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tViink it expedient to call for thsir opinion upon

the point. This, however, is certain, that one

very illuftrious Jadge,'''u'ho had himiclf been of

counfel for the luppoied Hbeller, Mr. Amherft,

was fo far from being tkar in this circumilance,

that he declared to their Lordlliips iipon tlie oc-

cafion, *' Ihould the lii\e point be ever mooted
" before him, he would, he was refolv'd, call

" in all the other Judges of England, and have
" it mofb foleninly argued, and take all their

opinions thereupon, as upon a thing of confe-

quence that ought to be fettled:" and, yet

his memory is fo exteii five, and his attention fo

great, to matters of political concern, tliat I make
no doubt but his Lordfliip ftill retains all the

precedents he formerly gathered, and very well

knows of what import they are. What render>-

cd this new parliamentary refolution flill more
neceflary, was the mifconllrudion put by all the

Judges of the Common Pleas (the only Court

before w'hich the fame had ever come) upon
tlie words of the former rcfoUitiors of parliament

with regard to privilege. This Common Bench

had conlidered the cafes where ilircty of the Peace

could be required as cafes always of ncliuil brertcb

of the Fiiice. which thcv did ;:ot conceive a Li^

bel to be, whatever its ttnutJiCy wa^, or cifeit

might be, upon other people, that is, upon thole

who were not the authors or publifliers. But,

they are now fet ri?-ht in this matter, with re-

gard to Parliament-men at leafl:, for no Mem-
ber of either Ploufe (as I apprehend) is at pre-

fent intitled to privilege from imprifonment of

his perfon for refuting to furnii'h fecurties for his

good behavio'r-, wlien charged v/ith uttering a
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