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of a witness upon the ground that he was
not a believer in the Chris'ian religion.
But the court would not allow that question
1o go to the jury, because it did not disqual-~
ify the witness, and therefore would not al-
low the question for the purpose of discred-
iting. Thecourts may not allow you to
ask such a question, unless it absolutely
digqualifies a man from being a witness
I thiok, therefore, that this ought to dis
qualify a man in foto, and that we ought
not to open the door wider than it now is;
that we ought to have all the checks which
can be put around this subject, and even
then, as common experience shows, how

* much fal:e swearing and perjury there is
in every court of j stice. 1f you allow a
man to come in and testity without any just
gense of his responsibility to his God, and
without any belief in future rewards and
punishments, you will be encouraging thia
false swearing and perjury. I am for
str.ngthening and tightening those checks,
rather than loosening them in any respect.
I hope, therefore, that no awendment’ will
now be adopted that will have a tendenecy
to loosen the restraints we now have.

Mr. Miuer. I do not wish to be misap-
prehended in relation to the motives with
which I offer ttis amendment. I believe
myself a8 firmly ag any manin the existence
of God; that every man will be held
morally accountable for hig acts, not only
here but hereafter. Bur our legislation,
and our bill of rights as amended in 1850,
allows a class of persons to come into courts
of justice a8 witnesses, and prohibits the
Legislature from excluding them from the
witness stand, who do not believe in any
future state of reward and punishments—
that is, after this life. It allows that class
of persons who call themselves Universal-
ists, or Unitarians, a certain class who hold
that all our sinful ac's will be punished in
this world, and not in any future world.
And most of the States have gone as far as
the State ot New York, in whose Constitu-
tion I find the words of the amendment I
have proposed Thatis, that in reference
to the mere question of giving testimony in
a court of justice, the Legislature shall
not exclude any man from the witness ttand
on account of any opinion he may enter-
tain in refation to matters of relizious be-
lief. A Turk, aJew, or an infidel. who
does not believe atall in the Christian re-
ligion, steing some act of crime committed,
or knowing some important fact connected
with it, might be excluded by tke legisla-
ture, under this article, from testifying to
that fact in & court of justice. Thetenden-
cy of all constitutional legislation in tbis
country bas been to open the docr and let
in all such persons as witnesses. Then the
question of creditability on account of his
religious belief, as to whether he holds

himseolf morally acciuntable here and here-
after for bis acts, or whether he believesin
the existence of & God at all—let that be
considered by the jury, and not by the
court. I desire thisamen®mentto be adop-
ted, but I want to have my motives distinctly
understood in oftering it.

The question being then taken on the
amendmert of Mr. Misler, it was not agreed
to.
No further amendment being offered to
Article 35—

Article 36 was read ss follows :

“That no other test or qualification ought
to be required on adm:ssion to any office
of trust or profit, than such oath of office
as may be prescribed by this Constitution
or by the laws of the State, and a declara-
tion of beliefin the Christian relivion; and
if the party sha!l profess to be a Jew, the
declaration shall be of his belief in a fature
state of rewards and punishments.”’

Mr. Stiruivg. | desire to offer a slight
amendment to thig article. [ move to in-
gert, after the words, ‘‘than such oath of
offize” the words ‘ and qualification,’’ so
that it will read ** than such oath of office
and qualification as may be prescribed by
this Constitution, or by the laws of the
State ”’ 1do not think there can be any
otjection toit. It carries out the idea of
the firat part of the section, ' that no other
test or qualification ought to be required,”
&c.; but it makes it plainer.

The question being taken upon the
amendment, it was agreed to.

OATH OF OFFICE—RELIGIOUS TEST.

Mr. RipgeLy. [ move to amead article
26, by strikiog out all after the word
‘¢ State,” go that the article will then read—

¢t That no other test or qualification ought
to be required on admission to any office
of trust or profit, than such oath of office
and qualification as may be prescribed by
thi: Uonstitution or by the laws of the
State.’?

Mr. Crargs. [ move, before this amend-
ment is voted upon, to amend tae portion to
be stricken out as follows: strike out all
aiter the words * Christian religion” and
insert the words, ‘‘or in a fature state of
rewards and punishments.”’ That part of
the section will then read—*‘‘ and a decla-
ration of belief ia the Christian religion, or
in a foiure state of rewards and punish-
ments.”’

My otject in moving this amendment is
to get rid of this provision which especially
gingles out the Jew, and provides the mods
in which he shail declare his belief, in or-
der to be permitted to hold an office. The
Jews are a large and respectable class of the
people of the State of Maryland, and I
know that some thought there was rather
an invidions mention made of their religion
or their denomination, by expressly provid-



