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process against these i mpecunious
members and their servants, they were
*Jeclare(l 'guiltyof a breach of the priv-
ileges of' the House,' and sent to the
Tower, or to Newgrate, or to the easier
-custo(ly of the Sergeant-at-Arms, to
atone for tlîeir offences.

The jLîrisdiction of the High Court
-of Parliament over attorneys' Bis of
4iosts was asserted onily once, as we
telieve. On the 4th of April, 1700,
the indignation of the House of Coni-
nions was aroused agyainst an attorney
-named Rogers, for sending to some
-clients of his-and who, as appears by
the motion, were not niembers of Par-
liament-an exorbitant bill of costs,
wîf tl a letter threatening, to sue for the
saine; and as a terror to grasping and
evil-minded attornecys, Rogers was
,made an example of, as appears by the
following entry in thejorasoth
House, under the head of 'exorbitant
-charge by a solicitor, resp)ecting a lIe-
tition

'A complaint having been made to
the House of an exorbitant and scan-
<jalons bill of charges, delivered by one
Thomas Rogers, a solicitor, to the gun-
tiers of Portsmouth, in respect of a
p)etition of theirs presented to the
flouse the last session of Parliament,
highly reflecting in divers àrticles
thereof, upon the honour of the House
and proceedings thereof, and the House
being further infommed that the said
Rogers threatens to sue the Petitioners
at law for the said demands; ordered,
that the said Thomas Rogers be, for
the said ofl'ence, sent for in custody of
the Sergeant-at-Arnis' (a).

Af ter having, thus asserted ifs suin-
mary jurisdiction over the members of
the legal profession, it was projîer that
the Ilouse should enforce those duties
which relate to the discharge of the
judicial and legisiative funictions of
Parliament. Ail inembers of Parlia-
muent are called upon to legisiate iii
respect of I)rivate and public rights
for the public, or for those who mnay

(a) 13 Commons journal, 313.

be suppliants or petitioners for special
legisiation. And in that capacity they
are bound to act as j udges rather than
as lawyers or politicians. And in the
performance of their legisiative as well
as their professional duties, the meni-
bers of the Bar shouild ever remember
that they belong to a profession which
lias alwvays claime(l and insisted that
the higbest honour and the highest
character should be maintained by its
menibers; a profession which, while it
acknowledges and upholds the absolute
p)urity of the Bench, claims that the
reflex of that purity is, and always
should lie, shed arouind the members
of an honourable and learned Bar.
They should remember, too, that their
proifession, because of its ability and
trained power of argument, stands iii
the full light of a keen and searching
public opinion, and that the reputation
of high honour and integrity which is
claimed for it should ever be maintain-
ed iînsullied.

We have referred to the statements
of Barrington and Hallam. that many
of the Iawyers at the time of their ex-
clusion froni Parliament, in 1404, held
retainers and received annual stipends
froin the great lords and men of pro-
perty, and put forward petitions in
the naine of the Commons which only
concerned their clients; and it was
doubtless from the fact that, subse-
quently, înany of the lawyers elected
to Parliament, were in the habit of
appearing as counsel in respect of pri-
vate legisiation before the Huse of
Lords, that induced the House of Coin-
mions to discou ntenance such practice as
inconsistent with the independence and
duity of a member of Parliament. The
earliest case which, illustrates the ac-
tion of the bouse occurred in 1558,
and is thus reported :'1It was declared
to the Houise by one of the burgeFses
that Mr. Story had not well used him-
self, being a meruber of this House,
to go before the Lords, and be of
counsel with the Bishop of Wynches-
ter against the patentee [of his lands];
which by the House was taken to be


