sovereignty commences and being consu- |

stand on an equal footing with the peo-
ple of other States and the state thus or-
the

cide the question in iispute. This re-| lied, from persons in those States them-~

port Lowever received 185 votes to 138/ selves, nut Delegates, they thought they
tor the majority. | could force three States out, and control

iun voling 45 to 3%; for the majority re-

The Maryland Delegd=
the rest.
The cousequence was the operation

i1
port, Hamilton Contee, Woolford, Em-

Slavery.

Pennsylvania instructed her represen-
lative Hon. H. B. Wright, to vote for
Committee. New York voted for the
Northern States against all of them, so
the report was made I reality bv eigh-
teen States in all and States

the part of the This
last statement refers to the second ma-

nineteen
on report.
which
the final vote was had, a former majority
report by the Soathern and Pacific States
was submitted, which embedied a reso-
lution of the Missouri State Gonvention,
an Squatter Sovereighty, but which was
forced on the majovity, and which they
could not avoid the rest of the report
was the 2nd and 3rd of the above pro-
posilions, a migority of 13 states then
<ubmitted a report with the following
resolution.

9 Resolved, That all questions i re=
:_1’.'4.*.:_‘: 1o the I'if__lhlf-;ui' pmpﬂrl}' In States or
Verritnries, arising und the Constitu-
ion of the Uuited Satates, are judieial 1n
their character; and the Democratic party
IS pimlga—:d to abide by and faithfully ear-
rv out such determinations, of these qygs=
ons as has been or mav be made by
the Supreme Lourt of the United States,

er

This was objectionable because il as-
serted a falsehood in Law and an absurc
fatlacy in politics. 1l declared that *all
questions in regard to rights of property
i1 States or Territories arising under the
Clonstitution of the United States are Ju-
their character.” Now all

dicral 1n

ory, Hardcastle Field, Bowie, Stens- | of the previous question, restricted all
bury and Johnson, éin_e delegates and 43 | amdement, and brought the Conveation

to a direct vole, first oh BuLeis TEpoIT
which was in effect, that afterwards a-
dopted and that was rejected by a large

voles, If .
For the minority report, Brent, Lana-
han, Byroe, Gittings, Mafhit, Morrison
and Miles. delegates and 33
vaoles,
After this miuority® was thus adonted

Seven majority, showing thata veryheavy pro:

portion of that body were opposed to the
Cincinnati  Platform, pure and simple
without addition. The question then
came upon the minority report as «
whole, as a substitute for the majorily as
above, 31 for it and 4} against it. While]| a whole and the former then was accept-
the roll was called however seme change | ed in lieu of the Jatter by a vote of 165
a Northern New |to 138.

I ~vlr o LI I vt 5 . .
York we think, which changed 1its vote The vote was then taken on the mi-

in preference to the majorily, 2 direct
vote was then had on its adoption as the
Party Platform, and this State voted as

was made vole.

against this objectionable clause, thus | pority as a proposition by itself, and

striking it out of the report, when the | seperate votes were taken on each sec-

most of the Northern States charged their | ¢jon.

votes also, to strike 1t oul When the The first re-affirming the Cincinnatti

34 voles from Marvland were altered so
= ' Platform was addopted by a large ma-

as to cast the State unasimously against). . : ; |
‘ 5.8 jority, being the same 10 all the reports

but the votes showing it was to be taken
with additional explanation. The ques-
tion then was taken on the second clause

it. The only unanunous vole we be-
lieve cast by the Slate on any contested
pnmh

When the Convention had thus adopt- 4% i e
PY 1 veciting differences of opinton as to the

power and Guty of Congress over the in-
stitution of slavery in the Territories, and

S L :  the Southern vote was castagainstit, with
Mississipp1 Alabama Sonth Carolina, Flor- |

ed eonly the Cincinnall Plaiform,and the
other resolutions on which all agreed|

the States of Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas,

. : o <ome Northern votes, while the Northern
ida, and Georgia with part of Delaware |

|

i

vole went for it, with somwe nine or ften

withdrew from its session, and it adjour-!

' Southern votes (3% from Maryland) until
a change ina Northern State showed that
the clause was rejected, when almost all
he affirmative votes were changed, and

ed over at the request of Virginia until
nextday.
THE CAUSE OF THE SECESSIO

AND ITS|

CONSEQUENCES, it was stricken out by a vety large recor-

Immediztely upon the adoption of the ded majorily

resolutions, which were in effect those Upon the adoption of these resolutions

reported by both majority and minoity | which were neither the majority or ey

of the Committee and Mr. Butler and his |

questions which arise from acts of States |
or Territories, are judicial because the |
courls may declare the Laws voud, but

besides being judicial they are polilcal

| for the legislative body itself, may anuul

far as it applies to acts is therefore false, |

But when referring to the duly of a Jdeg-

tion may arise as to whether it is the du-

' Mississippi, Alabama, Florida and South

The leclaration so |

The ques-

nority Platform, but in effect the Repout
of Mr Butler, of Mass., which had been
rejected by the Convention on a direct

lvutu of 105 for to 198 against them, the
Carolina withdrew from the Convention, | States named entered their protest and
first sending their protests that tne Con- l withdre w.

S g ¢ hud
four States—all agreeing on these potts,

the States of Texas, Louisiana, Arkansas,

In the midst of the most mn-
numerical majority l‘ﬂdl tense excitement the Convention adjourn-
refused to declare principles which were | ed:

vention by a mere

‘+- (=3 ! P 1 i ' - - ¥
essential to the salvation of the party and| a4 njoht a consultation was Bald s

the purity of its creed. Georgia then|

the North Carolina Rooms, where a part
The Convention |

asked leave to cousult.

iy of the Legislature of Maryland to pass]

laws to protect slave property in the fron-|

Sueh questinn can never ove judfciul.

These two

rg-

' of Maryland and Misscuri, were repre-
adjourned and the next morning Georgia | .o .4 and Committees lrom Tennessee
, Kentucky, Virginia and New Y ork ats

The cause of their withdrawl was| teuded, No definite action was talen
this. The States of Alabama, Mississip.|

withdrew also.

untill the morning when after warm de-

pi and Arkansas in State Convention by | bate the proposition now called the Tea-

POTLS however were 5115159(;&1@11!]}' recoms-

mitted to the Commiltee on resolutions,

1 | L . g
e L dnd the nineteen Otates above spe 1
hroposi tion | e N n States above specified
o in substanee renorted th
2 denator | .

g1t10ns.

at no Democrat North or South

- when clamly considering them, will deny

e truth and soundness of either one.

]1
1
- |

ight States then reported a subsli-

| the minorty report, which contains the

following:

|
ales, she cobld not

I and doties, of Congress und
| g |

9__Resolved.—That inasmuch as dif-
ferences of opinon exist 1n the democratc
pirly as Lo the nature and extent of the
er the

il 1
nn of the Ui
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'nearly unanimous voles, had instructed |
| JAlE

| their delegatesto withdraw from the Conr |
| vention
!

e above propo-| were not distinctly recognized; and de~
They assert self evident pmiu:a'

ver the'! 499 1012 ]

nessee Platform passed the New York
delegation by a small vote.
| believe written by Bedford Brown of N.
' Carolina, and tie above
named deemed it They
however agreed to insist lirst upon a pro-

It was, we
if the principles asserted by them
other States
prived them of all power to vote for nom- satisfaclory.
was had.
' The other States except South Carolina

had emphatically set forth the same prin-

' position submitted by a delegate from

Maryland to the effect that no one should

ciples in State Conventions. The ﬁrsti be declared the nominee unless he receiv-
f

— | ed two-thirds of all the votes of the elec.
toral Colleges of all the States. = They

however agreed to insist firsst upon a pro-

were bound therefore to withdraw,
'The secession was therefore not the deed
of the delegates but the solemn act of |
the unanimous Democracy of Alabama, | position sabmitted by a delegate from

Maryland, to the effect that no one should

Mississippt and Arkansas. In the State]

Conven:ion of the first named, the resolu- | b: declared the nomines unless he recev.

ed two thirds i ait the voies O tne Liec-

soral Colleges of all the Siates.. They

' tions and jnstructions had been voted by

n the other two bnt few,!

|
i
|
f
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