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The undersigned would further remark, that even if sucp, reproof
proper and the exercise of such judicial power by the Legislaty g h‘;d‘;ere
tolerated by our law ; those who meditated such reproof, and the 3
of such power, should have given a different form to the pmceedinxgircue
ceding such a Report and Resolutions. Assuming, as they do, that he pie
of the State had transcended their authority ; the high respect whic;:geiAfé
Report professed to entertain for the elevated character and pure imem’k-z:
of both, and for the legal attainments of one of them, as the highest -ud!gﬁ
officer of the State; rendered it more proper that no censue sho}u}dlc?
cast, or neglect or violation of authority imputed to such agents, exce zute
on the fullest hearing of their views and motives as to the exten; andpexg,
cise of their authority—and yet they were never called before this c0mm;:'
tee to give such explanations. If 1t was intended by the Repot, andy..
mere fiat of a Resolution, to annul the contract, and strip the c.oméa—,;};gzz-
all rights claimed under them; such conclusions should have beey reachsd
by proceedings very different from those which ordinarily take placé}a
mere legislative examinations of a eommittee—without Saying more of (3,
nature of the enquiry, which has taken plaece before the committee, whic};
is known to the members of this House, and which consisted as to this,
merely in the examination of the Presidents of the two companies upoy

stated questions, pertaining to the facts of the case, and the circumstanes
under which the contracts were made; the undersigned were not prejared
by a mere legal objection, to demolish, at one blow, rights of contact ip.
volving millions, upon the mere exparte examination and exposition of the
law by the chairman of the committee, aud that too in direct Opposition to
the opinicas of the eminent jurists, under the sanction of whose Opinions
these contracts were made, and of the distinguished judicial officer, by
whom, in part, they were concluded. However lightly the chairman may
think of the professional opinions of others, when they come in conflict
with his own, the undersigned must be pardoned for the belief, that ther
was at least enough in such opinions, coming from gentlemen of such ac-
knowledged integrity and eminent professional learning, to make them a
least doubt the accuracy of his confident assertion, “that the conlracts were
made against the form and intent of the Act of Assembly,” and to hesi:z
in branding them ¢ as mere shifts, devices or contrivances,” to evade thx
Act.  Conceding as the Report itself does in the broadest terms, the ungue:-
tioned and unquestionable integrity and judicial standing of the Commis-
sioner, of whom it has spoken as occupying the highest judicial station 2
the Siate, the undersigned were not prepared upon such an investigation of
the law, to cast such censure upon the opinions and acts of one, thus con-
fessedly above all reproach, whose head has whitened in the public servict
and the greaterportion of whose life has'been devoted to the able and impariii
exposition of the law, in the highest tribunal of the State. In thejudgmjé’r'»
of the undersigned, not only was it due to the Commissioners, and especii
ly to the one just referred to, not to condemn without a hearing 03t
question of authority ; but there were facts, the statement of which was ¢t
to the commissioners, and proper to a just appreciation of their actioz:
which the chairman of the committee in his Report has wholly omitec
He has failed 1o siaie thai these coniracts were entered into under {32 5
tion of the opinions of jurists of known integrity and eminent ability : 3
he has failed also to state what the statute books of the State proves; ¥

. e v
2 e, PREE LS S IPEE VIR gt 81 bt




