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cither. Now, in the cafe of High Trcafon, fo

dangerous to the being of the whole Hate, it may
not, perhaps, at particular junclurcs, be impro-

per to fupport, or indemnify at lealt, even Secre-

taries of State in the feiy.vire of papers, and of

every thing elfe, however illegal, that may pof-

fibly ferve to a difcovery and conviction of the

Traitor. The doing of what may tend to dethrone

a King, is of confequcnce to cvLvy individual
;

but, the dethroning of a Minifler is not quite fo

momentous a matter.

And, after all, if in the warrants the Perfons

to be feized had been ?2amed (and not left con-

jedtural to the difcretion of the King's common
Meflengers j) . and it had been alleged, that they

were charged upon oath^ and there had been no

dirediion toJeize papers : under what law, or co-

lour of law, could they be committed to clofe

confinement and imprifonment [arBa cuflodia)

upon the charge of a Libel only ? Another

very great and important point for a conflitu-

tional inquiry ! Is a man charged only with

writing and publifldng a Libel, to be deprived

of his liberty at once, and fo fliut up in gaol,

that no friend is to have it in his power to come
near him ? Will not common confinement be

lufiicient cuftody in fuch a breach of the Peace,

when charged only, and that ex officio^ and be-

fore one tittle of proof be given, and this too in

the cafe of one of the Reprefentatives of the Com-
mons of England ? I cannot help faying, I am
furprized that this lafl: point has never been agi-

tated ; for it feems to me to be of very great

confequence. I am fure it was not owing to the

Miniftry, for they appear to have been very rea-
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