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Majesty possesses the power of estendsg such lndulgence 1
Homan Cathiolics if he thwks proper.* -

“‘I'he case which had been cited by the learsed gentleman
tiom Ansapobs was not applicable to that which was before
the house. * He hiad asserted that when His Majesty gave au.
thotty to lus governoys to coaveue a legislature, he parted
with the power of mohing laws for the colony; and so tar he
was correct.  When Grenada was captmed, the king had u
right to govern that island as he theught™proper; but having
once given it a copstitution, be had no right “subsequently 1o
levy duties. He would ask, whether, iu. this instarice, there
was any attempt to takeaway the rights or to abridze the liber-
ties and privileges ot the legislature of the couutry.  Such was
ot the case; but so far fiom its being an invasion, it wasa re-
laxation of the restryctions aud disabilities of former times—ut
was uot as invasion, but an enlaigement, of their privileges tha:
was intesded, He could give 1t no other construction, and
had he been called upen to have stated his opiaion at the be-
gping of the debate, he should have had no objection to ag
application to the heutenant governor such as had bees propo-
sed ; there was nothing in the eoquiry that wasimproper. But
the debate had taken a different ture; aud no person could now
wish to see such a proceeding adopted. o '

He had only beard one objection agaiust the admission of the
gentheman froy Cape Breton winch had any weight ; and it was
tor the purpose of removing that ohjectiou, that, dmng the de-
bate, he had framed the resolution that had now been moved by
Mr. Usiacke. It was—that asthis was a particular case, in

* If, at a former perrod, the king by subscquent wslructions,
remgved the disablilies of one set of hs subjects for sittng
the house of assembly, and that that alleration was not made
with the previons consent of the provincial legeslature, which,
under the mew I take of the case, I contend 1t eught of right to
have been, yet ther not obyecting to it, and admuling dissenlers
to take seots w the house, was atacit consent, and would not in-
validate &hewr right Lo object to sumlar alterations e future,
and w fact the House of Aseembly, as well as the speaker, not-
withstanding ms asgertton that the disabihlies e guestion were
removaole by the king slone, must have entertamned the opmon
that the cousent of the house rwas necessary, or he mouldnot have
proposed, or they have agreed to, a resolution “(o admit a Ro-
man Catholic representative o take Ius seat” and “lo permit wn
fulur e, Romuan Catholics who may be electedto taketherr seats,”
whch, obviously and necessarily,mplies they might, of they had
chosen, have refused to admit the one now returned,and ave de-
clared that they would not permmt fubure members of that per-
suaston Lo take ther seats. ‘
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