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NEGRO APPPENTICESHIP SYSTEM,

THE NEW CONSTITUTION SI”%TAINI}ID.

CHILDREN REMANDED TO PARENTS. L

This morning Hon. Judge Bond, of the Orim-
inal Court, delivered the following opinion in the
matter of the Haleos Corpus vs. John W. Perry, Jesse
A. Dashiell, Samuel C. Dashiell, and cthezs, of Som-
erzet lcounty, who “held to sepvico,” against the
wishes of their parents, several colored children bes
tween the ages of four and fourteen vears, who were
slaves at the time of the adoption ofthe present Con-
stitution of the State, and whom the parties above
named had had indentured to them as apprentices
by the Orphans’ Court of said county, in order to hold
them until they are ‘twenty-one years of age. The
case haz excited congiderable attenticn, and the
opinion will be read with interest throughout the
State, as the Judge remands the childnen to the eus-
tody of their parents, congsidering the ‘‘aspprentice-
ship” proposed nothing but *“Slavery,” which the
Constitution has abolished :

The discharze of the partiegin whose hehalf these
writs have been issued is asked, first,
suthorizing the proceedings of the tices of the
Peace and the Orphans’ Court of Somerset County, as
contained in article 6, sections 31 and 40 of the Code
of Publie General Laws, and in the Public Local Liaw
relating to Somerset county, iz in conflict with the
provisions of the 24th article of the Bill of Rights

That article provides “That hereafter in this State
thereshall be neither slavery nor involuntary servi=
tude, except in punishment of crime whereef the
party shall have Leen duly convicted, and all persong

eld to service or labor as slaves are hereby declglred
free.” And, secondly, because the local law of Som-
orset county respecting negro apprentices is repealed
by article 3d, section 32, of the present Coustitution,
which provides that “The General Asserably shall

,Pags no special law for any case for which provision

has been made by an existing general law.

In considering the constitutionality of the laws re-
ferred to, it is to be remembered that the Constitu=
tion lately sholished by the people of Maryland, and
nnder which these enactments existed, was essen-
tially different in its provisions and in some of its
fusdsmental prineciples respecting the power of the
T.egislature over the free negroes of the State from
that under which we now live.

The former Constitution (of 1871}, article 21, pro-
vided ‘““that no free mon ought to be taken, or impris-

oned, or disesized of his freehold, liberties or priv-
il , ~orsd outlawed . or “exiled, or in ‘any
er destroyed -or  deprived of his life, lib«

erty or property, but by the judegment of his
peers or by the law of the land; provided that nothing in
this article shall be so construed- as to prevent the Legis-

pa o all such laavs for the povernment,

lature from
ooulalion nosition of the free colored popula=
“thi they may deem neeessary.”
] and was also by law declared aslaveholding
State. The presence of a free negro populaticn wascon-~
sidered inimical to the interests of the masters, and the
power was therefore given to the Legislature to “dis-
pose” of that population—though free—absolutely as
they should deem best. This being the policy of the
State, every construetion by the courts of the laws
under that Constitution was necessarily given to sup-
vort the interests of the masters. - 35
With this view the Court of Appeals, in the cade of
Spencer v, negro Dennis (9 Gill, ppg. 518 219,) wentso
far as to hold that even the laws of manuwmission were
not made in behalf-of the negro, but of the master,
The Court say ; “The Acts of Assembly of Maryland
authorizing the manumission of slaves were not
passed in consequence of any legislatir.*00S-
tility to slavery, or in gratification ?1 any
gweneral wish or policy to diminish ©r daestroy

it, or ; upon slaves and promote
it, or to confer benefits upon P & Thatthades

heir comfort and happiness. * b
:v'gnrn,i' these (;M{"ml':llfe was 1o gratify the masters of
slaves, 1o enlarge thesr privileges, ‘and to give thprx‘;
an authority to dispose of their slaves in & way whie
otherwise they did not possess,” The present Gon-
stitution of Maryland changes the peliey of the State
gntirely. It establishes a policy in favor of freedom
nnd acainst the despotism of slavery. . Itd framers
zone so far as to add to the well remembered
" of the Declaration of Independence so as to
ve no doubt of their intention wutterly to subvert
he former system. ‘ %
’ Thg\' say, Article 1, “That we hold it to be self evi-
dent 1hat all men are created equally free; that they
are evdowed by their Creator with certain unalienable
Yights, anong which are life, liberty, the enjoyment o

the proceeds of thoiy own labor and the pursuit of hap-
3 7 and while at the same time they forbid
y or involuntary servitude forever, and all
cial Jegislation upon ¢ases provided for by general
lavw, it is plain it was their intention also to make all
men equal before the law and hereafter to discaxd all
clazs legislation based upon differenge of racos.

Hence, every construction of the - law by the courts
nnder the new system mustnow tend to protect and
defend the liberty of the person, ag it forraerly tended
1o favor the masters of slaves. 7 £
I The articles of apprenticeship which are filed hero
ith the return, in justification of the custody of these

ldren, can only be sup{mrtcd 20 long ag the provie-
1t of the code under which they are made are not
in conflict with the provisiond of the Constitution.
ymmon lawthey could not be enforced.’ Their
ticeship was by indepiure. It was by deeds:
consideration: had mutuality of contraet,
d be enforced by eitlier party in an action of
1
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““But the sections of the code under ‘:}ftﬁ}’d{}i\%&’ﬂf"'c
cupposed to be authorized give them °f the P 18rac-
teristies, and however the “Jllbh(f}it;n{o s e(l“l‘cmor
the Orpbans’ Court may have seen :fO t‘hé ’i 0 ’.tl';'ll'.
1ions not requived by the st:ttutg.‘ . Fl e f(i,“ﬁ'lﬁcl
orepte u systernof involuntary servi uf it s
by the Constitution, no “modification of 1t on their
1v‘nrt can give it legal validity. |
By the termé of the code (section
+a not required to set forth anything but the name of
‘r‘l; master and the name and age © the apprentice.
There is no requirement that a consideration should
be stated, or that any covenants or obligations should
be entered into or assumed by the master. Vhatever
it be the statute creates, it 18 not the contract of ap-
prenticeshipi but statutory ser_\'ltu_dc. difforss

1t does not appear that thig system differs in ar}y
respect from the system of slavery for a tcgm of years,
except that in the latter the children of the sl§n e fo;:
= teym born during servitude became slaves for

* Tife,* while under thig system the children of
the bound can be held to service for a term
of years—for section 31 of fthe Code of Public
General Laws, which authorizes this proceod-
ing, is applicable to the children, not of vagrant,
sworthless or idle free&cgroc‘s, but of any free negro,
and the child of an a renticed negro whose labor,
under the statute, ig for the master, could not be gup-~
Eorfed by dits r»li;relnt, and, therefore, must itself be

und under the law, ;

O’lex)e glave for a term was to be taught to labor.—
These children are held to be taught to labor, not iu
any art, tgnd% ortparhcl;ﬂ’?r businesss as apprentices,

be “made to work.
blthl;(\)'cs were not required to be taught to read and,
write. Section 36 of the Code provides that the Orphang’
Courts and Justices sg_lould not exact “‘any education
e negro apprentice. ;

fo{ftpbonnﬂi% death of the master the property and in-
torest in theslaye passed to his widow, executor or
assignee. 3 ;
v Slgctiou 38 of the Code provides that the mroperty
and tnferest in the apprentice shall pass in like man=

er.
3 If aslave for a term ran away the Orphans’ Court
extended his time of service. . .

Section 40 provides the same remedy in the case of
an absconding negro apprentice, and with the excep-
tion just now stated respecting the issue of slaves and
that” if the master of an apprentice should
shoot him_in attempting to recapture himr
he might be indicted for murder—which ar-
tiole 66, section 11, of the code, forbid in the
case of absconding slaves—there appears to be no
difference between slavery for a term of years and that
system of involuntary servitude provided for the
children of free negroes by the sections of the general
code and of the local code relating to Somerset
county.

It has been argued at Bar that the new Consti-
tution never intended to do more for the slaves than
to put them in the position of free negroes within the
State, That ig true,. But the present Constitution,
when it prohibits involuntary servitude prohibits
such servitude for free negroes as well as_for whites,
and must disable any machinery by which, under the
injustice of a former system, any free man could
be reduced to such servitude or deprived of the enjoy-
ment of the proceeds of his own labor. Aud in ren-
dering void and of no effect the former provisions of
the Code in relation to negro apprentices, whereby
upjust distinctions were made against them because
of and for the safety of Slavefy, which is now abol-
ished, the new Constitution has remitted them to the
beneficent proyisions in relation to all apprentices,
and to which, in the proper circumstances, the chil-
dren of all freemen are subject.

The same rule, by which Slavery was the fundamen-

35) these papers

tal law. every statute was made to support the inter-
ezt of the master, requires that now where freedom is |

the basis, courts should construe liberally and in favor
of freemen all laws affecting the person. Hence any
law which was suffered because of a system now
passed away, and the consequence of which was to
destroy the family relation among a portion of the
freemen of the State: and to deprive by force the
parents of the labor and the comfort and society of
their children, and to prevent the children from sup-
vorting their aged parents: and whose further conse-
quence would be to maintain an_involuntary and un-
requited servitude, and to enable masters to uphiold
and enforce under another name and as a sort of com-
};ensauon to thcmselves. for what, by its right name,

ag beon forever abolished in Maryland, must bo

held to befrepealed—not less by every necessary in- .

tendmeont of such abolition than by the expross words
of the Bill of Rights. * e :
¥ ave Jess reluctance in eoming to this conclusion,

ecause there is upon the statute hook a general sys-
tem of apprenticeship applicable to all, and in its
provisions just and equitable, under which the orphan,

indigent and vagrant children of the State may have |

}gg{%g&:})gqe, may Obt&i? lprofection, education and
struction in some useful art o in ret
thc;x: servtme and labor. M
18 ot necessary to consider the other ground of
thg petitioners, since the point already decided dis-
pﬁ?‘” of this ease. Itmay, however, be pertinent to
? serve that it appears to the ,Court that the local
law of Somerset county relating to negro fipprentices
i3 sdpcg}aP, both as regards its subjects and lecality:
A e oince there is a general statute. embracing the
§§ntl_c subject matter, it would seem liable to the ob-
.nfc lon urged, It should seem that when the power
0 {imactmg such law is taken away, no action ean he
a ht_xéx_der such law, and that when the Legislature is
pfx'gt ibited from passing any such enactment as this,
;hl ¢ special within the meaning of the words of
ot(;onstxtutmn. it must be repealed by that clause.
¥, ls.lhowcvex_-, properfto notice some remarkg of
psel respecting the propriety of issuing a writ of
siad 2608 corpus from  the Criminal Court to parties re-
35 a5 In Somerset county. The writ of habeas corpus
whﬂ met of right, It is not in the diseretion ofJ. udp es
ta%e g they will issue it or not: and any man in the
siont g el he o Bt Yk
. . 0 e i
wlgre.the law prov:fes it shall issue, wﬁigsﬁegnivﬁ%gg
whrels an oxpress Jrovison of the Constitution
ich declares 1t the duty of all Judges to dise
om clavery, whether called by that
axilother, all persons in Maryland upo
W Tm tc la,_t wn%,s i mt) lied t‘or-.ll
aimants in this case havin,
t'hhe Court, gone home, an_ order wﬁl
eharging the petitioners from their cq o

by indulzence of

“uestion of costs will, for the present, he

{* The Republican Jug;

met at Schettzen Hall [agy
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Republican Gity Convention.
lolary~ glonventlon of the tity
. il 4 ‘evening for the purpose of
pominating A'candidate for-Amsociate Justice of;_theﬂ
Supreme. Bench of Baltimore, to fi1l tne vacancy
upon the tlcket causeq py the nomination of Hon,
g“gh;;{‘ Bond for Governor upon theRepublican
. ‘
. ¢} COllVGI)lt'IOI'l Was called to order by Archibald
smli'ng.. J;., President. oy 4 call of the wards it waf-‘i
ascertained that all were repregented. :

LETTERS OF ACCEPTANCE

The Chair stated that written communications had
beenreceived from most of the candidates nominated
by the'Convention, and those who had not accepted by
letter had done so orally with the exception of Mr.
Isaac P. Cook', who 'bad left the matter standjust as
upon the receipt of his first Jetter,

The following communications were then read :

LETTER FROM JUDGE BOND.§
: CRIMINAL COURT oF BALTIMORE, }
A : October 14, 1867.

CGentlemen—I have received your letter announcing
Lny ?gxg)énlggﬁ:llll %E;_ ogelgf the Associate Judges of the
Supreme Bench altimore Ci i
JuHicLary Cxtyd(lonvention. SE o fho Topabiioan

Such an endorsement and approval of m ici
conduct-during a service of mo&pthan seven g"ej;lr%lg;ﬂ
be only grateful at any time, but it ig doubly so upon
coneideration that that service was performed during
a period of revolution and amid difficulties which the
most judicious could scarcely hope to overcome,

The riot and dlsorder_preva’uing in Baltimore in
1860, the year of my appointment—the outbreak of the
rebellion immediately following, and the massacre of
the United States troops in 1861—the continued petty
hogtility, during the war, of a faction here, toward the
goldiers of our army present in Baltimore, and the.
excitements of victory and defeat
gither to the National or Rebel armies, rendered the

ficeof Judge of the Court having exclusive jurisdic-

vall misdemeanors and felonies in a city of a
. of a million inhabitants—never a sinecure—
lore laborious, difficult and important.
nomination is satisfactory to me becausé the
fion, by it expresses the approbation by.my
wﬁ_tlzena of an administration of crim-

v Which within a month restored to Bal-
860 its reputation for peacé and good order:
ged the Grand Jury, immediately after the
ul riov on'the 19th of April, 1861, that the

‘merpetrators of that great crime were guilty of treason
_<nd mur r, and must be brought to punishment, a
‘which resulted in the speedy conviction of

ourse

nd the flight and self-imposed banishment of

this action en-—
] A the Criminal
ourt, which more recently saved our city from riot
and bloodshed that seemed to threaten again the
peace of the nation.

Since the adoption of the Constitution of 1864,
which abolished slavery, the Criminal Court has been
appealed to from all parts of the State to rescue from
a system of statutory servitude the children of those
whom you had made free by that instrument, and
who were being carried in wagon loads to the Or-
phans’ Courts to be reduced to the involuntary servi-
tude from which their parents had just been released.

It was my duty, as it was my pleasure, to send the
State's writ of Zadeas corpusinto every house where
this wrong was done. I would gladly accept your
nomination and aiain become a eandidate for a posi-
tion on the Bench, if for no other purpose than to
have the fair judgment of my fellow-citizens npon
my conduct in this respect. I am content, however,
to know that throughout the State the weakest and
most defenceless of our fellow-citizens look to the
Criminal Court of Baltimore with gratitude and with
that confidence which every man feels who, upon ap-
peal to the law, finds it his security and defence.

But, since your nomination, the Republican State
Cenvention have named me as their candidate for the
place of Governor of Maryland, and have cast upon me
the duties and the labor involved in a canvass of the

not less does the Convention b
doree the exercise of the power oty

State.

I am go convinced that the public discussion of our
viewsand our advocacy of Republican prineiples will
induce the citizens of Maryland not only to acquisce
in the abolition of slavery, but to permanently es-
tablish freedom and its consequences—to cherish and
defend it by law, as earnestly as they once did slavery,
that I feel compelled to accept that nomination and the
labor and discwmsion it involves. Ido not believe it
will be difficult to convince them that the security of
each @lass in society depends upon the measure and
security of the freedom of the lowest and the weakest
class—that the ballot is the chief defence of the Ameri-
can citizen—that universal sufifrage secures uni-
vgrsa.l freedom, and thatfuxlxlivgr%iiclneducaﬂon -gecures
the intelligent exercise of the ballot.

I have, therefore, determined, DOW that Maryland
has entered the career of a free State, to devote x;xy-
gelf to the cause tof the party ofprit;)egr:a;s,t ggtl}gﬁgss g

eterred by any temporary rever
of some vzho zrere adherents only while it was profit-
able, nor by threats, nor by abuse.

ination of the State
As the acceptance of th% ;lg)&nonment of thar sty

o ake this known, with
Plfw igi‘;g) Cn;nvention; and accept
ad them mg“acknowledgqn_lentfort e

truly yours, &e.
oy Y 3% L. Boxp.

diciary Con-
5, Secretaries.

ident
Pre% 3
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e LESSON OF THE. MARyrawp
ELECTION.

Those whomay h:.u'c ilpagixl(:d th;lt tl;(; ultima-

{ fum of the contest in Marylund at the late elec-

{ tion was the mere Success of Goy. Swann, as a

| cqndidate for the senatorship or g merely senti-

State, know little of its meaning and aip. There
was au ulterior purpose of the Pro-slavery party,

o o o

Jow, We Ci
Now, We can see What }q, delegates and Sena-
t tors, WITO-’_C AgETCRAte number jg nearly equal to
the majority on joint.hajjg claimed by the con-
gervatlves, Were actually o} to her Union
loving }“'0_1"3"5‘:'1‘01‘]‘CrS in dollars alone, — to say
nothing of their desire to Sustain their
through them. And we can
in this light, why they, hyy

principles
also begin to see,
e fought the goed

police officials, with the incigenty)
plucky lover of justice and the right,

ERi e ST y
But their situation becomes gsti]

aid of that
Judge Bond.

v more fully re-
vealed by “he fight of the ney very palatable

fight so0 persistently in the persons of their tried 5

| reflection, that i the.eveng of the

‘jhlcnml tl'iumph of the Secession party in that
|

the bare mention of which will be sufficient to
open the €y o s have not already sus-
pected it. It was nothing less. substantial than
the p]-ocurcmcnt of compensation for the slaves
emancipated by the adoption of the new Constitu-
tion in 1864 This instrument, while jt makes
the submission of the question of a convention 6r
1o convention to the popular vote, obligatory
’ every twenty years, nevertheless, gives the power
!to the Legislature to call a convention at the
pleasure of two-thirds of the memberd of each
branch thereof; thus opening the way for the
j future anthorization of compensation for slaves.
Here, then, we have the secret of the not other-
wise explainable intensity and bitterness of the
zeal displayed, not only in Baltimore, whose large
Idelegarion to the Legislature was a tempting
l prize, but throughout the rural districts generally,
and the more pro-slavery of them particularly,
for the return of what, in that State, are, signifi-
| cantly enough, called “ conservatives.” This issue
" was kept out of sight as much as possible during
the late contest; but it was not the less a vital
one in the struggle at the ballot-box. Hence the
desperation of that struggle, and the unwonted
resorts of Gov. Swann in the appointment, in the
| first instance, of partisan registrars, and, in the
; second, the supersedure of the old commissioners
of police, by the appointment of two of his own
most faithful and determined adherents in their

stead.

Few persons outside of Mary]and,‘yprobal)ly,
have any thing like an adequate concep;*ion of the
magnitude of the pecuniary stake of thk: ex-slave-
holding but still pro-slavery party.{ We will
therefore make it clear with the actual figures.

stimating the value of each emancipated slave at
three hundred dollars, — which is understood to be
less than the seekers of compensation really claim,
—the whole assessment would amount to 846,-
807,521.87. Of this sum, which is based upon
the real and personal property of the whole popu-
ation as returned by the State comptroller, the
ess slaveholding counties, whose non-slavehold-
ing inhabitants wonld receize b.%k rething; wouald
be compelled to furnish more than twenty millions
to pay the slaveholders for their slaves. The
more slaveholding counties would receive $1 6,367,-
721.37 more than they paid ; while the less slave-
holding counties would be just that sum the
worse off by the proposed arrangement, in addi-

]
1

tion to all they have already been J(}ﬂ”@d upon to
pay, in blood and treasure, as a consequence of
the Rebellion which the slaveholders themselves
precipitated upon them. And it is worthy of note
that the less slaveholding counties referred tO:
to wit, Alleghany, Baltimore, Carroll, Cecil,
Frederick, Harford, and Washington, constitute
| only one-third of the State’s whole number. “The
’ county of Baltimore alone, ineluding her always
well-nigh fiee city, — whose assessment would be
upwards of twelve millions, — would have to fur-
nish more than fourtecn millions as her trifling
shared of thig little contribution to her slave-

q

what they have been aiming at
facile takings of the iron-clag oath,

rather impecu-

: ¢ ravi o e .
nious and craving F. F. M’s., of Prince George’s
and Charles Counties ang elsewhere, getting

in their very
and their driv-

ings of their opponents from the polls, they will,
man by man of them, find the tax-gatherer: at
their doors, coolly asking them for about one-
| tenth of all they are worth,— ke an American
tithe-man,-as-he literally will.be 1. . And just pre-
cisely this is what the ex-slaveholders have been
swearing and voting for in Maryland, and will,
there is reason:to fear, obtain, if they can con-
tinue to carry the election by the overwhelming:
- majority they have new secured in the Legisla-
ture of that supposedly free State, which actually
amounts to two-thirds of each of its branches.
There is, however, after all, some slicht conso-
lation in the reflection, that a most \171101050111(3
discipline has been administered to those of our
more radical friends in Maryland, who, while

i they have seen and admitted the Justice of impar-

tial suffrage in the abstract, have thus far shown
themselves to be lacking in the courage to openly
espouse it. - Perhaps, after the proposed tithes
shall har , Jeen missed a while from their emptied
pockets - “pluck will be strengthened by their
privatio . make itself felt, hereafter, in what-
ever ('()1,'.\§?11ti011s, national or Jocal, they may be
moved to-attend for consultation with the more
plucky men of their own section, or wherever else
occasion may call for it. Suffering is not seldom
needed to make men morally stronger; and a
little more of it on the border, where the soul of
slavery is found marching on, while its body lies
mouldering in the grave of infamy, may be found

sive men have more of that fellow-feeling, which,
if the poet truly sings of it, would render them
more sympathetic towards their true national

allies. = S.
New Yorxk, Dec. 5, 1866.

A\

holding neighbors.

.

providentially indispensable to make her progres- !

B




L*_ -M’-f_“’ S O
| COLOBER APPRENTICES:--§Xi@RTANT |
0 DECISION OF JWM&S e ‘

‘Those of our readers who, dqrmg tha’
first week of November, 1864, Witneesed
the action of our Orphaus’ Coutt in ap-
| prenticiog colored children who had just
been emancipated by the adoption of the
\new Constitution doubtless yet retsin a
| vivid recoliection of the esgerness and
?servility with which they prostitued their
judicial position to -the worst pagsions of
‘our fallen nature.  Almost ere our loyul
| citizens had ceased ringing bells and firing
| cannon in honor of the emancipation of
these people, these Judges were blmly
engaged i symmoning their children be-
{ore them. Ewven while they were offering |
up to the Gireat Father of All their heart- |
felt thaoks for so great a deliverance—
while the husband and wife were just be-
gioning to realize that they were one |
flesh, and what God joined together their
ex-masters were now powerless to put |
asunder—while the mother, elasping her
' ¢hild to her bosom, felt for the first time |
that it was all her own, no more to be’
tartered away {o liquidate gambling debts -,
of higitoned gentlemen or to furnish lux- |
aries for heartless women—the officer of |

theCourt enterod their doors, seized their |
i children, and bore them off, to be con-
signed to slavery under another name, in =
| utter defiance of all law, justice and hu- |

: 4
| manity. ‘

;i In maoy ipstsnces those apprenticed
‘ were over eighteen years of age, and were |
'actually hired out by their new masters,
lbcfore they left the court room, for as |’
. much as eighty dollars a year. These |
youths, who were able and eager to help |
eupport their younger brothers and sisters,
and aged parents, were ruthlessly aken
from them, and they were left to face the
| winter as best they could.

After about a hundred and fifty bad bee
thus apprenticed, Gen. Wellace, then in |
command of this department, being ap-
prised of the facts, issued an order whick
put au immediate quietus upon the high-
harded proceedings of the Court. Hary-
{ ing a salyatry dread of military protection
being extended to the freedmen, the
Court, under protest, oancelled the in~
dentures of all whom they had appren-
ticed since the firgt day of emancipation.

Under these circumstances, a few de- {
clined to take their apprentices home, and -
suffered them to remain with their par-
ents. Most of them, however, held on
to them, and still retain them in their i i
service, or are hiring them out, and pock- §
| eting the money, fﬁ“

|
|
{
|

f

!

l

|

Of the former number is Mr. Geo. E.
Austin, to whom seven children were
bouni, Subsequently, however, he sued
out a writ of replevin for one of the chil-
dren. He did not proseoute it-hefore the |
magistrate, but suffered judoment tn go
against him. He then took an a'ppeal‘to

the Cirouit Conrt, and the case came up
for trial ot the November term just olosed,
| Messrs. Wallace & Milbourne appeared |
| for Mr. Austin, atd Mr. David Straugls,
} Jr. ., & young member of the bar, for the
| mother of the shild.
bad clozed, the*Judge said that, w8 it was
an important csse, and iwjght affect a
large number of persons, he dosired that
it should be fully argued, and thereupon
appointed Messrs. Henry & Sullivane to
assist Messrs. Wallace & Milbourns, and
Messrs. Chas . Goldsborough and Geo |
W.
Ample time was also given them.to pre-
pare their arguments. ,

after having been fully and ably argued
by the respective counsel, was submitted
to the Court, and on the following morn-

. by law. :
II. That befors the Orphang Coupt, i

by competent evidence..

|-upon the record, and were not ‘shown |

lumte ;ﬁnadwﬁan

\

After the evidenoce |

B

Jefferson to assist Mr. Straughn.

On Thursday of last weck the case,

ing the Judg= delivered his decision.” We
wish we were able to give our readers a |
full report thereof, but as the Judge, as
is usual with him, spoke without notes,
we can only give a synopsis of it.

He gaid he had given the case the best
cong{derution he was able” in the limited
time 8¢ his disposal. Several pointsmade |
by the coungel it was not necessary for
bim to examine, a8 the point upon-
which he should decide the case rendered

it unneceszary 1o give hia views upon |
' the other points made in the argument. |

I. The Orphan’s Courts of this State
are Courts of limited jurisdiction, w1tlé’j“
no powers but such as a;e expressly g ’y*en

can take cogninande of any case vinder the |

law relating to negro apprenty@es the re- |

quirements of the law gwmg them Jurxg-
diction must be fully comphied with;

III. That before any/ action can' be: ; .'

taken by the O‘rphans’ Court information,

either orally or in writing, must be made |

to the Coyrt,

IV. That the child - aad parqnta mw ;

J . BDsges jurisdiction, gnd therefox

| tanoe to the colored people.
depture of the Orphans’ Court is idepti- |
cal with the one herewith rendered&pull -
Therefore immediate stepsi-'f'

be summoned.
V. That examination must b&had
VI. That it must appear that the"
ents had not the means to support

{:mh |

—— e —

gmtements of the law bave bec
phed with, the Orpbant’ Court, i

Qﬂmure is gull and void.

This decision is of the utmost ;u,g“ Y

E’very in-

and vcid.
should be taken to bring all the ethe{

cases before Judge Spence hy writ of |

Teis essent that th?re

habeas corpus.

¥

 valid the defective indentures.

v
~ e e

ohild, or, if they had the means, wam‘j _

unwilling to support it.
VAL, That ¢he wishes of the pmnu

were tobe consulted a8 to the master; |

and, if they refused, the wishes of the
' child should be consulted,

VITL That the chiid should be'bmd i

b

. to some white person.
afﬁrmatlvely upon the recpxd Or be sbo&u
X, That these things do uot ag

XI. The rec d o .

. shouldn’t be a moment s delay, for the |
vampire crew kpown an the Ma!‘}l@ndk, 4
gislature will soon be in session, and thea |
all hope is gone, for about the first act !
| that body will pass will be oae makmg

§

—




