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be an overwhelming majority ; those who
gign the other, if they sign it at all will
constitute & minority, perhaps an invidious
minority, the gole okject of which will be to
afford the opportunity to some demagogue
to eay that they deny the Christian religion,
becauce 1they do not sign that declaration.
1 think if we int nd to open the door, and
admit all who are embraced in the amend-
meot of the gentlemun from Baltimore
county, we should wot keep up the two
tests. I think, acting in our c(fficial ca-
pacity bere, upon the liberal priceiples
which prevail at this time it is better to ad-
" here to the language employed by the gen-
tleman from Baltimore county. As he has
weli sgaid—who is to decide whether a man
is & belicver in the Christian religion or not?
That question is creating more and more
difficulty every day, as cau be seen from the
theological controversies arising every w here,
especiilly in Great Britain, where the State
controls the creed of the ckurch. In Eng-
land, one of their tishops bas publiched a
book which those who differ from hiw de-
nounce as infidel; they say he is not a be-
liever in the Christian relizgicm that be is
not fit to be a bishop. Yet he is a bishop
of the Church of Kngland, so recogniz:d by
the State, though he differs from othergin be-
lief. I tbiok thatfor the sake of unitormity
it ig beiter to have but ooe test, and that the
test proposed by the gentleman from Balti-
more county.

Mr Bonp. T see no substantial difference
between the amendment of the gentleman
from Baltimore county, (Mr Ridgely,) and
the ameundmentof the gentleman from Prince
George’s (Mr. Clarke.) They both arrive
at the same resule; they both allow men to
hold office who declare their belief in the
Christiun religion, and men who declare
only their belief in the existence of God
and a future state of rewards and punish-
ments They bo'h arrive at the same con-
clusicn at last, the only difference between
the two propositions being that one leaves
out the declaration cf belief in the Christiaa
religion.

My friend from Somer:zet, (Mr. Jones,)
talks skout making an invidious distinetiin
betweem men who are willing to declare
their beiief in the Chrisdan religion, and
men who are willing only to declare their
belief in the existence of God and a future
state ¢f rewards and punishments. Now, I
see no invidious distinction at ail.
are men who do not believe in the Christan
religion, is it invidious to say that tktey do
not believe in it? And why should we
strike out of this article tbe declaration of
belief in the Christian religion? Is there
anything in the Christian reiigion to be
asbamed of, that we should strike it out al-
together trom qualificaticns for office?
When we put upon an equal fcoting those
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who declare a belief in the Christian reli-
gion—which is admitted on all hands to be
the re'igion of the great majority of the peo-
ple of thig State— and those who are unwil-
ling to declare their belief in the Christian
rel'gion. but only to say that they believe
in God and a furure state of rewards and
punishments, have we not done enough fur
that class of peop'e? And wby should we
go to the further length of striking out of
the article the words, ¢ belief in the Chris-
tian rel gion 77 :

I am willing to vote for either proposi-
tion, for it « oes apoear to me that they beth
arrive »t the same conclusion; they both
admit to cffice the same classes of persons,
and there i3 ncthing t wy wind invidious
in either proposition towards the one or the
cther class. £till. as [ see’ no particular
reason why the language of the aiticle
should be changed, I shall vote for the
proposition of the gectleman from Prince
George’s, (Mr. Clarke.)

Mr. Tobp. I agree with the sentiments
expressed by the gentleman from Anue
Arunde!, (Mr Bond,) I see no necessity or
propriety ia etriking out of this articie of
the Dcclurction of Rights the words, ‘‘ be-
lief in the Chiistian religion.” Butl do
think there 18 very gre:t propriety in re-
taieing thet phrase, As hag been remarked
by other gent emen upon this floor, we are
a Christian people generally ; aad I think
we should be caretul in our action bere, not
ty» do anything that will be conttrued in
the seuse of ignoring the Christian rellgion.
I hops, therefore. the amendment of the
geutleman rom Prince George's (Mr Clarke)
will prevail, and that this Convei tion, while
it extends to «ther classes of citiz:ns the
right to hold office, will not do any act that
will be construed into & want of recognition
f that religion which is tne prevailiog re-
ligion of this State.

Mr. Joxes, of Somerset. I have but oune
word more to say. I do not wish to be un-
derstood at all as discouraging in uny way
whatever a profession of belief in the Chris-
tian religion. That is my hope; that is my
creed ; and bumble and unworthy a member
as [ may be of the Christian church, I am con-
nected with a branch of the Christian church
that holds to its creed as rigidly perhaps as
any other of the denominations into which
the Christian church is divided. But I mean
to say this, that a written name at the foot
of such a aeclaration amounts, us Judge Dor-
sey said, to very little, and he had never
known it to keep a man from accepting of-
fice. I think the best profession of a belief
in the Christian religion which a man can
afford to those .who koow him and with
whom he is associated, is to do justly, love
mercy and walk humbly before his God.
That is a profession of the christian religion
which I most heartily commend to all men.

“



