
{ 15 )

ncceflary, indeed, to come to fuch a refolutlon,

becaufe there was no exprefs cafe adjudged in the

Courts below, wherein fureties for the good be-

haviour in matters of libel had been enforced,

when oppofed by the party accufcd, altho' three

or four cafes of private men, not members of
cither houfe, had happened within the memory
of all the great Lawyers now living, where furety

for keeping the peace had been ftrongly inlifted

upon by the Attorney-General, and refufed by
the fuppofed libellers, and wherein, in order to

try the point with the Crown, thefe lafl:, whilft

in cuftody, fued <?ut Writs of Habeas Corpus,

and upon the Attorney Gcnerars defiring and ob-

taining time, but not coming in confequence of

it, to make good the point for the Crown, de-

manded and obtained their liberty thereupon.

In particular, in the cafe of Mr. Amherft, the

author of the Craftfman, after precedents had
been diligently fearched into, and, at a prodigi-

ous expence, of both fides, the Attorney Gene-
ral did not give up the matter until the very

evening that it was to have been argued before

all the Judges in Serjeants Inn Hall. It was too

the univerfal perfuafion at the time that the point

was not even then relinquiflied, until it was dif-

covered the majority of the Judges were of opir

nion that fureties for the peace, or good beha-

viour, could not be demanded from any maa
upon the mere charge of a libel. Indeed it is

the prevailing notion, at this inftant, that the

greater part of the prefent Bench are of the fame

opinion j although this cannot be pofitively

known, as the matter has not been in judgment

before them, and the Houfe of Lords did not
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