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do(£lrine of reviving thofe claims of the

Houle of Commons, which were in ufe ^^-

fore the revohition ; for I know bow far the

dodlrine would extend, if admitted. The
difufe, during the times of wi/dom and llder^

ty, has more weight with my mind than a

'4 few precedents during the times of bondage

and ignorance^ The argument lies in a nar-

row compafs ; during the fufpenjion of a repre-

icntative, is not the conftituent deprived of

his reprefcntative in Parliament ? Has he, or

has he not a conftitntional right to be repre-

fented ? Has he a power of chooiing another

in the place of the offender? Has the nation

Its full number of rcpreicntatives, whilll four

of them are difabled from adling ? Is it not a

grievance w^hcre the conftituents are obfti-

iiately refufed, even the one man who is

their favourite ? Is it not a greater grievance

to be precluded from even the fecond man of

their choice, or the thirds or the fourth y or

any reprefcntative at all ? Hortenfius has at-

tempted to anfwer this plain argument ; take

his own words, " with relpe£l to the confti*

tuent, expulfion is not more lenient than

fufpenlion ; becaufe, during the interval

between expulfion and a new eledlion, the

electors are unreprefented ; and becaufe^

during a fimilar interval, in the inflance

of iulpenfion, they may apply for their

member, until wdiicli application they

cannot compla ; and until the refufiil of

which application. Parliament cannot be

called fevere," To this I anfwer, it is a
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