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i# VOTESWis PROCEEDINGS, Novemsin 1784

" be lawyers ; -or that thefe men fhould in their own taufe; and which they are deeply interefted to
fupport, will give'a wrong judgment or diclaration upon bath of fucli their political principles,
The laws of moft countries have confidered the judgment of i party, or evidence of 4 witnefs in’
his awn caufe, fo lidble to be erroncous, that in the firft iiftante he is always.excluded, in the
fécond never admitted but in cale of necefity, and where no other evidence to<afcertain the fadt

.+ is to be had ; and even then his credibility is liabke to objedtion. The judgment of difintereftéd
judges aQing upen cath hag always been efteemed the moft certain rule of determination which
mankind could adopt. Difinterefled men may poffibly err, but having no motive to-do wrong;
and being bound to do right, the probahility is that they will not err. Interefled men have a mo-
tive to induce a departure from right, and mankind in general “have fuppofed this motive {uffi-
ciently ftreng to occafion a deviation 'from truth and juftice, when oppofed to intercit ; or other-

- wife it would have been wrong to exclude partics from Being judges or witneffes, and thercfore
the probability is ageinft the truth of the affirmation of an intercited party ; to affert thercfore
that the oath of an interefted party is a better mode of difcovering truth than the determination

of difinterefted judges, is to contradidt the general opinion of mankind and depart from the firft
and furcft principle of evidence. But it may be alleged, that the party alone can know his own
political principle. This may be faid indeed with fome propriety in the beginning of a revolution,
and at that period an appeal to confticnce is pe:haps the only mode by which the real fentiments

. Of cautious men can be difcovered 3 but at the end of <. fevén years war, fuch as we have gone
th¥ough, the principles of men of any note muft be 2s well known as their faces. Therc are fo
many trying occafions and fo many opportunities of difcovery, that concealment is impoflible,
Mens allions and condudl for a length of time give evidgnce which will never deceive, and ¥h

the prefent inftance it is fcarcely poflible that the judges could err, becaufe the point in queftion
mult be fo notorious, that if an appeal was made to all the men in the ftate who are ac-

quainted with the individuals, there would not be the fmalleft difference of opinion on the fub-

cét. :

It may be alleged, that the ftate has received the nonjurors waggons and horfes ; that if they
are not allowed the full exercife of all the privileges of which they had been deprived, thele ef-
fcQs ought to be returned, or otherwife the ftate receives from them: certain property without

. granting an adequate benefit. 1 anfwer, that, under the prefent bill, the nonjurors will not be
deprived of any benefit intended to be conferred by the alt of x730; they are ftill capable of
praéfing the law, provided they are well affeéled to the gevernment—a condition infeparable from
the enjoyment of this privilege, <nd one which muft have been underftood both by thofe who

pafled the law, and thofe who complied with it, But without the a&t of 1780 no nonjuror was
capable of prattiling the law, though ever Jfo well attached to the government, The bill in quettion,
without renewing the difability, prevents an abufe ot the capacity. | '

Tt may be fuggéfted, that the legiflature, if any future rcgulation with refpe@ to attornies was

_intenaed, ought in their a& of 1780 to have declared, that though horfes and waggons were

furnifhed by nonjurors, yet they fhould not pradife the law, umlefs the judges determined that
they were well affected. 1 anfwer, that it was unneccflary to mak{ fuch declaration, and that no
deception could arife from filence upon the fubje&, becaufe the phinciple of preventing difaffe&-
ed men from pradifing the law being fully-declared by the a& of Februaty 1777, the right to
execute that pringiple, by any mode not inconfiftent with the chgaﬁbm‘ent made, by the a& of
17'8f9, ,\jrggf,{q_'%lcatly'iniplicd, that it muft have been as well undérftood as if it/ had been ex-
“prefsly daglared. =, . . ... )
.p W%egﬁr th "'t’n’dges,:'i'n‘téiciiéhgly. to this bill, ‘had a difcretionary power to refufe the admif-
fion of ahy'difff%c’&cd' perfon to qualify as a lawyer, ‘or'to Tufpend or remove apy fuch perfon
who bad been admitced, it is unneceflary to'difcufs, becaule a determination of this point will
not, that I can difcover, affe& the queftion—whether the bill is a’breack of public faith ? For fup-.
pofe it to be admitted that no fuch power exilted, ‘it will not fol.ow that giving fuch a power is

a violation of national engagement, unlefs it can be (hewn that the-exercife of the power 'is in-

‘confiftent with public faith pledged by the a& of 1780, which is'the very point in difpute.

~ 1t would feem to any perfon who reads the proteft, that the claufe objeéted to was confined to

‘memjurers only, whereas, in truth, the judges bave the {ame difcrction to refule, and the fame

power to_fufpend or remave, thofe who did, as thofe who did not, take the oath "under the ad

of 1777, and for the fame caufe—diiaffeQion to the government—when the application is made

to be admitted, or the propriety of removal is examined—and it would be ftrange, if thofc who

did not take the oath thould be entitled to gréater privileges than thofc who did conform, to the

Taw. A difability compounded for, can never give the delinquent party rights which Ire would not
have becn cntitled to if the difability had never been' incurred. ‘

_'If the bill is not liable to the firft gbjcgiign made to it by the protefter, I will next confider,

_whether it is_politic, wife or juft, to ad i1t the difaffe&ted to pratife the law.
.2 It is a maxim in all governalents, confirmed by. the ‘wjfdom and experience of ages, thatit is
_unwife and dangerous to increafc the power and ‘influcnce 'of men"who are cnemics to the prin-
ciples upon which the exiftence q_f,fu'ch'govcrnméntq'_dcpcnd. The bill excludes nonetfrom the
. . privilege of praifing the lJaw who arc attached to our government and the principles upon which
v +it is founded ; and the evidence ypon which it is to be tricd whether the party is well attached or
- dilaffe@ed, leads to fuch certainty, thit if determincd againft him, there can remain no doubt
.but be is.an epemy o our_government,. and the principles thercof. A flight attention to hittory
wilf evince, that political principles, attaciments and habits, which have continued for a lcngthf )
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