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(oe Union with Ireland, that the penalties originally im- 

to-betaken-before the Lord High Sieward 2 Th
e ground 

on which 1 contend-that this Act did rot render ihe t
aking 

». * géstyihe question, 

. 2 fore 1.maintain that the 

Er 
wu Ciazen; and. Burgess in 
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immediate power tO. ¢ 

The Sor1c1ToR GENERAL after complimenting Mr. 
die whb ‘which had 

conducted hiv @se,; and: expiessing his opinion: that as the! 

¢azarion was purely a judicial pnevit oyght to be Jig 

« OR hiténding to the argument of the Honorable and 

Learned Getitleman' this ‘evéhifig” # the oBirpd observe 

that  elbbratéy 1 Wo pares; perficilydistinct from eackother 5} 

ore relating to the effect ‘of ‘The Act of Usionowih ‘kre 

land; by the articles of whith He contends that all the oaths) 

ard declarations theh-réquiréd by law to be taken amd'sub- 

scribed. were virtually dong away with ; the other part of the 

Ron.and Leatped Gentleman's argumentarises solely and ep 

tirelyon the effect oF the Relief Bill pasied thisSession. tas! 

perfectly clear thai (Hose ar, si are Entirely different 

from and independent of each other, ' Atto the hust points I 

must say it is certainy from the peculiar language of the Act of 

posed by the Acts of the reign of. Charles the 11. were, in 

ibe first instance, incorporated gto that Act of Union, and
 

wade applicable to the new state. of things that ‘has ‘arisen 

since thatperiod. 1f we could bring our minds to form 

20 opinion in favour of the Hon. and Learned Gentleman’ | 

proposition, if we could persuade ourselves, that since the 

Unien ‘with Ireland these has existed ne necessity for 10] 

12ke these oaths, and that the Rpman Catholics might enter 

‘he House without: viclating the law—it would undoubtedly 

tend greatly to abolisk mauy difficulsies and animesities, and 

heal many heart bucnings,-and reconcile all parties at once, 

by. shewiny that we bave only. given up what was no security 

at all to us. - But I ambound in hcnesfy, after the way 18 

which this’ proposition-has been siated, to declare that | can-| 

net adopr if. Ek do think. that: from.the Union with Ive- 

land, down to the present Relief Bill, these oaths were a 

valid, sufficient, and substagiial security against ibe Intro- 

duction of Reman Catholies.into this House, and that 
they 

were prevented from “it umil the paising of toe Relief Bill. 

The Honourable--and. Learned . G:nileman takes two 

grounds of a quite distinct character, He first argues the 

cae as if mo Oaths could be taken since the Union| 

wih Ireland ; and ext, He asserts his right 10 enier ihe 

House updar the Relief Bill, raking the new Oath for the; 

Roman Catholics. * As™é the first argument, there dreia 

great many points as fo which we must be all agreed. There 

may he differences of opinioh as to whether the taking of tbe | 

Ou hs does pot ulsimately resolve itself into two distinct po
iots | 

only ; far nobody will dispute that from the 5th of Eliza: | 

beth, down to the 1st of William and Mary, it was neces | 

sary that every “commaner, before he tock his seat, should: 

iske the Oath of Sapremscy before the Lord high Se
ward | 

caeugh I am of 3 different opinion, and I will shorly s
tate! 

the reasons why I am sc—that the 1st of William and 

Mary gid, in fact, repeal the Statuate of Chailes the Seeon
d, 

We shall find it provided, that all Members of Pailhiament 

chai take the ‘Oaths together ‘with the: Declaration agalast | 
] 

_ Transubstantion.— There can be no difference’ of opinion, T 

shat. those Statutes compelled ihe waking of these Qaths | 

and the subscribing of the Declaration, and tbat the practic
e 

can have any doubt that the only question . that 

is as tothe obligation-of these two statutes ; that Bs, 

| 
! 
; 

Nobedy 

$30 Msc 
whether the 1st of Wilham and, Mary, cap. 3, rendered 

“and Allegiance no longef neressary. the Qaths of Supremacy 

of -thoseOaths-unnet e sary is. because, if it bad done so, it sug- 

| why. was the praciice continued ? There. | 

intentions of the Act are, that the 

‘@aths required by it should be: taken by every: Knigh, 

Paciismenc,  1f that 1Act were 

in force, the effecy of the. Hon: and Lear
ned Gentle: 

ing his entrapge inte'this House for any - purpose 

gould bg, to give the klouse the 

] of + hig seat. by suing a new 

“Wit for the election of a pew Member for “the county | of 

‘Clare. Hear, hear] 1 now come 10 the ground: on. which 

/1 think the statuse of Elizabeth was notirepealed byfthe as
t] 

of William snd Mary: Ail’ those who have stall scrended 

withe eventful period when tha la
tter Act was passed; krow | 

sil 
man making his entr 

) 

Ke shit on King Wiliams Jaoding, be 
sent: lctiers missive, un- 

"der. the seal of the Prince of Qr
inge, to call togreiber an’ 

” ; hy 
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| Ireland, it is provided, that every 

is impossible to overcome. The Honourable, and Learned 
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‘Assembly which should bear as near sesemblange to a Par. ased on. the, Roman Casbolic subjects 

low, . the, membars of hich other subjects of his Majesty are 

hich were alls xmoned from ae different. counties, ciyies, 
| whereas it is expedient that such _reptaqit ts 33d" disab Hiies 

, which, were enticed (0 send. members, (0 Par: (shoul l be from” henceforih eiscontinped, &: Be it en. 

[laments ; But, ss they had come (pgether. without taking Jactcd, that, f
rom and after the commencement of this Acr, 

' bh 

sy, iby 44.88 _sscertaioed that some provisign, was peces-,(all such pasts of (be said Acts.as require the said, dechra. 
sary ta; give authority, 10 this Assembly, which, resembling tions, oc cither of themy 10 be made or subséribed by’ any 

a 

a parliament, was in terms and in fact a mere; Conyentions foram Maier 's subjects as a_qualification for sitting and 
"The Ast ohibe 2a of Wiliam, and Mary, cap, I. was passed [voting in Parliament, or for the cxercise of. enjoyment of 

for the purpose of quieting the difficulties and disputes as le 

the. title of the Convention, and also forthepurpose of turn. 

ing the Convention into a Parliament... Aay provision in 

war Act 3s 10 taking the Oaths was nat necessary, 1 Fhe 

only object ofthe Statue of 5ih of Elizabeth was. 10.¢n- | of 

forge the taking. of the Qaths of Allegiance and Supremacy jhe Relief Bill is pothigg. - But when we sce that in (he 

and the Declaration against Trarsubsiaptiations “The Qath | Act of Union these oaths are specially continued ‘until Pas. 

of Bupremacy is a merely negawve oak ; the, party swoars | lament shall othérwise provide,” surely no mare explicit 

thas. ne Foreign. Prince, «Prelate, or Potentate, hath any | proof can be. given of. their existence and validity, Tha: 

power, auchority, ‘or jurisdigrion within this Realm,”  T oi words must be construgd in their ordinary semse, The 

my mind, by the Act of William and Mary, the Legislature Honourable and Learned Gentleman bas contended (bat 

only meant to declare that the oaths should be. taken in abie | Parliament hag now oiherwise provided, and therefcre he is 

body of the: Houte, and’ wasmot intended to: repeal. the | entitled to admission without taking “the oaths, But if it 

taking of the oaths-before she hord High Steward. ‘I'he | had been thought advisable to uy the expetiment of admit- 

opinion I now support 1s that which was sanctioned by: the ting the Roman Catholics into the House of Lords Merely, 

authority of Lord Chief: fusiice Holt Sir George Trehy, and-in the House of Commons the oaths had continued to 

and Sir John Somegs, who was afierwardi the great Lod | be required, would the Hon, and learned Gentleman have 

Somers, and their names were surely sufficient to leave no felt justished in saying, ¢ Parliament has otherwise provided 

doubt as to the state of the lew. We find, accordingly, that by this charge, and 1 therefore am eotitled te «it 1m this 

under.this statute, the Members of this House have con- House: without taking the oaths ?* Having said thus much 

tipued to take the Qaths down to the present day. We cuncerping the argument of the Honodrsble Member from 

find, too; a reference to bis very stature 1% the Act of Clare, as to his admissibility to this House under the law-as 

Union with Scotland, continuing. its provisions in. force. it formerly stood, I now come to, tbe second part of his ar- 

We come next tothe Act of Union. with Lrelinds Tue | gument which he advanced to show that "he had a night to 

Hon. and learned Geudéman satisfied himself with a very | :ake his seat under the Act recently passed for the relief 

short statement of the grounds.on which he founds his argu- ‘of his Majesty’s Roman Catholic subjects, — Now, Sir, | 

ment, that by. this Act 1t was rendered annecessary 10 take must say, that if any Hon. Gentleman wi
ll give his attention 

the Oaths, He contends, as there was no distinct words | to the framing of that Bill, 1 think that 1 will be evident to 

inflicting the penalties and disabilities which before attended | him that it secs the question at rest 5 so that there can be no 

the omission of the Quihs, the Act of Uninn cannot be car- | doubt of what was the 
intention of the Legislature on the 

ried into force as the former Acts were. Now, I always un- question, - In-order to un
derstand this, let us remember how 

derstood that Acts of Parliament were 1a be construed by the the law stood at the ime of the passing of the Bill.—I 

natural and fair import of the words tifey containeds Se: | will staie what 1t was—zt I view the 

Ey 

' 

(except as bereinafier provided and excepied) bereby repeal. 

ed. On the argument of the Henowrable and Learned 

Gentleman, this Act was altogether unnecessary, 1f ibe 

east what 1t was as I 

sides, it should be borne tn mind, that at the.very moment ‘subject, - Up to the mement of the passing cf thas Bill, po 

this Ast was passad, the Irish Parliament toek. the same Mewnber could take his seat in this House without first 

Oaths, aud Subscribed the sam» Declaration, except that-they (aking the oaths of Allegiance and Supremacy ; no person, 

did not do it before ihe Lord High Steward. But the | then, up to that time, could be considered as a Member but 

Members of both Partiaments bad precisely the same. laws, | by those two means ; but chen comes the present statute, 

as to these Oaths and Declarations, and were subject to the | containing the Declaraticn under which Roman Catholics 

s:me . penalties and disabilisies if they peglecied (0. take | shal be admissible 10 Pixliament, repealing so much of tbe 

them. 1f there had ever been a doubt as to the necessity of | fosmer law relating to the Oaths 
of Supremacy. If tbe 

taking thess Qaths, ia the Irish Parliament, it was removed | aew Art of Parhamert had stopped at the end of the first 

by the Yelverton Act, in 1782 or 1783, which declared section, merely repealing the Qaihs as they bad formerly 

all the Acts of the English or British Parliament, by which | stood, the argument of the fon. Member for Clare woul | 

Oaths were imposed on the Members of the Leisk P.rlia- have had considerable. weight-in 1t 5 but the next clause 

ment, to be valid. It was a natural consequence that, the | goa 00 to state, * that from and after ibe commencement of 

two Pir'iaments. when united, should coniipue to take the this At, 1t shail be- lawful for any person professing. tre 

i, ths 8h seciion of the act of Union with | Roman Gaibclic religion, being a Peer, or who shall after 

Member of the House of | the commencement of this Act, be returned as a Member 

Commons-of the Ucied Kingdom shall in the first and pli of the Hcuse of Commons,” &c.—Therefore, 1 ask, ro 

succeeding Parliaments, till Parliament shall aetherwice pro ' what class of the Roman Catholics does this Act apply 2 

vide, take the Gaths, and make and subscribe the Declara. | Not 10 all, cleacly, because tke words expressly are, * who 

tions row by law enjoined 10 be taken and made by the shall afier (h® commencement ef (bis Act be returaed 3’ 

Lords. aed Commons of the Parliament of Great Britain.” { 20d, therefore, since no man before the passing of this Act 

he meaning of the word ¢ enjoined,’ shews that the inter. | could enter the House witbout taking the Qatbs of Ailegr- 

tion of this section was,that the same legal obligation was to be | ance and Supremacy, by what authority are we now to say 

continued in the United Parliament that had previously in "that the application 1s general, ard that no one, whenseever 

(he two separate Parliaments, Lf: here were anything else ‘returned, 1s required to take the Oaths of Allegiance and 

pecessary:to prove the soundness of this pinion, It 1s 10 be.} Supremacy ? My argument them. Step 3s, that by look- 

found 1n the repeated instances in which applicavions have! ing at (here (WO sections of the New acy of Parliament, we 

en made to the Legislature for inderemity for neglecting shall find a clue’by which to iaterpret the intention of the 

to take tess Oaths, . _ Only four years aftec the Union, Legishature.” Allow me also to state, that the reason which 

there was an Act of Lademoity for Lord John Thy nne. ! runs in favour of the istention of the Legislatuie, as I' 1n- 

It is always reckoned that the judgment of a Court of. Jus. | terpret it, is also consisient wubs the re.] justice of the case, 

tice, on any particular subject, is ofa great weight and in. ‘because at is weli known to every body that there was a 

terest; but when any point’of privilege comes before this | macasure, which, though it was net ccrodhly included 1n this 

House judicially, such as where a party. disqualifies himself Act of Parliament, was made an accompardment of it ; and: 

from siting in Parliament, the solemn’ decision of this the effect of which was to disfranchise an entire class of the 

House is infinietly more ipportant than any judgment of | frecholders of Ireland ; the exclusion, therefore, of any 

a Court of Record, * The pext case was in 1812 ahd | Members elected previouly ta the passing of that Act, seems 
1844; there were Acts of Indemnity. for Mr. Charles {to me to be na more than jhstice, if the effect of that measure 

Grant, and two or. three others. . These form a strong cor- i: fauly taken into cons'deratisn., oo | 

rebaranion of tre opinion, I m2intaip, and which I think i ; ia 

N- : DISTRESS OF THE COUNTRY. 

[ From. Bell's Weekly, Messenger, ‘May 23 | 

The interest of the week 1s confined wholly to the 

: Parliamentary business, Mr. O'Connell bas been refused 

That clause runs in these words :~-2Whereas, by variousaseat in the House of Commons, and a new writ has in 

Acts of Parliament, certain restraiots and disabilizies 
ate im- consequence been issued for the County of Clare, et 

same Oatts. 

Gentleman contends that by the Relief Bill he isentided to | 

enter this House—but the very fist clause of that Bill | 

does in effect-admit- what I have been contending for. 

not, liable, “And 

tany office, franchise, er civil 1 ight, be o 0d he seme are + 

Actof Upion remoyed the peceusity of taking the oaili 
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