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In my Anfwer, I coatented myfelf with making fome Obfervations on the Statute of 18 of Billimm and
Mayy, declaring the Rights and Liberties of the Subje&, and this you mention nnder the Title of the 2/
of Rights; which Miftake of Appellation is very excufable, fince I arh:fatisficd by the"—ﬁm.foaing ch the
Law Part of your Paper; no Lawyer was confulted with= I did not 20 any further back then ther sovue,
not doubting but the Force of the very Words, with my Remarks ané-yocr cwn Knowlege in that Prae,
would have fatisfied you how ill-funded your pretended Frivilege jst but 2i I now fod, tizs by any Heips
you can get, you appear to have had very little Infight into this roint, I muft [give a3 Pood an Acceunt as |
can at prefenc of this Privilege of Freedom of Speech in gene:al, after whiek [ fhall enter itte & D ifculion
of fo much as (I can undertand) of What you have advanted oh that Head, fed ilfo thew the Confeques-
ces of your extraordinary Doétrine to the Liberty and Freddom of your Eleflobs: o :

By the Noble Hiftorian of (he Civil Wars (whofe Authority and Reafoning on this Polat fiind g -
onable at this Day), * Freedom of Speech, and Freedom from Arrefts, are the chiefel Privileges : Accets
*‘ to the King; and Cotrefpondente by Conference with the Lords, are rather of the Efience of their
“ Councils than Privileges. ** B as the Freecotis of Sp.ech s the orly Point before ds, I fhail confise
myfeif to the Confideration liow thdt has been from Tiime 10 Time: B

I am not acqudinted with any Stawte hetore the &h Henry V1L, Cap. 6, oh this Point,  Thet all Saits
* Accufements, Cdhdemnations; Executiors, Amerciament, Puniffiments, Corre&tions, Charges, and Im-
* pofitions, that had Been then put upon Richard Streds, and every of his Complices thar were of tha
* Parliament, or thould be of any other Parliament, for any Bill fpeaking, reafoning, or declaring, of any
“ Matter or Matters concerning the Parliament 10 be communed or treated of, thould be utterly void and
‘ of no Effect. *

Mr. Petit fethatks on this Scatute, ¢ That it was not introduétive of any new Law, nor did it give any
* mew Privilege tb the Metmbers of either Houfe bf Parliament: bat was only deciarative of the antied:
“ Cuftoms and Utage of P4rliament; » . _

If this is the Privilege with Regard td the FreédoHi of Speech, how tan miy Bebaviodr in Converfation
with M{. Smit) be accounted a Breach of it? Was he fued, aciufed, condemned, Execated, amerced, pa-
nithed, or corretted ! Was he-obliged to pay any Charges or Impofitions ! Aed you will fi-.d that ir.
Pteit, who was Compiler of every Ififtance in Support ot Parliament, and it’s Privileges, does not pretend
to prove, That what paffes in. Conv¥tfatior, evén in an angry Maoner, is 2 Breath of Privilege ; fo far
from thar, the Initances he produces itt the Reigns of Elizabeth and Fames 1. on this Scbjed, are eaily
where the Mentbers were aétually réfirsined by an O:der from e King, the Privy Council, or 2 Coutt of
Law, and were not permitted to 4ttend the Parliatnent. o

Itis very true, that wheh Yames the Firft erdeavoured to firstch Prerogative, thé Commotis, to be even
with him; made brie or two extraordinary Declarations in Point of their Frivileges of Speech, and of their
Members ¢ Bat I do ndt know, or ever Keard of one fingle Inltance; where ti.e Houfe of Commons, ei-
ther in the Reign of Fames I. dr at any other Time before 1641, or fince 1666; took Notite &f iny Per-
{on for teproving 4 Member in Converfation, on any Point cebated in the Hoafe: For indeed to fuppofc
the cofitrary, would be to fuppofe the Eletors gave up their Liberty; inftead of preferéing it by their E-
le&tion of a Reprefentative. o

le is well known, that in the Reign of Charles I. thefe were many Encrbichents by the King n the
Privileges of Parliamén:, 2nd afierwa:ds tore by the Houfe in 1641 on the Liberties of the Subj. &, under
Pretence of Privileges : In that Period I do dgree you may find fome Vords afid Refolutions-agreeable to
your prefent Clainy, but whicli can never take Effe@ in this or any other Country of Liberty. I pafs by
the U urpation of Uliver Cromivell wih only this Remark, That both it; #0d the Bood zmnd Confufioh
which prececed, wete in a great Meafure the Coniequences of the Houfe 6f Cemmons intimicating the
Nation, by extending their Privileges and Votes and Refolutions corcerning thetm. )

In the Reigns of Charfes I1. and Farves I1. there is net one Inftance that ¥ kndw, of 2ny Perfos being
cenfured by the Houfe of Commons, for what pafled either in a Dipute or Quarrel, where Words were
Ouly uled towards 2 Member tericerffing any Mattet debated in the Houfe ; and fately if the Words Quef-
tioning or Place bore the Sigrification you contend for, many Inftances moft have keppered, where the
Member might think hinfelf (o ill treated, as to be ready and willing to tevenge himiclf by the Auathority

~of the Houfe of Commons. ‘ L . ‘

We miay now com: to the hinppy Zra of otr Conflitution; whén the Sizbte fo preferving the Rights
and Liberties of the <ubjet was made : Hither:o, fometimes the King encroached on the Privifeges of the
Commons ; and at other ‘Titnes the Houfe of Commions; by their Votes ufurped, inder Pretente of theit
Privileges, upon the L:berties of the People: Therefore it was receflary, to prevent farther Daubt or Cz-
vil, to alcertain and declare what Pritilege was in that Point of Freedom of Speech ; and accordingiy the
Legflators made wfe of thefe Words, * That the Freedom and Débates of Procetdings i Pacliament ougk:
©* not to be impeached or queftioned ih any Coure or Place out of P#rlizment. ™ One woild thini tie
Plainnefs of thele Words would of themfelves abviate your Claim, and mach more fo, when you havenwm

~been able to produce ane Inftance, where thofe Words, upon any Comp'sint and {diefin Determnation ¢f
the Houfe ofp Comindas, ‘vere evir conftrued agreeale to your Expofition ; on the contrdfy; I have (hew.

¢d out of Perir, what loflances he tmagined to be within this Privilege of Speech before that Starule ¢ Agg

I dare fay, no one can fuppole but that he, who profefledly wrote in Vincicsion of the Ceinmons arc

their Privilege:, would have mentiofied InRances agreeable to your Reafonring, if thete had been ary fuch
-of good Authority; But notwithftanding all this, and miy clear Expofition of that Statve in my former
Anfwer, you endeavour to diftingaith uport the Words of that Statuce; and the Arguménts in my Arfwer

relating to it + you do ot controvért my Expofition of that Statate ateording to & segel Confiruétion, b

you fay, that the Term /egal; as applied by me, is equivocal : This I defiy, for the Cénftroduon ia ogr

Difpute is 10 be made upon the Words of an A& of Parliament ; this At binds the Hoofe of Commoes, 13

tell as the reft of the Nation; and [ prefume that Houfe, or the Houfe of ‘Lords, or both together, cag

ho'more put any Conftration on the Words of that A&, that is not iy legal in Wefminfer Hall, than

they can of themfelves repeal that A&, and make a new one; and which would be the Cafe, you were

(Fune Sefl. 1~46.] K ' . . m
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