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peaceable demeanour therein. If any Member
of Parliament then rehifcs to find fuch fecuri-

tics for his future good behaviour, he will bo

committed till tried, and if he lliould be acquit-

ted of the chaigc by a Jury, v\'ho fhould con-

ceive that he never wrote or publidied what was
charged, or tliat what he wrote was no hbel

;

he will neverthclefs be entitled to no amends
upon tliC fcore of his imprifonment : but in the

firll of tliclb cafes mud take v/hat has happened
for being of io fufpicious a charadler, and, in the

latter, regard it as the mere political confequence

of treading fo near upon the borders of fedition.

By the fimple charge of a libel in an information

by an Attorney General, all this may be brought

about, and any reprefentative of the people in-

ftantly lofe his privilege of parliament, and be
arrefted forthwith. All the Judges, indeed, be-

fore whom this queffion firft came, were unanl'-

moufly of opinion, after taking feveral days to

confider thereof, that the privilege of Parliament

was not thus at the mercy of the King*s Attor-

ney General ; but, they were all of them mifta-

ken, and let me add not a little afperfed and ridi-

culed, (notwithlfanding the old and reverend

intrenchment of dignity and folemnity with which
their offices are defended, and the oath under

which they execute them) for pretending to de-

cide about privilege, and for prefuming to con-

ifrue the words of a refolution of either hou(e,

although they were legal and technical words j

and in particular for io rafli, fo erroneous, fo

unworthy, and fo unbecoming a determination

as this was. Now, if this be fo in the cafe

of a Member of P'^iiiament, who is a confti-
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