w3

eAE e 4
D xR N

3
.

z

260

in tus proviace, from certain disailities - 'Lhe vext sonrce of
jucapacity to which he would atlude must ause fiown an act ot
-parliament, or of the proviacisl legislature.  He huew ol,no
-act of parliament upon this subject which extended to tie co-
logies: 1f any such existed he was igooxaut of it. But he
wonld assert that there was noscolontal act, which excluded
Roman Cathohcs from a seat in that house. eing satsfied
-therefore that three of the sources whence incapacity might ori-
~gipate, did not operate to prevent persvns of that persuasion
.from taking pail in the deliberations of the colomal legislature,
vothing 1emamed to prevent them from so domg, but His Ma-
jesty’s wstiuctions, and certam clauses in the commusida of the
goveruor, diresting him to call av asseibly, which declaed
that oo person should vote in sach assembly, uho did ot sub-
scribe the declmation against popery and (ravssubstantiation.
Phat is the only son. cc of incapacity in this provitce,
< «]t appeared from a discussion that took place duriug the
Tast sesston, that the opiniop entertained by thie house generally
washat the d.sabilities underwinch Roman Catholies Jaboured,
aught to be removed, aud that such iucapacity should no lon-
er exist ;and 1t must have been under that convicion that the
i)l which had becu veterred to passed unsuimously.  That balt
had been sext to the other branch of the legislatine for thew
concurrence ; they did not concur for reasors which had heen
stated ; and they were correct i the opimon that they entertan-
ed. It had been properly stated that disabilities ought to
be removed by the same power that int:oduced them. It
~they were created by an act ot the legislature, they could
only be removed by similar authonty; acd, if any such
law existed, the kmg had pot the power of altering it
But, 1f gevtlemen considered that the disabslities complaived ot
did pot arise in that way, but from clauses 10 the kiog’s iostruc-
tions and the governor’s commission ; wodld any ore say, that,
wheo circumstances had changed, and a pecessity oo longer ex-
isted for those disabilities,His Majesty can not alter Ius instruc-
«tions, if he thinks proper ?* It had beent correcily stated that
oniginally oo person could sit in that house, nuless be subscrib-
¢d the articlas of the church of Eugland. He would ask,
who introduced that restriction? The king. By whom was it
removed, and he was epabled to see around him many respecta-
ble gentlemen of other persuasions? By the king. Aud his
- *® Lhavealtempted to shew in a nole to the preceding part of
,g;is debate, that, 1n the case in question, st was nol competent for
ts Magesty to alter hisinstructions, (which are in the nature
“9f a constilutional grant or charter,) mithout the consent of thg
?rovimal legrslature. -~ : 1. L. M’
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