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tuent part of the Legidature itfelf, How can

any Particular think himfelf fafe in calling in

queftion with his pen, any adion of a Minifter ?

And, Why fhouid he ? The advantage of inof-

fenfive fpeech or writing, and of abfolute fub-

niiffion to government, is fo great, that I am fure

every rhan ought to rejoice in fuch wholefome
regulations. For, perhaps, a flight fubfequent

error of condudt might induce a Judge to be of

opinion that a man had forfeited the pledges for

his -good behaviour ; or, at leaft, might be fuffi-

cient to involve him in a long and expenlive liti-

gation with the Crown. A man once charged

with writing a libel, might be eafily caught this

way, whatever fliould become of the original

profccution on the libel itfelf. It feems to me to

be really an excellent device for keeping the fcrib-

bling race from meddling with political queflions,

at lealt from ever drawing their pens a fecond

time upon fuch-fubjeds. All the reafons, I fup*

pofe, that wit, ingenuity or learning, could invent

in behalf of parliamentary privilege in the cafe of
the mere charge of a libel, may be fcen, by the

curious examiner into this point, colledled and fet

in a flrong light in the late proteft of Ibme dii-

conterited Peers ; and yet, altho' all theie very

reafons were urged at the time "viva -lorCj a Ma-
jority of Members in the two Floufes, in this

country of Liberty, being overcome bv the Hill

more cogent reafons given by the Minillry, con-

curred in declaring that prhilege of parliament

does not exte?2d to the cafe of writing and ptiblijL^

ing feditious libels, nor ought to he allowed to ob-

Jif'u^ the fpeedy and effe&ual profeciiticn ofJo hei-

nous mid dangerous an offence. It was the more
necef-
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