
(IS' ) .

grofs abfitrdity to infer, that men are not in*-

jured, becaufe they have a power to petition

for redrefs ; that Parliament can be called

fevere> not only when when they refufe a

juft complaint, but whenever they give

foundation for one ; but I will fuppofe

with Hortenlius, that the conftituents apply"

for their Members,——is their application to

be difregarded ? are the Commons to deny
them redrefs ? are they to continue the fuf^

penfion ? If they are, then the grievance re*-

mains ; the conflituent remains without a

Reprefentative, or a power of chooling one*

On the other hand, do the Commons recall

the fulpenlion ? If they give the conflituent

rednefsy they confefs that he has been ag-

grieved. They concur with me in pro-

nouncing the complaint to be well founded.

The grievance, indeed, may be redrefled, but

does it follow from thence that it was no griev-

ance. The Members, indeed, may be re-

ilored, but, qua^fuit caufa redltus, nijifuit '7-

jujia difcejjio. But Hortenlius points out to us

afterwards, another mode of redreffing the

ele£lors, namely, the expuljion of the Mem-
bers ; I omit to confider, whether it be con-

ftitutional to punifli a man twice for the fame

crime, but let Hortenfius recoiled, that if

the Houfe choofe this mode of redreffing,

they eftablifli the very pofition which I aflert,

and which he denies ; to wit, that expulfioii

is the more lenient meaun-e to the conftitu-

ent ; fp much fo, that the one is the evll^

c^',u^..r.
' U z. and


