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indirectly implies that we ignore the Christ-
ian religion. Such an argument answers
itself. And I do mnot think I could, with
auny degree of propriety, attempt to detain
the Hou.e to respond to that theory or that
argument,

But | would call the attntion of the
House o the provision in the Constitution
of the Uvited States, ard upon that [ desire
to subuiit a word or two of arguruent. Sec-
tion three ot article six is as follows :

‘“The Senators and Representatives be-

fore mentioned, and the memrers of the sev- |
eral State Lepislatures and all executive |

and judicial cfficers, both o the United
States and of the several States shall be
bourd by oath or afficmation to support thia
Constitution ; butno religious test shall ever
be ri quired as a qualification to any office, or
public trust, under the United States,’’
Judge Story says, the clause requiring an
oath ot all State and national functiovaries
to support the Constitution, was first carried
by a vote of six States to five, and was afier-
wards urani~ously approved. Oun the final
vote it was adopted by a vote ofeight States
against one or two divided. The clause re.

specting 1eligious tests was unanimously '

adopted. Now, will any one pretend to sr-
gue that because the Constitution of the
Urited States did not spread upon its pages

that we were a Ch-istian people; that be- '

cause the Constitution of the United States
did vot require, as - qualification for office,
that a party should taxe an oath or make g
Qeclaration of beiief in the Christian reli-
gion, we are, there ore, any the less a Christ-
lan people? Isitnot equally true in rela-
tion 1o tie people of the Uuited Statcs at
large, as i: is true in relation to the people
of the State of Maryland, that wa are a
Chrisiian people? 1 grant with the honor-
able gentlewa . that we are a Christian peo-
ple; that we of Maryland are for the most
p-rua Chiistian people. But we are no less
a Christian people in our character as the
people of the United States. Yet the Con-
stitution of the United States requires no
declaration of belief in the Christian reii-
gion, no religious test whatever, though
framed by men who recoznized the Chris-
tinn religion, and who, in every step
made in the struggles of our reve-
lutouary fathers as distinctly recoguized
the favor and protecion of God, a3
they recognized that Gud in the light of
the Christian religion. 7Those men, expe-
rienced, wise, worthy, tims-honored, Christ-
ian m n, in framing and establishing a form
of government which was intended for men
of every variety of opinion, of every shade
of religious belief, regarted it as wise and
proper, and just, and eqaitable, to steer clear
of any difficulty upon that subject, of all
others perhaps the mo:t delicate and most
vital.
[
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And is there anything in the declaration
‘ of & belief in the Christian religion that adds
11 to the qualifications or fituess of a party for
office?  Will the requirement of a declara-
tion of belief in the Christian religion deter
{8 bad man from naking such a declaration ?
Will it deter & man who is not a Chris‘ian
i from waking the declaration ia view of his
_opportunity to obtsin an office? What prac-
t.cal purpcese, therefore, will it serve? The
: cnly purpose it can serve isto give character
10 us 88 a Christian people; to recognize
our vener.tion for that system of religion.
And is that needed? It can serve no prace
tical purpose, becanse it can add notaing to
the fitness (fa party to bold cffize, and will
not deter an unwos thy man from making the
declaration in order to obtain office. And
thea | would ask, how many make a de-
claration of their belicf in the Christian re-
ligion, who act out the very reverse; who
vven in the very a‘t of making the declara«
tion nct ucnfrequently give to the world the
strongest prool that taey are practically ¢f
any cther fa th.

I'shall thaefore vots for the amendment
1 suggested by my friend from Somerset (Mr.
Jones), ana which [ have submitted to this
Couvention. The-e are portions of the
amendment read by the gentleman from
Baitimore city (Mr £tirling);, which as a
separate and independent proposition I shall
take p'easure in voting for. But th.se por-
| tio:s sie not germain to, or in legitimate
connection with, this proposition, and I
trust will not be préssed upon us now in this
connettion,

Mr. Sriruing. I merelyread it for informa-
tion; I do not desire the vote aken op it
now.

Mr. Ripeery. The idea that the gentle-
man is induced to offer this proposition,
only for the purpose f admitting one class
of people to tne exclusion of vther clagses, is
a reaton with me for not vuting for it. He
is willing to enlarge the rule and admit a
respectable and important class of people, a
very wortny class of citizens, but not more
80 than the Universaliets and the Unitarians,
who expressly deny our Christian religion.

Mr. StirtiNg. Uan the gentleman find a
Universalist or a Unitarian in this State who
dces not profess to be a Christisn, who does
not repudiate as an insult the charge that he
isnota Uhristian, and hold that such a charge
is but an insiance of bigotry on the part of
those who make it?

Mr. RipeeLy. I have known them to be
ruled out ot u court of justice.

Mr. StirLiNg.  Not because they were not
Christians, but on account of their not be-
lieving in a future state of rewards and
punishments,

Mr. Ripeery, The very fact that men
are divided upcn the subject of the Cbristian
i religion is a reason why we should not




