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111 oppofition ; in their defence, T am not*

afraid to en«"er the lifts with Hortenfius, and
to afcribe to iheir. the character not only of
impartial and fenfible men, but, on this

occalion, ofprefervers of the conjiitution ; my
reafons for thinking fo, I fubmit, gentlemen,
to your impartiality, and fo that of the pub-
lic. Hortenfius aiierts, that fufpenfion is not
an unconftitutionai ^dea ; and endeavours ta

fhew that thofe dangers which are juftly ap-

prehended from the afiumed powers of ano«

therHoufe ofCommons, are not to be feared,

though the doctrine of Jiifpenfon Ihould be

admitted. He aiierts, " that with refpedta
*' the Member, expulfion is more fevere'^ I

admit, gentlem.en, that it is fo ; but, I fay,

that it may yet be lefs unconstitutionai*
with refped to the conftituent"; for in the

cafe of fufpenlion, the conftituent has no.

power to choofe an innocent perfon,.in the

room of the guilty; had Hortenfius been con-

tent to palliate this meafure by an appeal ta

analogy or to precedent, I fhould not have

envied him the poflefllon of fuch a defence. I

admit that the power of fufpenfion has been

exercifed, as well as that of inflidllng corpo^

ral punljhments^ and of irnpofmgfnes^ though 'h

by no means lb frequently. But when he

aiierts it to be a corJiitutional idea, when he.

infill uates that it fhould be revived after th»^

dlfule of near and hundred years, when be

appeals to rcalbn and juflice, the only re-

commendations of precede!):, I rauft deny io

^angcroui a pofition ; I, mufl condemn the
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